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EGYPT
Proposal to Committee 7

Considering
that it is unanimously recognised that the Atlantic City Allocation
Table cannot be implemented without an approved I.FoL„,
that, in the light of the decision taken .by a big majority in
Committee 7, such a list shall be based oh appropriate engineered plans
for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service 9
that, unless such a principle be adopted for the High Frequency
Fixed Service, it will be exceedingly difficult for smaller countries to
move into bands .with the view of ultimately implementing the Atlantic
City Allocations Table,
decides
a) that any provisional voluntery evolutionary arrangements which
may be agreed shall not in any way constitute the basis for the future
International Frequency List,
b) that any procedure to be recommended by Committee 7 shall be in
line with this principle©
.
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The meeting opened at 9*35 a.m., Mr* Lecomte being in the
Chair.
1.1

The Chairman opened the discussion on Document 175, under item
3 of the terms of reference of Committee 6 concerning the aeronautical
services.

1.2

Mr. Brant. Chairman of Working Group 60, introduced the docu
ments prepared by his group as follows s
"Document 175 comprises two distinct partst the first consists
of special considerations and the second is a draft resolution submitted to
you for approval. In preparing the document, we referred to the terms of
reference of Committee 6 and observed that under them we were expected to
draft a report on special considerations, for submission to the Plenary
Assembly. Our report has been drafted in that form,!, The Corrigendum deals
with a few drafting changes $ but I should point out that the last paragraph
of the Corrigendum is not, properly speaking, a correction* It was
suggested by 11 countries after Document 175 had been published* I
therefore feel that you can take the Corrigendum into account when considering
Document 175. As I have already said, the document was drafted bearing in
mind that we had to submit a report to the Plenary Assembly* However, as it
must.also be submitted to Committee 3, I would suggest that the Chairman
of Committee 6 write a memorandum to Committee 8 drawing its attention to
this document*"

1*3

1.4-

The Chairman thanked Mr* Brant for his explanation and for the
work done by his group. Before opening the discussion on Document 175, he
urgently appealed to the delegations that had opposed the setting up of
Working Group 6C to indicate their dissent simply by referring to the
statements they had made on the subject without expatiating on the arguments
they had already put forward. That would mean a great saving of .time.. He
then gave the floor t<? the delegations which wished to discuss Document 17$..
The ^leg^^jjf^^rence had three remarks to makes
1.- It would ba preferable to replace the rather optimistic sentence
in paragraph 1 , viz %
"Such implementation would give impetus to a progressive and
orderly introduction of the Atlantic City Tables, ri

Be
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by the following;
' "Such implementation might give impetus cco etc*"
2* In paragraph
"Frequencies
families, on
advantage to

2 02, the following wording would be clearer:
should, as far as possible, be cleared by
the understanding however, that it may be of
implement on a frequency by frequency basis*"

The text should be supplemented by a note defining the
expression "family of frequencies", and he suggested the following definition
1
"A family of frequencies is a group of frequencies, of
different order of magnitude, allotted for air routes and
permitting communication between aircraft and aeronautical
stations at all times of day and at any distance"* .
3* His third remark concerned the resolution itself. If applied,
it would fully satisfy the aeronautical services, but he pointed out that
it took no account of the requirements of other services. He was therefore'
reluctant to approve it as a resolution. If it were transferred into
a recommendation, he would support it* To that end the following amendments
would have to be made:
Change "resolves" to "recommends", and amend the first
paragraph to road; "that Administrations, individually and
collectively, should take every practical step d0» etc."
With that amendment it would be possible to make clear the
views and wishes of the aeronautical services, while allowing administrations
to take account of the requirements of all the services*
1.5

The Chairman asked Mr, Brant which of the proposals made by
the Delegate of France could be accepted by Working Group 60 without
discussion*

1.6

Mr. Brant thought that the French Delegate’s first proposal
was very practical and that his definition of families of frequencies was
excellent. He* felt sure that the Group would agree to the definition,
However, he suggested that the third line from the end of paragraph 2*2
should be amended in consequence.
He thought that the proposal to change the resolution into
a recommendation was a fundamental matter. In the Working Grottp
there had been several shades of opinion concerning the degree of force
that should be given to the second part of the d o c u m e n t T h e Group had
tried to solve the problem by drafting the document as submitted*
Consequently, he did net feel competent to express an opinion, but suggested
tha.t the matter should be discussed at once*
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1.7

The Chairman ruled that the first two proposals by the French
Delegate were approved, subject to the drafting amendment mentioned by
Mr 0 Brant in connection with the second proposal. As the third proposal
was a question of substance it should be discussed.

1.8

The Delegate of Portugal seconded the French proposal and
added that the recommendation was valid only as a recommendation to Committee
8 and not as a recommendation by the EARCo He therefore proposed the
following amendments?
1. Replace "The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference11
by "Committee 6",
2. In paragraph b), read "and requests Committee 8 to consider the
appropriate measures to implement this recommendation".
His proposal was an amendment to the French amendment and
would, he hoped, make it possible to study the recommendation while making
allowance for the other services^

Be

1.9

The Chairman asked the French Delegate whether he accepted the
amendment by Portugal.

1..10

The Delegate of Fiance did not think that the Portuguese
amendment was necessary in view of the explanations contained in the
corrigendum to Document 175.

1.11

The Delegate of Portugal wanted the problem referred directly
to Committee 8 , so that the latter could reach a practical decision
applicable to 'the aeronautical services and taking account of the other
services. He asked the Delegate of France to reconsider his position in
that lightc

1.12

The Delegate of France perfectly understood the'Portuguese
Delegate's point of view, but.pointed out that Group 3C was composed of
representatives of the aeronautical services, who were fully conversant
with aeronautical problems,. Thus the Group was in the best position to
indicate the requirements of the aeronautical service. He did not think
that Committee 8 could take up the whole problem! it should restrict itself
to examining any incompatibilities between the texts of the various
services. The corrigendum should be adequate and there was no need to add
anything to the recommendation.

1.13

The Delegate of Portugal pressed his amendment, as he
considered that the recommendations made in the report by Working Group 6C
were not "expert, recommendations". They were general recommendations and
could be of no assistance to the aeronautical services unless they were
changed into practical decisions. In his opinion, only Committee 8 , which
was familiar with the wishes of all the services, could coordinate the
whole and achieve essentially practical results.
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1.14

The Chairman pointed out that, whatever the text adopted,
the document would be referred to Committee 8 . To settle the question, he
asked whether any delegation wishedto ascend the Portuguese amendment.

1.15

The Delegate of India seconded the Portuguese amendment, and
added that only the first part of the report by Working Group 6C was of
any definite interest.

1.16

The Chairman summed up the position as followss
There was the French proposal to alter the second part of the
document, transforming it into a recommendation.
It must also be decided what was to be done with the resolution
or recommendation and whether it was to be regarded as a draft decision of
the Conference.
He suggested that a vote should, first be taken on the last
amendment - that proposed by Mri Beholiel and seconded by the Delegate of
India - and that the Cofbmiitee should then take the amendments in order and
adopt the final tefct*

Be

1.17

The Delegate of Canada contested the arguments of the Delegate
of India. The second part of the document was an attempt on the part of a
number of countries to obtain a resolution by the Conference recognising
that the difficulties in aeronautical communications were such as to warrant
special treatment. If the fundamental principle of the document was
approved by the Conference - if it was admitted that the aeronautical service
should be favoured as regards the early date of implementation of its
plans - Committee 8 could draft its findings accordingly.

1.18

The Chairman called for a discussion on the Portuguese amendment.

1.19

The Delegate of the United Kingdom agreed with the Delegate
of Canada who had very clearly expressed the general opinion of Working
Group 6C. He drew the Committee's attention to point 3 of its terms of
reference, which had been referred to Working Group 6C„ That point called
for a document setting forth the special considerations pertaining to the
aeronautical mobile service and not to the other radio services. The
document submitted fell into two parts: tho first was essentially the
province of Committee 8 , which should take account of it in its work of
coordination,. The second part took account of all the characteristics of the
aeronautical mobile service and recommended that a resolution be adopted
authorising the aeronautical services to transfer to their bands in
accordance with the procedure outlined in paragraphs a) and b) of the resolu
tion. A recommendation was clearly inadequate; at most the resolution might
be transformed into a draft resolution, which would give the Plenary Assembly
a chance to change it to a resolution or reduce it to a recommendation, or
simply to reject it*
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1.20

The Representative of ICAO asked for the most forceful terms
to be used in the resolution or recommendation, for the allocation of
frequencies specifically for the aeronautical mobile R service was
becoming a matter of urgency,

1.21

The Delegate of India wished to explain his position. He
had not meant that the object of the document was to allow the aeronautical
services to interfere with the other services, but meraLy that it made no
special recommendation to Committee 8 that was peculiar to the aeronautical
service.

1.22

The Representative of IATA expressed some apprehension with regard
to the Indian Delegate's remarks that no special considerations, that were
not equally applicable to the other services, were necessary for the
aeronautical services concerning protection during the period of implementation.
The aeronautical service was a safety service - a definition that was not
equally applicable to all the other services for which time was not so
important a factor in radiocommunication. If an aircraft communication was
delayed by as little as half an hour, there might be serious consequences
for the safety of the aircraft and its passengers, while the same delay would
have insignificant consequences for a ship which travelled comparatively
slowly. He suggested that the Delegates of Portugal and India should review
their proposal in the light of that special need,

1.23

The Delegate of France proposed a compromise: nothing would be
added to the text of Document 175, but the report of the meeting would make
it quite clear that Committee 6 requested Committee 8 to take note of the
opinions expressed in Document 175 when studying the general programme of
implementation. The Chairman of Committee 6 could also make the Committee's
decision clear in his covering letter to Committee 8 .

1*24

The Delegate of the United Kingdom had wished to reply to the
remarks made
the Delegate of India, but the Representative of IATA had
already done so. He would merely say that he was extremely perturbed that
a member of the Conference should say that it was not more important to
protect the aeronautical services against harmful interference than any other
service,

1*25

The Delegate of Portugal, while agreeing with the substance of
Document 175* pointed out once more that the document would have no practical
results in its present form0
He withdrew his proposal in order not to waste the Committee's
time, and asked for the following statement to be included in the report:
"Mr, Chairman,
Would you kindly arrange to have the following statement
included in the minutes:
The Portuguese Delegation agrees with the principle outlined in
the draft resolution in Document 175 > i.e. that everything should be done
to facilitate the rational use by the aeronautical services, as soon as
possible, of the bands allocated to them.

Be
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The Portuguese Delegation will nevertheless abstain from
voting on Document 175 because it considers that the Resolution, since it
has been prepared by Committee 6 - which deals solely with the mobile
service - and ignores the requirements of other services, will have no
practical value, as Administrations will find they are unable to follow it
up because of the problems which will arise for other services no less
important than the aeronautical service,,
The Portuguese Delegation is of the opinion that before the
question is submitted to the Plenary Assembly it should be discussed in
Committee 8 , so that some practical decision may be arrived at taking into
account all aspects of the problem of implementing the Atlantic City
Frequency Allocation Table. Such a method, which would be more in harmony
with the organisation of our Conference, would mean that sound decisions could
be taken which would certainly be of more use to the aeronautical service
from the point of view of practical results."
1.26

The Chairman thanked Mr. Benoliel for the spirit of cooperation
he had shown, and asked the Delegate of India, who had supported the
Portuguese proposal, whether he would agree to withdraw his support*

1.27

Although he shared the anxiety shown by the Delegate of Portugal
regarding protection for the Aeronautical Services, the Delegate of. India
would take the same attitude and withdraw his support,

1.28

Mr. Brant, Chairman of Group 6C, supported the compromise
suggestion offered by France, for the following reasons:
Committee 6 was dealing with the Mobile services and so far no
objection had been raised by a mariner. The objections seemed to come
entirely from representatives of. the Fixed services. The Plenary Assembly
alone was qualified to receive all the views and coordinate them.
Committee 6 made its recommendations, and Committee 8 would be
invited, according to the proposal by the Delegate of France, to take into
account all that had been said at the meeting* Addressing the Delegate
of India, he pointed out that the particular recommendation regarding
protection of the Cairo frequencies during the implementation period had been
drafted in order to remove the doubt shared by many delegations regarding
the relative position of the Cairo Tables and the Atlantic City plans during
the first phase of the implementation period.

1«29

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement:
"In connection'with the consideration by Committee 6 of
Document 175 > the Delegation of the USSR deems it nacessary to state the
following:

Be
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The approval and implementation of a frequency assignment plan
for anyone of the services, in this case for the Aeronautical Mobile service,
would be a gross infringement of the decisions of the Atlantic City
Conference and the Radio Regulations (Article 47), which lay down that only
a complete International Frequency List covering all radio services and all
regions of the world may be approved and simultaneously brought into force.
So far no such frequency list has been prepared and there is
therefore no guarantee at all that the requirements of other services, such
as the Fixed service and High Frequency Broadcasting, will be
adequately met.
In view of this, separate. isolated approval and Implementation
of plans for the Aeronautical Mobile service is contrary to the decisions
of the Atlantic City Conference and the Radio Regulations (Article 47) and
is therefore illegal.
As the Delegation of the USSR has already pointed out, the draft
plans for the Aeronautical Mobile service are based on defective and unfair
principles, disregard the requirements of many Members of the Union,and
are therefore wholly unacceptable.
In view of the above, the Delegation of the USSR declares that
the proposals and draft decisions contained in Document 175 ( and in
annexes thereto) are illegal and wholly unacceptable and considers that
they should be rejected*
We shall vote against adoption of this Document.”
1*30

The Chairman asked delegations which wished to support the views
expressed by the USSR to be good enough not to speak until the Committee
had reached a decision on the final form of the document to be voted upon.
He asked the Delegate of France, who had made two proposals, to
give the final form of his amendment*

Be

1*31

The Delegate of France outlined his views and said he wished to
retain his first amendment, transforming the resolution into a recommendation.
The second amendment, which had been suggested as a compromise between the
Portuguese proposal and the other opinions expressed, was to include a
sentence on the following lines in the report of the meetings "Committee 6
requests Committee 8 to take note of the opinions expressed in Document 175
when studying the general programme of implementation." That was to
ensure that when studying the matter Committee 8 would take into account the
opinions which had very rightly been expressed by the Aeronautical Group.
The two proposals were in no way incompatible! on the contrary, they went
well together.,

1.32

The Chairman said that the latter part of Document 175 included
a draft resolution which the French Delegation suggested should be changed
into a recommendation, with the appropriate amendments of form* He asked
the Committee to reach a decision on that amendment.
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lo33

The Delegate of Poland said that the fundamental views of the Polish
Delegation on Document 175 and all the suggestedamendments were exactly the
some as those of the Soviet Union, and reserved the right to speak again when
a decision had been reached on the proposed amendmentsc

1*34

The Delegate of the U«S«.SPR» said that the Soviet Delegation would
not take part in the vote on the amendments®

1035

Vote : The French amendment was rejected by 22 votes to 14* with 4
abstentions® Nine delegations did not take part in the vote®

1 036

The Chairman said that Document 175 would be discussed in its
original form®

l'«37

The Delegate of the Hungarian P»Ro wished to state that he had
refrained from taking part in the vote not because he disagreed with the
French amendment but because he disagreed with the substance of the document
itself®

lo38

The Delegate of Poland made the following statement:
"Mr® Chairman*
The Ordinary Administrative Conference of the International
Telecommunication Union convened at Atlantic City in 1947 based its recommenda
tions for the preparation of the New International Frequency List on the
fundamental and correct principle that:
(a) the List inqiostion must satisfy the requirements of all countries
Members of the International Telecommunication Union5
(b) the New International Frequency List must be prepared in such a way
as to give no one preferential treatment* at the same time excluding
the possibility of mutual harmful interference 5
>
(c) in the preparation of such a frequency List, the countries which have
adopted the Telecommunication Convention established at Atlantic
City are thereby bound to follow the principle of fair allocation
of frequencies, taking into consideration the distribution of
frequencies among the countries as it has evolved through history and
as it is shown in the Berne Lists®
The Delegation of the Republic of Poland considers that such a New
Frequency List, founded on fair principles, is most necessary to aLl countries
which operate their telecommunicationse
Now lot us see what the draft New International Frequency List has
turned out to be, particularly the part dealing with frequency assignments
intended to meet the needs of the Aeronautical Mobile R and OR Services®
To begin with, Working Group 6A, following the discriminative ten
dencies shown at the First and Second Sessions of the Aeronautical Conference
in 1948 and 1949^ has not allocated, but has reallocated frequencies, at the
expense of many countries, among them the Republic of Poland, to the benefit
of the so-called Major World Air Routes, i©e®, mainly to the benefit of the
UoScA., the United Kingdom and France®
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As such an approach to the problem constitutes the grossest
violation of the principles laid at the base of the Convention and Radio
Regulations, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland at the opportune time
declared its opposition to the adoption of Document 112 (EaA*R*C*) containing
the recommendations of Working Group 6A on the assignment of frequencies for
the Aeronautical Mobile R and OR Services a
I speak of this because Document 112 bears a close relationship
to Document 175 now under consideration, in which it is proposed that we,
the Members of the International Telecommunication Union, do no less than
infringe once more the basic provisions of Article 47 of the Radio Regula
tions concerning the implementation of the Now International Frequency List«
It is clearly statod in the Radio Regulations that implementation
of the Atlantic City Table is subject to the approval by an Ordinary
Administrative Conference of a complete International Frequency List*
Document 175, however, in essence proposes a partial change-over to the
Atlantic City Table for such important services as the Aeronautical Mobile
R and OR Services, whose main purpose is to create the conditions of safety
of flights required for aviation, on the basis of the results of the work
of the Aeronautical Conferences and of the recommendations contained in
Document 112* We have no doubt that U*Sa aircraft flying along the Major
World Air Routes will be adequately provided with the required protection
from interference, since the First and Second Sessions of the Aeronautical
Conferences referred to worked in that sense 5 but what will be the position
of other countries? Who will protect them from the chaos which will reign
in the other if the recommendations contained in Document 175 are adopted?
Certainly not the authors of the document* It is perfectly clear to us
that, like the authors of Document 112, they have no wish to take into account
the possibility of providing, on a basis of fairness and equality, for needs
of the radio communications of all countries Members of the Telecommunication
Union, and therefore they do not mention anywhere that thoir recommendations
may bo discussed only after the New International Frequency List has been
preparodo
In view of the above, and also in view of the fact that the real
- requirements for safety in aviation cannot be satisfied by means of the
discriminative policies elaborated by Working Group 6C, the Delegation of
the Republic of Poland considers that Document 175 should be rejected*,!
1*39

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S eS aR a made the following statements
nIn connection with the discussion of Document 175, the Delegation
of the Ukrainian S,S *R* considers it necessary to state the following: the
decisions contained in Document 175 on tho implementation of the plans for the
Aeronautical Mobile Services are illegal, as they are contrary to Article 47
of the Radio Regulations, according to which the change-ovor to the Atlantic
City Table can be made only after a complete International Frequency List for
all the services and all bands has been prepared and approved©

Bn

- .1 0

-

(Doc* 226 - E)

Separate plans cannot be implemented in the absence of a complete
International Frequency List and before theneeds of the other services, such
as the fixed services and high-frequency broadcasting, have been duly provided
for. The R and OR plans for the Aeronautical Mobile Services are not acceptable
to the Ukrainian S.S.R., we object to their adoption, and we object to their
implementation« In view of the above, the Delegation of the.Ukrainian S *S .R.
objects to Document 175 and the illegal decisions contained in it.11
The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:

1*40

"Mr. Chairman,
I shall be as brief as possible to comply with the request you
made at the beginning of this meeting. Nevertheless, I would ask you to
have our statement included in.full in the report of the Committee.
As you see from the first page of the document, Czechoslovakia re
served its position when the document itself was beir g prepared*
As for the Special Considerations pertaining to the Aeronautical
Services appearing on pages 2 and 3 of the document, you are well aware that
our Delegation and a number of others have demonstrated that the R and OR plans
are entirely unacceptable to their countries. We have already drawn the
Committee’s attention to the overtlv discriminative and uniust nature of those
plans, and our objections have never been contested. Our Delegation has not
accepted that plan and does not consider itself bound by any of its decisions?
consequently, we do not accept the special considerations contained in
Document 175.
As for the Resolution on pages 3 and A of Document 175, the honourable
Delegates of Portugal and India, amongst others, have expressed doubts as to
the possibility of implementing isolated plans without having a more or less
complete picture of the radio spectrum as a whole. We note that an attempt
to implement the plans in that way is entirely illegal and is in direct con
flict with Article 47 of the Radio Regulations©
The high-sounding passages concerning the safety and regularity of
aeronautical services, to be found in paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, only
serve to cover up the notorious fact that the plan satisfies only a very
limited number of countries. The other countries have made it quite clear that
they are not satisfied and have drawn our attention to the fact that operation
al safety should be guaranteed in all countries and not only in a few privi
leged countries.
Paragraph 5 of the Resolution, as Mr® Sundaran, the Honourable
Delegate for India, has pointed out, gives an entirely distorted picture of
the actual position with respect to the acceptance of the I.A.A.R.C. plans by
the delegations here present® Actually, the I 0A.A0R.C. plan does not at all
satisfy our country and other countires; we reject it and we therefore reject
the Resolution in Document 175. If a vote is taken, our Delegation will vote
against the Document.'’

Bn

~ 11 -

(Doc * 226 - E)

The Delegate of the Bielorussian S cS CR Q made the following

1«41
statement:

"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S«S 0R* has already stated in
Committee 6 on an earlier occasion that the R and OR Plans for the aero
nautical services were unacceptable to the Bielorussian S 0S oR c
Document 175 on the implementation of the plans for the aero
nautical service is also unacceptable to the Delegation of the Bielorussian
S *S oR 0
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S PS 0R® considers that Document
175, in which it is proposed to implement the Atlantic City Table for the
aeronautical service in the absence of a complete International Frequency
List, contradicts Article 47 of the Radio Regulations and is therefore
illegala
In view of the above the Delegation of the Bielorussian S „S0R 0
objects to approval of Document 175 and will vote against its adoption„u
1*42

The Delegate of the Roumanian P 0R 0 made the following statement:
"In Document 175, the Working Group has submitted us erroneous and
wrong considerations, on the basis of which it .recommends us to approve un
acceptable decisionso
The considerations are wrong since, contrary to the affirmations
in paragraph 5 on page 4 of Document 175 to the effect that the I.A«A.R»C0
plan is satisfactory as a whole, our Delegation thinks that that plan is
discriminative and wrong and hence totally unacceptable, as we have already
demonstrated on several occasions®
Document 175 also suggests that the isolated part of the Atlantic
City Table concerning the aeronautical mobile service should be implemented,
which is in direct contradiction to the decisions in the Convention and Radio
Regulations®
I should like to emphasize once again that, while our attention is
drawn to the necessity of avoiding interference to the aeronautical mobile
service, it appears to have been forgotten that, even from a technical stand
point, a complete list of the frequencies of the"other services is indispens
able ifthe necessary protection is to bo guaranteed®
In view-of what I have said, our DelegationrejectsDocument
and will vote against it if a vote is taken0n

1«43

The Delegate of the P „R» of Bulgaria and the P<>R 0 of
the following statements

175

Albania made

HMre Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the P*R« of Albania and the P»R0
of Bulgaria, I wish to state that we regard the decision in Document 175
concerning the implementation of the aeronautical mobile service plan as an
attempt to violate the Atlantic City Convention and the Radio Regulations
annexed thereto 0

-
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Our Administrations voted against the R and OR plans which are both
contrary to the Radio Regulations©
The R and OR plans have been drafted in the interest of a fow
countries (first and foremost the United States of America* the United
Kingdom and France) in disregard for the interests of the other countries
Members of the I*T*U*
We consider that the R and OR plans arc illegal in the absence of
a complete frequency list approved by an ordinary administrative radio con
ference*
The attempt to implement those plans is also illegal in that it
conflicts with the Atlantic City Convention and the Radio Regulations*
The Delegations of the P«Ra of Albania and the P*R0 of Bulgaria
'propose that Document 175 submitted by Committee 6 be rejected* If this
proposal is not accepted* we shall vote against Document 175 in the event cf
a vote*”
The Delegate of the Hungarian P*R* made the following statement:

1.44

’’Mr* Chairman,

,

Would you kindly arrange to have the following statement included
in the minutes of the meeting:
The draft in Document 175 is unacceptable because it advocates the
implementation of a separate Plan before a complete international frequency
list has been prepared* which is not only unjust but also contrary to
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations* It is unjust because the drafts, pro
posals and rocommendations are designed solely to give a privileged position
to certain countries or certain commercial interests*
Consequently the Hungarian Delegation protests against the approval
of Document 175 and, in the event of a vote, will vote against it©”
1.45

The Chairman asked all delegates who had made statements to submit
them in writing to the rapporteur within the prescribed time if they wished
them to appear in the body of the report©

1.46

The Delegate of the United States said that the United States had
supported Document 175 in Working Group 6C and was maintaining that support
in Committee 6* He suggested that the document be adopted with the amend
ments given in the corrigendum, and reserved the right to speak after the
vote *

1*47

Chairman pointed out to the Delegate of the UaS ftA 0 that, apart
from the amendments in the corrigendum, two drafting amendments had been pro
posed by the French Delegation and approved by the Chairman of Working Group
6C* He assumed that the Delegate of tho UaS©A0 was supporting the document
as amended at the beginning of the meetings
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1*48

Mro Sinpson confirned that that was so0
The Delegate of the United Kingdom seconded the United States

1*49
proposal®

The Delegate of the Philippines nade the following statement;

1,50

”1 wish to add the none of my Delegation to those who seconded the
notion for the adoption of Document 175 -> as' amended 0
We fully believe in the necessity of assuring rational and orderly '>
implementation of the Aeronautical Plan at the earliest possible date® We
believe that it is for the interest of Administrations themselves to take
all possible measures to prevent harmful interference to the aviation service•
during the implementation period; in recognition of the fact that the safety ,
of"life in aircrafts depends to a large extent on the reliability and speed
of communication service with those aircrafts <sn
1*51

The Delegate of France wished to state that although the French
amendment had been rejected; France would vote in favour of the document since
it was in agreement with the views expressed therein® It reserved the rightp
however^ to revert to the question when it was brought up before a higher
body*

1*52

The Dole gate of Uruguay asked for two amendments to be made to the
Spanish text of Document 175 s
Paragraph 2*1 i To be drafted more accurately®
Paragraph 2*6 s A word was missi.ng after ’’Aeronautical Plan”*

1*53

The Chairman asked the Delegate of Uruguay to inform the Secretary
after the meeting of the amendments to be made to bring
theSpanish text into
line with the other texts»
He asked Committee 6 to reach a decision on Document 175 amended®
The Delegate of India made the following statement;

1*54

»The Delegation of India agrees with the special considerations
regarding the Aeronautical Service but in view of the position it has taken
already regarding the overall question of implementation of the entire plan
for the complete HcF® spectrum^ it WDuld abstain in the voting®
A. similar position would be taken by Burma®-’
The Delegate of the Bielorusslan S « S ® asked for a roll-call vote*

1*55

1*56

Vote: Document 175 * with the corrigendum and the two amendments
approved at the beginning of the mooting, was approved by 39 votes to 9 with
5 abstentions®
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For; Argentine Republic; Australia (Commonwealth of); Austria;
Belgium; Brazil; Canada; China; Colonies, Protectorates, Oversea
Territories and Territories under mandate or trusteeship of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Cuba; Denmark;
Spain; United States of America; Ethiopia; France; Greece; Indonesia
(Republic of); Ireland; Iceland; Israel (State of); Italy; Japan;
Luxembourg; Norway; New Zealand; Pakistan; Paraguay; Netherlands,
Surinam* Netherlands Antilles, New Guinea;. Peru; Philippines
(Republic of the); French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia;
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; Sweden;
Swiss Confederation; Territories of the United States of America;
Oversea Territories of the French Republic and Territories
administered as such; Turkey; Union of South Africa and Territory
of South West Africa; Uruguay (Oriental Republic of); Spanish
Zone of Morocco and the totality of Spanish possessions.
Against: .Albania (People’s Republic of); Bielorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic; Bulgaria (People’s Republic of); Hungarian
People's Republic; Poland (Republic of); Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic; Roumanian People’s Republic; Czechoslovakia;
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics*
Abstentions: Burma; Portuguese Oversea Territories;
Portugal; Viet-Nam (State of).

India;

1.57
The Delegate of the United States of Anerica made the following
statement:
’’Now that Working Groups 6A and 6C have completed their agenda
and the Maritime Coastal Telephone Plan of 6B has been approved, this
Delegation takes great satisfaction in observing that Committee 6 has set an
example for the entire Conference by completing those phases of its terns of
reference in good time, and with the approval of such a largo majority of
the Delegations here present.
We are hopeful that the service plans thus approved and the
recommendations thereon concerning the special problems of implementation as
formulated by the respective planning groups will be helpful in developing
overall methods and procedures which will enable each and all Administrations
to implement those plans in the shortest practicable time*
The United States of America has consistently urged the widest
possible acceptance of the documents so far adopted with the firm conviction
that they represent the best plans obtainable under the circumstances. The
U.S.A. intends to implement each of those plans as quickly as circumstances
will permit consistent with the obligations it has to its overall tele
communications services”.
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1,56

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R, made the following statement i

’’The Delegation of the U.S.S.R, declares that the decision of
Committee 6 to approve the proposal contained in Document 175 and annexes
thereto concerning the implementation of the plans for the aeronautical
mobile service is contrary to the Hadio Regulations (Article 47) and is
therefore illegal*
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. therefore voted against adoption of
the decisions contained in that document.
As these decisions arc illegal, the U.S.S^R* does not oonsider
itself bound by them and will not take them into consideration in any way.”
1.59

The Delegate of tho Ukrainian S.S.R. made the following statementt

’’The Delegation of the Ukrainian S,S*R, has voted against adoption
of the decisions proposed in Document 175, as these decisions are contrary
to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations*
As those decisions are illegal, the Ukrainian S.S.R. will not take
them into consideration,”
1.60

The Delegate of the Bielorussian S.S.R. mode the following statement:

’’The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* has voted against
Document 175 and does not consider itself bound by the illegal decision
adopted by Committee 6 with regard to that document. ”
1.61

Tho Dolegate of the
the following statement:

P.R, of Albania and the P.R*ofBulgaria made

”Mr, Chairman, on behalf of the Delegations of the P.R, of Albania
and the P.R, of Bulgaria, X wish to state that our countries consider that
the decision reached in Committee 6 regarding Document 175 is illegal.
Our Administrations will not consider themselves bound by such an
illegal decision, which is directly contrary to the Convention and the
Radio Regulations,
In tho oporation of their aeronautical services,our Administrations
will disregard the illegal decision mentioned above,”
1.3&

The Dolegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:

”Mr. Chairman, for the reasons already expressed by our Delegation
during tho discussion of Document 175, our.Delegation agrees entirely with
every point made by the Delegation of the U.S,S.R, in its statement following
this Committee’s illegal decision,”
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1.63

The Delegate of the Roumanian PaR a made the following statement:

"Our Delegation considers that the decision reached in Committee 6
is unjust and.illegal, for reasons which our Delegation and others have just
given.
We wish to state that our Administration does not consider itself
bound by this illegal decision and will take all necessary steps to ensure
the efficient operation of our aeronautical mobile services."
1*64.

The Delegate of Poland made the following statement:

"The Delegation of the Republic of Poland, in voting against the
adoption of Document 175 as being contrary to Article 47 of the Radio
Regulations, reserves the right of the Administration which it represents
to consider itself in no way bound by the decisions and recommendations set
out in Document 175."
1.65

Tho Delegate

of the Hungarian P.R. made the following statement:

"Mr. Chairman, I would ask you to have it stated in the Minutes that
the Hungarian Delegation considers that the decision reached by Committee 6
is illegal and does not regard itself as bound by that decision."
1.66
The Chairman declared that the debate on questions affecting the
aeronautical mobile services was closed, and thanked the delegates, the
interpreters and the members of tho Secretariat for all they had done towards
the achievement of tho result.
Referring to the statements made by some of the Delegations, he said
that it seemed to him inopportune to make reservations regarding the
"decisions" reached by the Committee.
Committees did not take decisions:
they merely prepared the decisions of the Conference for the Plenary Assembly.
He then gave the floor to Mr. Mohammed Husain*
1.67

Mr. Mohammed Husain made the following statement:

"Mr. Chairman, You have permitted me to take the floor and I would
like to make the following.statement*in connection with the message of
condolence on the occasion of our National calamity that you have been good
enough to transmit to me on behalf of Committee 6,
Your Committee, Mr. Chairman, passed this condolence resolution on
tho 17th October in the morning*
I regret that it was not possible for our
Delegation to be present at that time, as we Pakistanis, in Geneva, which
included Pakistan representatives on the Libyan Commission, the Korean
Commission, GATT and ourselves, were at that moment engaged in a prayer
meeting held in memory of our beloved leader.
If I had been present I
would not have lost the opportunity to immediately express our gratitude
for the kind expressions of sympathy.
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Mr. Chairman,: we have been deeply moved by the condolence messages
that we received on behalf of individuals, Heads of Delegations and many
international members in this Conference on tho sad loss suffered by our
country.
I thanked many of them personally but as I have been unable to
thank all of thorn in writing, I would request you
to be good enough to
convey in any manner you consider appropriate our
gratitude to all of them.
Mr. Chairman, we are deeply touched by
the
kind references madeby
the Delegation of India on that occasion and I thank you for having forwarded
to me a copy of the statement made by the Indian Delegation* While thanking
the Delegation of India for their words of sympathy, we feel happy to learn
about the policy of India being based on "non-violence", particularly as we
have long contacts of history binding bur people with the peoples of India
and also we are the nearest neighbours of India.
Mr. Chairman, we think
that "non-violence " can bo a great .force for increasing healthy world
collaboration.
Needless to mention, we will follow with great interest
the fruition of this policy in the home country of its author.
That is all I have to soy, Mr. Chairman."
1.68
The Chairman renewed the message of sympathy from the Committee to
the Delegation of Pakistan. He would hand lie text of the statement by
Mr. Mohammed Husain to the Chairman of the Conference, so that he could
communicate its contents to the Delegates who were not members of
Committee 6.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.
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The Chairman opened the meeting at 9.30 a.m. and introduced the
Agenda (Document 2l6j.
1.

APPROVAL OF THE REPORT CF THE 4th MEETING (Document 1A2).
1.1

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. referred to point 3.A of Document 142
relating to the amendment made to paragraph 4«a of D.T.60. He said that the
question of the credentials of China had been discussed at the first meeting
of the Committee.
At that time the Committee had taken a decision, which the Delegation
of the -U.S.S.R. had considered and still considered irregular.
It was clear from point 3.4 (Document 142) that the Committee had
amended this decision without re-examining the substance of the question.
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R., though it did not wish to dwell at the present
time on the substance of the decision taken by* the Committee and given in
Document D.T.60, said that the decision could be changed only as a result of
a re-examination of the substance of tho problem.
If the Committee decided to review the substance of the question, the
Delegation of the U.S.S.R. could see no objection; but if there was no
re-examination only the Committee's original decision as presented in Document
D.T.60 could bo mentioned in the report to tho Plenary Assembly.

1.2

The Chairman thought it would be unwise to re-open the discussion of
the substance of the question, which had been debated at length at the first
mooting.
Ho pointed out that the wording of paragraph 4.a of D.T.60
reproduced the conclusions reached during the first discussion, when, as the
result of a vote, it had been decided that the U.S.S.R. proposal did not fall
within tho scope of the Committee.
However, since the Committee had, at its
previous meeting, amended the text of paragraph 4.a of D.T.60, it would be as
well to ascertain whether or not the Committee wished to retain the original
wording of the paragraph in question.

1.3

The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. observed that the question of the
representation of China had been discussed at length at the first meeting.
The amendment proposed to point 3.4 of tho report of the 4th meeting did not
touch upon the substance of the matter.
The Committee had reached a decision
thereon at its first meeting.
It was essential that the report to the •
Plenary Assembly should be realistic.
The amendment made at the previous
meeting was inadmissible.

1.4

The Delegate of the Territories of the United States of America
thought that it went without saying that the report to the Plenary Assembly
should give a true account of the decisions reached by the Committee. If
the amendment made at the pr.evious meeting did not meet this test, it could
be changed in order that the report might give, an accurate picture of what
had actually occurred. His Delegation would accept the original wording of
paragraph 4»o of D.T.60.
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1*5

The Delegato of the U.S.S.R. reiterated that he was speaking only of
the need to give on accurate account in the Committee1s report of the
decision taken by the Committee when the question of China’s representation
was being studied.
The U.S.S.R. Delegation had nothing to say now on the
substance of that decision.
He recalled that the U.S.S.R, Delegation had not agreed with the
Committee1s decision, since the Committee was entirely competent to adopt
the Soviet Delegation's proposal regarding the refusal to accept the
credentials of the representative of the Kuomintang, who was not in fact
tho representative of China,
Hie Committee's report to the Plenary Assembly should only give
exact account of the debates and the decision taken by the Committee,

1,6

an

The Chairman summed up the discussion that had just token plaoe and
said that the Committee fully agreed that the report to the Plenary Assembly
should set out the decisions regarding the credentials of the Chinese
Delegation in the form in which those decisions had been taken when the
Committee hod examined the fundamental problem at its first meeting.
Consequently there seemed to be no objection to maintaining the
original wording of paragraph A.a of D,T,60,

1*7

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. reiterated that the Committee could only
alter its original decision if it re-examined the fundamental question. The
Committee's report should be restricted to an accurate account of the
decisions taken, without amending them.

1*6

The Committee agreed that the report to the Plenary Assembly should
include paragraph 4*a of Document D.T.60 in its original wording.

1.3

Referring to paragraph 2.2.3 of Document 142# Mr. Stead (Secretariat)
said that the name of the Delegate of Finland should read Mr. HEINO and not
Mr, HEIN.

1,10

2.

The Committee approved the report of the 4th meeting (Document 142)
subject to the amendments arising out of the discussion of paragraph 3,4.
EXAMINATION OF CREDENTIALS IN SUSPENSE

2,1

Credentials in suspense;
Mr. Stead (Secretariat) said that the question of the credentials of
the four following countries had been left in abeyances Iran, Panama,
Lebanon and Yemen.
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2.1.1

Iran

VKS'X.MfJ/XaOZS*

The Secretariat had received a letter dated 6 October 1951 from the
PTT Administration of Iran confirming the credentials of this country's
Delegation, which had already been transmitted by telegram.
The Committee considered the credentials of Iran to be in order.
2.1.2

Panama

The credentials of the Delegation of Panama had been confirmed by a
letter dated' 25 August 1951, from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Panama,
Consequently, the question of the credentials of Panama was
satisfactorily settled.
2,1,3

Lebanon

Tho Secretariat had received a letter from Beyrouth confirming the
communication dated 26 September 1951* in which the Administration of
Lebanon empowered the Delegation of Saudi Arabia to defend its interests
and to act on its behalf.
As the case of Lebanon was similar to those of Burma, Ireland and
Luxembourg, the Committee recognized this proxy as valid*
2,1*4'

Yemen

The Secretariat had not yet received written confirmation of the
credentials of the Delegation of Yemen, which had been sent by telegram.
The Committee noted this fact, and would leave it to the Plenary
Assembly to settle the case of this Delegation.

2,2
Mr, Stead said that the Delegation of Bolivia had left Geneva and had
authorized tho Delegation of the Argentine Republic to act as proxy on its
behalf.
The Committee took note of this.
2.3

New Delegations

Mr. Stead announced that in reply to the invitation by the General
Secretariat, the Republic of Korea had declined to participate in the EARG.
However, this country had just informed the Secretariat by a telegram
dated 11 October, that it would be represented as an Observer by the Minister
of Korea in France and that the written credentials would bo sent by air mail.

Ge

- 5 (Doc# 227-E rev#)

The Chairman proposed that the Committee should take note of this
telegram and said that the question of the participation of Korea in the
Conference would he submitted by the Secretariat to the Plenary Assembly,
Tho Delegate of the U.S.S,R. reserved the right to express his views
on the question in duo course•
2.3.2

O.I.R.M.

Mr. Stead informed the Committee that the International Radiomaritime
Committee, which had been notified by the General Secretariat of the
convening of the Conference1
, had first of all replied that it could not
attend.
It had now requested admission as an Observer# This request would
be submitted to the Plenary Assembly.
The Committee took note of the request and of the fact that an
Observer from tho CIRM had already arrived at the Conference.
3.

DRAFT REPORT TO THE PLENARY ASSEMBLY (D.T.60).
3*1

The Chairman said that during the discussion of Item 1 of the Agenda,
it had been decided to retain the original wording of paragraph A.a of the
Draft Report (D.T,6o).
He would himself amend the report to include the decisions taken at
that meeting and would transmit it to the Plenary Assembly.

3.2
4*

The Committee agreed,
OTHER BUSINESS
The Chairman said that since the Committee had now completed its work,
he would like to thank all the delegates and, in particular, Mr# LalungBonnaire and Mr. Burtz, the Rapporteurs, Mr. Stead of the Secretariat and
the interpreters for their efficient and wholehearted cooperation.

The meeting rose at 10.15 a.m.

The Rapporteur:
L. Burtz
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Chairman opened the meeting at 9.30 a„m<, and introduced the
Agenda (Document-216)0
1,

APPROVAL OF THE REPORT OF THE 4th MEETING (Document 142).
The Delegate of the U.S.SoR. referred to point 3.-4 of the report,
relating to the amendment made to paragraph 4a of the draft report to the
>
Plenary Assembly (D.T.60). He said that the question of the credentials of
the Delegation of China had been discussed at the first meeting of the
Committee, when a final decision had been taken.
It was clear from point
3.4 that the Committee had amended this decision without re-examining the
substance of the question.
This procedure was incorrect. The Delegate of
the U.S.S.R. would not object to a re-examination of the substance matter,
but he considered that it would be more appropriate to retain the text of
paragraph 4 .a of the draft report (D.T.60) in its original form*
1.2
The Chairman thought it would be unwise to re-open the discussion of
the substance of the question, which had been debated at length at the
first meeting.
He pointed out that the wording of paragraph 4.a of D.T.60
reproduced the conclusions reached during the first discussion, when, as
the result of a vote, it-had been decided that the U.S.S.R. proposal did not
fall within the scope of the Committee.
However, since the Committee had,
at its previous meeting, amended the text of paragraph 4.a of D.T.60, it
would be as well to ascertain whether or not the Committee wished to retain .
the original wording of the paragraph in question. ,
1.3
The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. observed that the question of the
representation of China had been discussed at length at the first meeting.
The amendment proposed to point 3.4 of the report of the 4th meeting did not ;
touch upon the substance of the matter. The Committee had reached a decision;
thereon at its first meeting. It was essential that the report to
the
Plenary Assembly should be realistic. The amendment made at the previous
meeting was inadmissible.
1.4
The Delegate of the Territories of the United States of America
thought that it went without saying that the report to the Plenary Assembly
should give a true account of the decisions reached by the Committee. If
the amendment made at. the previous meeting did not meet with approval, it
could be changed in order that the report might give an accurate picture of
what had actually occurred.
His Delegation would accept the original
* wording of paragraph 4*a of D.T.60.
1*5

The Delegate o^ the U.S.S.R. said
that he had referred merely
form and not to the substance of the question.
His Delegation could not
agree to the decision reached at the previous meeting, since the report
should accurately reflect.the discussions which had taken place when the
Committee examined this question.
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1.6

The Chairman summed up the discussion and said that the Committee
agreed that the report to the Plenary Assembly should give a true account
of the conclusions reached at the first meeting, concerning the validity of
the credentials of the Delegation of China*
There did not appear to be any
objections to the adoption of the original wording of the text of paragraph
4. a of D.T.60*

1.7
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made a short statement in which he
pointed out that it was a question of the accurate presentation of facts
rather than of drafting.
The Committee agreed to retain the original wording
of paragraph 4. a of the draft report to the Plenary Assembly (D,T.6o).
1*8

Mr. Stead (Secretariat) referred to point 2.2*3 ofDocument14.2 and
said that the name indicated under the word ‘'Finland11 should read '’Mr* Heine"
and not "Mr, Hein".

1*9

The Committee approved the report of the 4th meeting (Document 142)
subject to the amendments resulting from the above-mentioned discussion of
point 3 04.

2m

EXAMINATION. OF CREDENTIALS IN SUSPENSE.
2*1

Credentials In suspense:

Mr, Stead (Secretariat) said that the question of the credentials
of the four following countries had been left in abeyance: Iran, Panama,
Lebanon and Yemen*
2*1*1

Iran

The Secretariat had received a letter dated 6 October 1951 from the
PTT Administration of Iran confirming the credentials of this country*s ,
Delegation, which had already been transmitted by telegram.
The Committee considered the credentials of Iran to be in order.

The credentials of the Delegation of Panama had been confirmed by a
letter dated 25 August 1951 > from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Panama*
Consequently, the question of the credentials of Panama was
satisfactorily settled.
2*1*3

Lebanon

The Secretariat had received a letter from Beyrouth confirming the
communication dated 26 September 1951, in which the Administration of
Lebanon empowered the Delegation of Saudi Arabia to defend its interests
and to act on its behalf.
As the case of Lebanon was similar to those of Burma, Ireland and
Luxembourg, the Committee recognized this proxy as valid.
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2*1*4

Yemen

The Secretariat had not yet received -written confirmation of the
credentials of the Delegation of Yemen, which had been sent by telegram.
The Committee noted this fact, and would leave it to the Plenary
Assembly to settle the case of this Delegation.

Mr. Stead said that the Delegation of Bolivia had left Geneva and had
authorized the Delegation of the Argentine Republic to act as proxy on its
behalf.
The Committee took note of this.

Korea
Mr. Stead announced that in reply to the invitation by the General
Secretariat, the Republic of Korea had declined to participate in the EARC,
However, this country had just infomed the Secretariat by a telegram
dated 11 October, that it would be represented as an Observer by the Minister
of Korea in France and that the written credentials would be sent by air mail.
The Chairman proposed that the Committee should take note of this
telegram and said that the question of the participation of Korea in the
Conference would be submitted by the Secretariat to the Plenary Assembly.
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.- reserved the right to express his views
on the question in due course.
efcfcMCMHTw.

•

Mr* Stead informed the Committee that the International Radiomaritime
Committee, which had been invited to the Conference as Observer, had first
of all replied that it could not attend* It had now requested admission as
an Observer. This request would be submitted to the Plenary Assembly.
The Committee took note of the request and of the fact that an
Observer from the CIRM had already arrived at the Conference.
3.

DRAFT REPORT TO THE PIE NARY ASSEMBLY (D„T.6o).
3*1

The Chairman said that during the discussion of Item 1 of the Agenda,
it had been decided to retain the original wording of paragraph 4#a of the
Draft Report (D.T.60).
He would himself amend the report to include the decisions taken at
that meeting and would transmit it to the Plenary Assembly.

3.2

The Committee agreed.
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OTHER BUSINESS
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‘1
The Chairman said that since the Committee had now completed its work
he would like to thank all the delegates and, in particular, Mr. LalungBonnaire and Mr. Burtz, the Rapporteurs, Mr. Stead, of the Secretariat and
the interpreters for their efficient and wholehearted cooperation.

The meeting rose at 10.15 a.m.

The Rapporteur s

The Chairman :
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Dr. E. Metzler
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The Agenda of the meeting (D.T.92) was approved by the Working
Group.
1.

Item 1 of the Agenda?

Report by S.W.G. 5A1

(Document 167 and corrigendum).

Mr. Rowland, Chairman of S. W.G* 5A1, introduced the report, on which
a discussion had been started at the previous meeting.
He made the following*
statement:
,!Many of the members of this Group will be familiar with the work
of W.G. 5A1. There ar©, nevertheless, a small-number of points on Document
167 and its corrigendum on which it will be necessary for me to give some
explanation.
Corrigendum No. 1 to Document 16? contains a number of editorial
changes and a small number of changes of minor substance. Some further
editorial changes have been notified to me since the corrigendum was prepared,
but these latter should not call for any detailed consideration by this Group.
Corrigendum No. 1 itself contains a few typographical errors and these will
be rectified in a revised Annex 1 which I propose to prepare if this Group
adopts tho document.
Other points I wish to make are as follows:
No work was carried out on the band 285 - 315 kc/s, W.G. 5A having
decided that this band should be dealt with elsewhere.
The assignments and amendments contained in Document 167 have been
coordinated as necessary with W.G. 5A3*
The amendment to 315 kc/s on page 19 of Annex 1, if adopted, will
• call for an addition to be made to the List of Abbreviations Used to Denote
Countries of Region 1,.
This list is contained an pages 9, 10 and 11 of the
Region 1 document.* There is at present no abbreviation for Estonia in that
list.
On page 2 of Document 167 appears a reference to statements made by
certain countries-tas regards their requirements.
It has to be explained
that these statements were to the effect that their requirements were to be
found in the Berne List or with the I.T.U. Secretariat. As a result of them,
W.G, 5A1 contacted the Secretariat for the information which was found to be
contained in the 16th Edition of the Berne List, as amended by Supplement
No. 1.
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The frequency requirements for the U.S.S.R®, the Bielorussian S.S.R*, the
Ukrainian S.S.R., the Republic of Poland, the P.R. of Bulgaria, the P.R.
of Albania, Czechoslovakia, the Roumanian P.R. and the Hungarian P.R., os
derived from this source, were incorporated in D.T.37,'which now appears in
its amended form as Annex 1 to Document 167,
D.T. 37 also contained the
deletions necessary to. bring the Region 1 list into line with the require
ments of these countries.
As regards the particular amendments, I should explain that only
those entries in the Berne List which relate to aeronautical facilities were
considered by W.G. 5A1C.
No attempt was made to incorporate details of
facilities other than aeronautical, it being assumed that since such
facilities are operating under Article 88 of the Radio Regulations, and will,
presumably, continue to do so, there was no requirement to include them in
the List which W.G. 5A1 was establishing.
For the same reason, no
aeronautical facilities at present operating out-of-band were considered.
Annexes U to 8 to Document 167 contain copies of written statements
made by a number of Delegations.
I received no request to annex these
statements to my report § however, I considered it proper that this Group
should be aware of the points of view expressed by these Delegations.
Finally, a number of additional requirements for Czechoslovakia were
handed to me on Saturday last - some in-band and some out-of-band. According
to the information given, these frequencies are actually in usec
I have
given the in-bond frequencies a brief examination and find that, although
they do not conflict with any assignments made by W.G. 5A1, Some should
conflict - but apparently do not - with certain services at present opera/ting
on frequencies assigned in the Region 1 list. Theoretically speaking, others
conflict with assignments made by other adjacent Eastern European countries.”
1.1

The Delegate of Spain spoke as follows:
nMy statement refers to paragraph L, of Document 167 containing the
recommendation that the Consol beacons at Lugo and Seville should eventually
operate on 285 and 315 kc/s respectively..
These beacons have been operating
for many years on other working frequencies recognized by the ICAO and every
one is aware of the great service they render to shipping in the Atlantic.
Spain will try, in due course, to make the frequency changes mentioned, but
technical difficulties in this connection, and in particular, the preparation
of the new charts, will compel us to suspend the service for a considerable
time - possibly a year,
Therefore, until we can find a way of overcoming
these difficulties, we reserve the right to take up this question again. I
must point out that this reservation docs not in any way mean that we are
unwilling to carry out these recommendations but rather that we foresee that
it may nevertheless be impossible to do so within the given period of time
and with the necessary rapidity^”
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1*2

The Delegate
of France proposed that over and above
theamended plan
for the aeronautical
radiobeacons in Region 1 (bands 255 to
285kc/s and 315
to 4-05 kc/s) the technical provisions on which the assignments had been based
should also be included in the Final Acts of the EARC,
He referred, in particular, to the following paragraphs appearing on
pages 2 and 3 of the
Final Acts of the Administrative Radio
Conference for
Region 1 j Section I, Article 2, paragraphs 1, 2 and 3§ Section I, Article 3,
paragraphs 3, A, 5, 6, 7and 8.
He then made the following statement:
"In Booklet C (detailed comments on the plans for Region l) the
French Administration referred to the interference likely to be caused to the
Consol-type radiobeacon of Plonels-Quimper (257 kc/s) 'Egr the Finiish
broadcasting station of LAHTI (254* kc/s) transmitting with a power of 150 kW.
As no way had been found of eliminating this interference, the French
Delegation to the EARC wished to reserve the right for its Administration, in
accordance with the Radio Regulations, to take the necessary steps, at a
later date, to reduce to a minimum the interference caused to a radio
navigation aid used, in particular, by air crews flying the North Atlantic.

1*3

The Delegations of the U.S.S.R* and the Bielorussian S.S.R. were
unable to approve the report of SflW,G« 5A1 (Document 167; for the following
reasons s

1*
"Sub-Working Group 5A1 has not eliminated from Document 167 the
fundamental basic defects pointed out by the Delegation of the Soviet Union
in Document 85 and in its letter addressed to the Chairmen of Groups 5A and
5A1.
2.
In Document 167, Sub-Working Group 5A1 haspermitted
aninfringement
of Article 5, paragraphs 122, 126 and 136 of theRadioRegulations
relating
to the maritime, broadcasting and aeronautical services of the U.S.S.R., by
illegally excluding from consideration the frequencies of these services
notified in the Berne Lists, already published and those being prepared for
publication, in conformity with the frequency registration procedure in force*
3*
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R, states that the examination of any
plan whatsoever (including the plan submitted in Document 167) is inadmissible
before an overall International Frequency List has been prepared since Members
of the Union have no guarantee that frequencies will be provided for their
services which are out-of-band according to the Atlantic City Regulations.
The separate examination of any individual plan (for a separate
service or region) is contrary to Article 4*7 of the Regulations which provides
for the consideration and approval of a complete International Frequency List
only.
For the above reasons, the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. states that
Document 167 is unacceptable*n
Ge
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"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* has made a careful study
of Document 167, submitted by Working Group 5A1 and deems it necessary to
state that Document 167 which is being examined takes no account of the
comments by the Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R.contained in a letter
addressed to the Chairmen of Groups 5A and 5A1, as well as in statements
made at the meetings of Group 5A.
Document 167 contains the some fundamental defects as the draft plan
for Region 1 for that.band.
In view of this,(Document 167 is unacceptable to the Delegation of
the Bielorussian S.S.R.15
Mr. Rowland said that the observations made would be noted in a
revised annex to Document 167.
1.4

With reference to the statementmadeby the .Delegate
of Spain
concerning the Consol beacons at Lugo and.Seville, the Observer of I.C.A.O.
made the following remarks j He stated that he had noted with some alarm
that a frequency change of these two beacons would necessitate a suspension
of service for a considerable period.
The Consol beacons at Lugo and
Seville provide important coverage overvital areas and are,
at present,
essential for long distance air navigation. IoCoA.0. has made several
recommendations concerning the operation of Consol beacons, the essence of
which is that these aids be maintained in operation at least until aids
complying with Standards and Recommended Practices are in operation and, in
any case, at least until 1955.
It was hoped, therefore, that the Spanish
Administration would make every effort to avoid a suspension of service
during the time of frequency change-over, should such a change be necessary.

1.5

The Delegate of Portugal stated that he had ascertainedfrom the
Chairman of Group 5A1 that the assignment for Cadiz (the frequencyof
265 kc/s) should not, in accordance with the technical principles adopted,
cause interference to Alverca, operating on 262 kc/s.
Nevertheless, since
he had not yet received the necessary information from his Administration,
he reserved the right to raise the matter again if necessary.

1.6

The

Observer for I.A.T.A. made the following statement:

"In connection with the statement of the Delegate of Spain, IATA is
very concerned that it is considered necessary to remove the Consol stations
of Lugo and Seville from service for approximately one year in order to
effect the transfer from existing to the proposed new frequencies0 These
Consol stations provide an important long range radio navigation service not
available from other existing systems.
IATA therefore requests that in
making any necessary frequency changes,' every effort be made to ensure that
the service provided by these Consol stations is not interrupted for a
long period."
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1.7

The Delegate of the Republic of Poland had made a careful study of
Document 167 which contained the results of the work of Working Group 5A1,
and wished to make the following statements
n
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"The work of Group 5A1 was based on the draft frequency list for
Region 1 preparedby the Regional Conference,
We have repeatedly stated
that this draft is unacceptable to our Administration, since it does not
meet the real requirements of our communications*
Therefore, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland cannot accept
Document 167 and its corrigendum No# 1."
1.8

The Delegate of Belgium, having listened to the views expressed by
Mro Rowland, supported the French proposal to include the technical data
contained in the Final Acts of the Region 1 Conference (19A9) in the Final
Acts of the present Conference.
He proposed that Document 167 be adopted.

1.9

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:

"Document 167 and its corrigendum No. 1 which we are now studying
has
in no way altered the erroneous, discriminatory and unfair principles
- to which we have drawn the attention of the Group both at its meetings and
in statements made by the Delegation of Czechoslovakia.
Moreover, this document does not list all the frequencies notified
and utilized by our Administration.' The frequencies we have notified must
be taken into account, irrespective of the method employed in the preparation
of the new International Frequency List.
For the above reasons, the document is unacceptable to my country."
1.10

The Delegate of the Roumanian P.Re made the following statement:
"Our Delegation has repeatedly pointed out that the assignments made
in the Region 1 plan which are formed on the basis of the work of Working
Group 5A, are unfair and inequitable and cannot be accepted by us*
Examination of Document 167 and its corrigendum shows that the
Working Group has taken no account of our criticisms and has in no way
improved the basic structure of the original plan.
Consequently, we cannot accept Document 167 and its annex.
it be put to the vote we will vote against its adoption*

.1*11

Should

The Delegation of the Hungarian P.R. had already expressed its
opinion of tho Region 1 Plan and had refused to approve it. since it was
based on erroneous and unfair principles.
Document 167, together with its
corrigendum was unacceptable to the Hungarian Delegation, since it in no
way altered the substance of the problem©
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1.12

The Delegate of the P.R. of Albania and Bulgaria said that the
Administrations of these two countries did not approve the erroneous
principles adopted by the Region 1 Conference and which had served as a
basis for Document i67 and its corrigendum- -Consequently, the Delegations
could not accept the document.
In the event of a vote being taken, the Delegation would vote
against its adoption,

1.13

* The Delegate of France supported the proposal of the Delegate of
Belgium for the adoption of Document 167, bearing in mind the comments made
during the meeting® These comments should be recorded in the report of the
meeting.
In the light of these comments. Document 167* together with its'
corrigendum, was put to the vote and adopted by 2k votes to 8.
Item 2 of the,. Agenda-?

2.

Document submitted; by France (Document 209)

Delegate of France explained that this document contained a
suggestion that Group 5A should adopt, as a Conference document, the Paris
Arrangement (3 August 1951) on maritime radiobeacons for the European area
in the band 285 - 315 kc/s.
It also proposed that the supplementary list
attached to Document 209 be adopted in order to remedy certain omissions.
The document proposed that the assignment of the frequencies of 289 kc/s
and 315 kc/s to the ?,Consol” radiobeacons at' Lugo and Seville be confirmed,
since the Delegation of Spain had accepted them at the Paris' Conference* .
Moreover, this assignment was confirmed in Document 167 already adopted.
2.1

The Delegate of the U.S»SeR 0 seconded by the Delegate of Albania.
proposed that the question be discussed in Committee 5, where it had already
been broached,

2*2

The Delegate of Iceland wished to make certain re-arrangements of
the frequencies assigned, to the radiobeacons of his country.

2.3

The Delegate of Portugal and the Delegate of the F.P«R. of Yugoslavia
agreed with the'Chairman that Group 5A should give its views on the matter
• before it was submitted to Committee 5? in order that it should not be
referred back to Group 5A0
' ■

2.4-

3•

At the suggestion of the Delegate of Belgium, the Chairman put
Document 209 to the vote, subject to the minor amendments requested by the
Delegate of Iceland, The Document was adopted by 18 votes to 8.
Item 3 of the Agenda.

Report of S.W.G. 5A3 for the African Region.

Mr. Creighton, Chairman of S.W.G. 5A3 said that he had not fret prepared
a final report as his Sub-Working Group had been obliged to meet on the
previous day. The report would be ready without fail for the meeting of
Group 5A to be held on Friday, 26 October. Consequently, examination of this
report was deferred to the following meeting®
The meeting rose at 11.15 a.m0
The Chairman of Working Group 5A
L* Sacco
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a)

Paragraph lc20 The text of the statement made by the Delegate of the
U,S*S*R*. should read as follows:
Mra Tsingovatov (U*S«S*R*) stated the following:
’•The Delegation of the U0S oS«>R* considers that the questions
formulated by tho Chairman of Committee 7 ore one-sided and only
express the views of those in favour of the so-called "evolutionary11
method*
The Delegation of the U»S*S*R* considers that the following
question should be included in the questionnaire:
*Is a disorderly, unorganized (voluntary) changeover to the
Atlantic City Table acceptable to the Members of the Union,
' or can such a changeover, in, principle, only be effected on
and organized (coordinated) basis?*» '
"
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Paragraph 1*2 should continue:
The Chairman stated that he hod no objection to the inclusion
of the question submitted by the U«S*S*R. Delegation in the question
naire contained in Document D„T* 88*
The Delegate of Israel thanked the Chairman for the excellent
way in which he had organized the work of the Committee and remarked
that if the representatives of what were known as free countries insisted
on"organisation" while the honourable Delegate of the U 0S.S*R« strove
for "individualism" it might be desirable to meet half-way*
He
expressed a fervent hope that the Conference would be completely
successful*
The Committee finally approved the text of D»T<, 88*
In reply to the Delegate of Israel »*«• etc*
The first sub-paragraph of paragraph 1*2 should be amended
accordingly^

-
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(Copr, N°.2 to Doc. 229-E)

Paragraph 1*3*
The statement by the Delegate of the U 0S 0S0R<> in
paragraph 1*3 should be inserted verbatim as follows:
"The Delegation of the U,S*S«R* considers the composition of
the ad hoc Working Group of Committee 7 as at present proposed is
one-sided . as the Group consists only of those in favour of the
so-called "evolutionary" method.
In order that other points of
view may. also be expressed in the ad hoc Group, it should include the
Delegate of India, if the latter agrees."
The following statement made by the Delegate of the UaS.SJl.
(before the Chairman^ reply) is omitted from paragraph 3.2 :
"The Delegation of•the U eS<>S<»R, objects to discussion of the
Egyptian amendment in Committee 8, as it should first be discussed by
Working Group 7B."
On page 10* in the English text only, the words "i.e. disorderly
and planless" have been omitted.
They should be inserted between the
words "voluntary" and "changeover".
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CORRIGENDUM No. 1
to
REPORT OF COMMITTEE 7
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- 18 October 1951 - 3 p.m.

Insert new Paragraph 1.2
1*2

A discussion on the questions raised by the Chairman ensued, in the
course of which the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. stated that, whereas the
Chairman had emphasized the importance of an organized approach in
obtaining statements from delegations in response to Document D.T.88, his
Delegation held the view that delegations should be allowed to submit their
views and comments in any form which appeared to them to be appropriate.
The most important question of all had been omitted from the Chairman’s
questionnaire. That question was, should the transfer to the Atlantic City
Table be effected on the basis of an International Frequency List - an
International Frequency List which had been approved by members of
delegations?
This fundamental question raised different problems for
different countries, and each country would have to apply its own consider
ations in attempting to answer it. These considerations were absent from
theChairman’s questions and in the opinion of the U.S.S.R. Delegation it
was
wrong to try to compel delegations to reply to such a small number of
questions, since the fundamental problem to which he had referred was too
complex to be dealt with in such a manner. Each delegation should be free
to submit its views and comments in its own way.
The Delegate of Israel thanked the Chairman for the excellent way in
which he had organized the work of the Committee and remarked that if, in
their approach to the Chairman's questions, the representatives of what
ware known as free countries insisted on "organisation" while the honourable
Delegate of the U.S.S.R. strove for "individualism" it might be desirable
to meet half-way.
He expressed a fervent hope that the Conference would
be completely successful.
The Committee finally approved the text of D.T.88.
In reply to the Delegate of Israel ««..........etc.
In paragraph 1.3 add tho following statement by the Delegate of the U.S.S.R.
"The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. considers the composition Cf the
ad hoc Working Grout) of Committee 7 as at present proposed is one-3ided. as
the Group consists only of those in favour of the so-called "evolutionary"
method. In ordor that other points of view may also be expressed in the
ad hoc Group, it should include the Delegate of India, if the latter agrees.

.
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Tho following statement made by the Delegate of the U.S.S.R.
(before tho Chairman's reply) is omitted from paragraph 3.2;
"The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. ob.iects to discussion of the
Egyptian amendment in Committee 8, as it should first be discussed by
Working Group 7B."
On page 10. in the English text only, the words "i.e. disorderly
and planless" have been omitted. They should be inserted between the words
"voluntary" and "changeover".
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METHODS.
Fourth Meeting held on IS October 1951 at 3.0 -p0m »

The meeting was declared open by the Chairman, Me* C*J* Acton
(Canada)•
I*

PROGRAMME OF T H E WORK OF THE COMMITTEE.
The Chairman made the following statement j

1*1

,fWe have now reached the most important phase of the work of the
Committee and I earnestly request all members to continue to extend their
co-operation*
At this point I wish to stress how essential it is for this
Committee to successfully carry out the task entrusted to it by the Plenary*
If we fail I leave it to you gentlemen to consider what might be the impact
on the future of the ITU and radio services, apart from the success or failure
of this Conference*
I shall take the liberty of turning back the pages of ITU history*
In 1906 the first International Radio-telegraph Conference was held
in Berlin and what was its primary purpose? To agree on regulations to govern
the use of wireless for safety of life at sea*
This first radio conference adopted regulations but no Frequency
Allocation Table because there was only one frequency, or rather wavelength,
considered at that time*
A number of ITU conferences have been held since 1906 and with the
passage of time the classes of radio services have increased also there has
been a rapid increase in the use of radio for communications and broadcasting*
Our difficulties of reaching international agreement in the radio field have
correspondingly increased*
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Today there are thousands of radio equipped ships and aircraft
communieating with land stationsa In addition there are radio navigation
aids, essential national and international radiotelegraph and radiotelephone
circuits also the broadcasting services© Should we, by our actions in this
Committee, contribute to continued international collaboration in the field
of radio or should we, by failure to reach a compromise take a step backwards
with the possibility of resulting chads? That is our responsibility,
gentlemen©
Before passing on to our Agenda X will outline my proposal for the
programme of work and time-table for the Committee §
That an Ad Hoc Group be established to function immediately after
our meeting on Saturday, October 20th«
That this group be composed of the chairmen of 7A and 7B and myself
with the Chairman of the IFRB to take part in the work cf the group
in the capacity of adviser®
That the terms of reference for this group shall be t
nTo take into account all the proposed methods before this.
Committee, the comments and statements of delegations^ and
to prepare draft texts for consideration by the Committee*”
Today, as set forth in the Agenda, we will have a general discussion
oh the methods proposed by Working Groups 7A and 7B* I would
suggest that this discussion take the form of obtaining clarifica
tion and pointing out any weakness in, or suggestions to improve#
proposals <>.
We must bear in mind that each of the working groups had specific
terms of reference and that the duty of each group was to try and
produce the best method under its terms of reference#
At our next meeting, on Saturday October 20th, I shall invite each
delegation, in the order of the French names, to make a statement
and I hope that those that do so will express an opinion on the
following points, in addition to any general comments *
(1) Whether it is desirable to retain the Atlantic City Table of
Frequency Aliocationsf
(2) Whether a voluntary process of gradual implementation of the
Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations along the lines
contained in Documents 131 and 125 is preferred;
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(3) Whether it is considered that lists or plans, on an engineered
basis, along the lines contained in Documents 130, 132, 129
and. 140 should be prepared immediately after this Conference;
(4) Whether, should a compromise be necessary to enable the Committei
to reach agreement, an interim procedure providing for a volun
tary gradual implementation of the Atlantic City Table of
Frequency Allocations, until such time as it is practicable for
the Members of the Union to agree on specific lists or plans
would be acceptable* An indication of how planning should be
done would be a help to the Ad Hoc Group.
I would urge all delegations desiring to make statements on
Saturday to hand a copy to the rapporteurs immediately after that meeting is
ended*
When all delegations have had an opportunity of making statements
at the meeting on Saturday any delegation may take the floor to make such
comments as it may desire*
It is my hope that as a result of the general discussion today and
the statements to be made by delegations on Saturday that the Ad Hoc Group,
tpking into account the useful discussions in the working groups, will be
able to prepare draft texts as Committee working papers•
It
the hands of
Committee to
October 24th
adopted#

is also my hope that, after allowing for these texts to be in
the Committee for at least 24 hours, it will be possible‘for the
start consideration-of the texts next Wednesday afternoon,
and if necessary have continuous meetings until final texts are

Does the Committee agree to the programme outlined and to the
setting-up of the proposed Ad Hoc Group?
1*2

A discussion on the questions raised by the. Chairman ensued# Aftea*
statements by-the Delegates of Portugal, Israel and the USSR* the Committee
finally approved the text of D*T. 88,
During the discussion, the Delegate of Israel thanked the Chairman
for the excellent way in which he had organized the work of the Committee and
remarked that if the representatives of what were known as free countries
insisted on Organization15 while the honourable Delegate of the USSR strove
for nindividuality”, it might be desirable to meet half-way* He expressed
a fervent hope that the Conference would be completely successful#
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In reply to the J5©X©gate of Israel, the USSR Delegate made the
following statement %
”In connection with the statement of the Delegate of Israel, I
deem it necessary to make the following comment t
The Delegation of the USSR,.participating in the work of the
various committees of our Conference, defends the well-known provision of
the Radio Regulations which stipulates that the new International Frequency
List must be .prepared and approved before any adjustment and alteration of
frequencies is effected* This attitude is in complete conformity with the
Radio Regulations and we think that it meets the interests of all Members of
the Union*
Therefore, the fabrication by the Delegate of Israel is either
a r esult of lack of thought or an attempt to misrepresent and distort the
attitude of the Soviet Delegation© We refute this unfounded statement by
the Delegate of Israel? it is not even worthy of a reply*”
The Chairman said that statements should, whenever possible, be
submitted in writing© This would facilitate their examination by the Ad
Hoc Group*
1*3

The establishment of Ad Hoc Working Group 7 and its terms of
reference were approved* As regards the composition of the Group the
- suggestion pt& forward by the USSR Delegate that the Delegate of India should
take part in the work of the Group together with the members proposed by the
Chairman, was adopted*
IIo

2*1

ITEM I.-OF THE AGENDA i Approval of the reports of the first three meet
ings of the Committee*

The Delegate of Egypt stated that on 17 October Working Group 7B
had almost reached agreement oh Document 184* He requested that that docu
ment, together with annexes, i*e0 D*T« 81 and D*T* 87, be discussed forth
with*
The Chairman replied that the document would be discussed under
Item 2 of the Agenda, after the Chairmen of Working Groups 7A and 7B had
spoken©

2,2

Approval of the report .of the: fi.fm t meeting i Document 36 and
Corrigendum©
The USSR Delegate requested that the following sentence be inserted in paragraph 4*6 after the semi-colon3 ”in Its opinion, the task of
Committee 7 should be to work out a method for the preparation of a com
plete International Frequency List for the band 14 - 27,500 kc/s©1!
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He also thought that paragraph 5*2 was incomplete and did not give
an accurate account of the discussion*
The Chairman stated if the rapporteurs had any additional notes
regarding the discussion he would ash them to issue a corrigendum containing
such additional information*
Document 36 and its Corrigendum were approved subject to the above
additions*
2*3

Approval of the report of the second meeting; Document 38*
The Chairman of the IFRB said that paragraph 1*13 should be divided
into two paragraphs* The figure "1*13 (a)11 and the words !lThe Chairman
stated *#***,! should be inserted after the first three lines*
The USSR Delegate thought that it would be better if the document
gave a more accurate account of the discussions which had taken place at the
second meeting*
The Chairman replied that he would see to it that this request was
fulfilled wherever additional texts were available to the rapporteurs*
Document 38 was adopted subject to the above stipulation*

2*4-

Approved of the report of the third meeting 1 Document 64 and its
Corrigendum*
The Delegate of the Bielorussian SSR requested that the following
sentence be inserted on Page 2, point 3*3 (English text): “The Delegate of
the Bielorussian SSR does not agree with the terms of reference proposed in
Document 33 for these working groups”•
Document 64 and its Corrigendum were approved without further
comment*
III*
'

3*1

ITEM 2 OF THE AGENDA : General discussion of themethods
Working Groups 7A
and 7B*

proposed by

Mr* Bramel de Cle.ioulx and Mr* Clarkson. Chairmen of WorkingGroups
7A and 7B respectively, outlined the position#
Mr* Bramel de Cle.ioulx recalled that an account of the work carried
out by Group 7A was published in Documents 130, 131, 132, 140 and 172*
Document 186 contained a record of the work completed by the Working Group*
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Mr*, Olarkson stated that details of the work carried out by Group
7B were likewise published in Documents 125 , 129 and 1,84® He introduced
Document 195o Document 194- contained a report of the four meetings of the
Group© He said that D 0T© 87 had just been circulated©
As regards point 4- of its terms of referencef Group 7B recognized
the necessity of extending international monitoring© It was decided that
this matter would be dealt with in general terms only©
Mr© Clarkson thanked Mr© Sponzilli and Mr4© S astry for the work
they had accomplished in the Sub-Working Groups©
■
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The Chairman expressed his thanks to Mr© Bramel de Clejoulx and
Mr* Clarkson for the work they had carried out in their Working Groups 0
3*2

A discussion ensued on the Egyptian amendment (DPT© 81) as amended
by the French Proposal (D©T©'87)3
The Delegate of Egypt and the Delegate of France explained that
there was only one amendment© D©T© 87 merely proposed an editorial amend
ment to DoT© 81 with a view to eliminating linguistic difficulties© It was
not designed to alter the substance of the text©
The Chairman» replying to, the Delegate of India and the Delegate
of the USSR, said that the joint amendment to Annex 1 of Document 18.4 would
be put to the vote® He added that this would not constitute a decision by
the Committee© Its purpose was merely to clarify theposition of Group 7B
and it would be studied by the Ad Hoc Group 7 set up at the beginning of
the meeting®
The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement s
!3Mr,-> Chairman*
I am astonished at the procedure adopted by you regarding the
Egyptian amendment© Yesterday, this question was discussed in Working Group
7B and no solution was reached© Therefore, today, we, as Committee 7, must
examine the matter and then we can adopt a decision©
As regards the USSR Delegation, its views on the Egyptian amend
ment together with the alteration proposed by France, have already been ex
pressed®
_It is clear from the text of the corrected Egyptian amendment that
it makes it possible for the changeover to the Atlantic City Table to be
effected in the absence of an approved International Frequency List©
Since that proposal is contrary to the Radio Regulations (Article
47), the USSR Delegation objects to the amendment offered by Egypt and
will vote against its adoption©e
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The Delegate of Cuba said that he would vote in favour of
the joint amendment*
The Delegate of the Roumanian P<>R, was in favour of discussing
this amendment further o ,
The Delegate of Egypt thought it unnecessarya
In reply to an enquiry by the Delegate of Sweden, the Delegate
of Egypt explained that the amendment referred to paragraph 1) of
Annex 1 to Document 184- with the exception of sub-paragraphs a), b)
and c) which remained unchangedo
Chairman gave the floor to the delegates who were against
the proposal.
The Delegate; of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement:
'!The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR objects to the j»oint /
amendment offered by Egypt and France published in Document D.T, 87*
In actual fact, that emendment proposes that the changeover
to the new Atlantic City Table be effected before the New International
Frequency List has been prepared and approved* This is directly contrary
to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations*
Consequently, we consider that the Egyptian amendment inust be
rejected*
Should a vote be taken on the amendment, I request that it
should be a roll-call vote*”
The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R, made the following statement:
"In our opinion the amendment offered by the French Delegation to
the Egyptian amendment contained in Document 181 in no way alters the
substance of the question. Moreover, as the Delegate of France has
himself pointed out the purpose of his amendment is not to change the
substance of the question but to provide an explanation for those who
found the original amendment somewhat obscure.
Thus the aim of both
amendments is the progressive adjustment of frequencies*
As we stated yesterday, we cannot accept any such progressive
adjustments for the following reasons:
1, Because this would be contrary from the legal point of view to the
decisions of the Atlantic City Convention which states that the frequency
table can only be applied after the International Frequency List has
been approved. It was not by accident that this decision was adopted at
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Atlantic City* Its purpose was to bring order to the organization of
frequency usage so as to avoid the chaotic conditions of interference
prevailing at the present time* Not only do these progressive adjustments
enable all Administrations to transfer out-of-band frequencies into the
broadcasting bands separately and as they think fit* but make it obligatory
for them to do So* In practice* this would mean that high-powered stations
would be able to operate on any •frequency* including those utilized bylower powered stations* This would result in chaos and would be disastrous
for low-powered stations* The aim of this proposal.is" to impose progressive
adjustments solely in the interest of certain countries possessing numerous
and high-powered transmitters* Therefore, it is completely contrary
to the interests of small countries&
2*
This proposal is unacceptable from the technical
since there is no complete International Frequency List
picture of the inter-relation of the various services*
it is Impossible to foresee and calculate the degree of
the protection ratios for the various transmissions*

point of view
giving a true
Consequently,
interference and

Our Delegation is unable to accept the joint amendment and. will
vote against it if it is put to. the vote*”
The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statements
’’The amendment offered by France to the Egyptian amendment Contained
in Document DtT* 87 is an attempt, more subtly worded than the original
text, to induce administrations to adopt the same disorganized and
disordered method of transfer, Which has already been rejected by our
Administration in meetings of Group 7B and of its sub-groups*
Sometimes this method is called "a transfer left to the goodwill of
the administrations”, sometimes it is called ”a voluntary transfer” and
sometimes, again, it is referred to as ’’progressive adjustments”* In our
opinion, however, they are all one and the same thing and merely represent
different ways of expressing the ideas set out in Document 22, by the USA*,
It is an attempt on the part of certain delegations to effect the changeover
to the Atlantic City Table before a Mew International Frequency List has
been established and approved0
We have repeatedly rejected this attempt and we reject it once
again*”
The Delegate of the P*R» of Bulgaria^and_the P*,R» of Albania.'the
Delegate of the Republic of Poland* and the Delegate of the Hungarian P»R*
said that the joint amendment was unacceptable .and that they would vote
against its adoption*
A roll-call vote was taken<>
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The following countries voted in favour :
Saudi Arabia, Argentine Republic, Commonwealth of Australia*, Austria,
Belgium, Burma , Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, China, Republic of Colombia,
Portuguese Oversea Territories, Colonies, Protectorates Oversea
Territories and territories under mandate or trusteeship of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Cuba, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Egypt, Spain, United States of America, Ethiopia,
France, Greece, India, Republic of Indonesia, Iceland, State of
Israel, Italy, Japan, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Mexico, Nicaragua, Norway,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Paraguay, Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands
Antilles and New Guinea, Peru, Republic of the Philippines, Portugal,
French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia, Federal Peopled Republic
of Yugoslavia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Sweden, Swiss Confederation, Territories of the United States of
America, Oversea Territories of the French Republic and Territories
administered as such, Turkey, Union of South Africa and Territory of
South-West Africa, Oriental Republic of Uruguay, United States of
Venezuela, Viet~Nam, Spanish Zone of Morrocco and Totality of Spanish
Possessionso
Tho following countries voted against %
w

e&aysji.-ic-ier.-wiAjesa

Peoples Republic of Albania, Bielorussia Soviet Socialist Republic,
PeopleJs Republic of Bulgaria, Hungarian People1s Republic, Republic of
Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Roumanian People's
Republic, Czechoslovakia, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics*
The following country absia^ed *
Ireiando
The Qiairgffln announces that the Egyptian amendment (D0T© 81 revised)
with the French amendment (DoTo 87) vast adopted by 53 votes to 9, and one
abstention®
, •
3-A

.
The Chairman gave the floor to those delegates who wished to joint in
the general discussion on the methods proposed by Working Groups 7A and 7B»
The

made the following statement:

nIn connection with the examination of reports submitted by Working
Groups 7A and 7B the Delegation of the USSR deems it necessary to make the
following statement s
'
Two basic trends relating to frequency adjustment have clearly emerged
in the course of the present Conferenoe*
The essence of the first trend is that it is recommended that the
problem of frequency adjustment should be approached on an organized and
coordinated basis* This means that before any adjustment of frequencies is
broached, a complete International. Frequency List for all the bands, services
and regions of the world must be prepared and approved^
Such an approach
would enable all the Members of the Union to assess in advance to what extent
the requirements of their services would be satisfied, and 51 necessary, to
insert appropriate corrections in the List*
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The second trend, suggested by the US delegation in Document 22,
advocates the immediate and “voluntary55 changeover to the Atlantic City
Table for fixed.and high frequency broadcasting stations, in the absence
of an approved International Frequency List* That very “method1’ proposed by
the US delegation has been further developed in Document 131 and 125*
It should be pointed out that the two trends mentioned above
are directly opposed to each othera
Documents 125, 131, 184 and D*T, 81 have the following common
features s they ore all based on the proposal that the changeover to
the Atlantic City Table be effected before the International Frequency List
has been prepared and approved and that such a changeover be carried out
in the absence of on approved Frequency List® It is known that when these
proposals by the delegation of the USA concerning such a. disorderly
changeover to the Table were discussed in Committee 7, they received no
support® Many delegations have justly expressed their apprehension regarding
the serious consequences which would arise as a result of such a chaotic
changeover to the new Table<> It should be noted that nearly 3500 frequencies
notified, which are out of band according to the Atlantic City Regulations
and are utilized by various stations, are subject to alteration.
We have already pointed out and consider it necessary to stress
again now, that a planless, unorganized transfer of services to new
frequencies without prior preparation and approval of the International
Frequency List is, first of all, contrary to the Atlantic City Regulations
(Article 47), which stipulates clearly that the changeover to the Table
shall be effected on the basis of an approved International Frequency List,
Therefore, the proposal contained in Documents 125 and 131, is contrary
to the Regulations and is illegal® Moreover, such a procedure does not
give the Members of the Union any guarantee that the requirements of their
various services, in particular the fixed and the high frequency broad
casting services, will be satisfied, and will inevitably result in a
marked increase in interference.
The obvious and inevitable consequence of increased Interference
will be that a number of Administrations will begin to increase the power
of their transmitters. This will complicate the situation further and
increase interference, Under these conditions those countries which
have higher powered transmitters at their disposal, as for instance the .
USA and certain others, will find thbmselves in a more advantageous position*
The majority of Members of the Union, however, will be placed in a dif
ficult position and the operation of their services will be interrupted
in a serious manner* This method takes no account whatsoever of the
interests of countries whose transmitters are low powered and of countries
which are only beginning to develop their radio services*
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Attention should be drawn to the dangerous consequences of such
a situation for many Members of the Union# The methods advocated in
these documents are only likely.to disorganize the operation of the radio
services of the majority of countries# In actual fact, the principal
aim of the proposals contained in Documents 12$, 131 and 184 is to clear
at all costs those portions of the spectrum which are allocated to
aeronautical and maritime mobile services# This consideration is based
on the perfectly comprehensible aims of the USA, the United Kingdom and
certain other countries, but it does not meet the interests of other
Members of the Union#
Consequently, the USSR delegation considers that the methods
proposed in Documents 12$, 131 and 184 are illegal and unacceptable#
We also consider that the most urgent task of the ITU, as stipulated in
well known decisions of Atlantic City, is the preparation and the approval
of the International Frequency List#
It was not of course by accident that it was decided at Atlantic
Gity that any frequency changes whatsoever connected Wiill the changeover
to the New Table must be preceded by the preparation and approval of the
International Frequency List# We are now confronted with yet another
attempt to force the Members of the Union to change over to the new Table
without the prior establishment of the International Frequency List* This
would constitute a direct infringment of the provisions of the Radio
Regulations© Such proposals are illegal and unacceptable inasmuch as they
are directly contrary to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations and are only
capable of resulting in chaos in the ether* Consequently, the USSR delega
tion considers that Documents l25> 131, 184 and DTS1 should be rejected*
Document 130 which proposes t!controlled rechannelling,!, calls
for wholesale frequency changes for fixed service stations* This would
disrupt the inter-relation of radio stations established as a result of
many years* experience and would lead to a marked increase in interference#
As regards the proposals contained in Document 132, we consider
thatthey are unsuitable as a basis for the solution of the problem*
An attempt is made in Document 140 to take the plans prepared
by the PFB as a basis for the future List© It must be pointed out that
the PFB Plans are completely unacceptable and unrealistic and cannot
be taken as basis for the new International Frequency List*
On the ‘basis of the above arguments and considering that the
general trend of the decisions to be recommended to the Plenary Assembly of
the Conference must first of all be established, the USSR Delegation
proposes that the Committee should concentrate, in the present discussion,
on the selection of this basic trend.
As regards the Soviet Union in principle we are in favour, for
the reasons already stated, of an organized solution of the question of
frequency adjustment.,
az
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We support those Delegations which insist on the rejection of the
proposals contained in Document 125, 131, 184 and 22 relating to the
disorderly and chaotic changeover to the Table®
We consider that Committee 7 should firot of all examine this
question and adopt a decision regarding it©
We reserve the right to express later in the discussion our views
on the other problems mentioned in the Documents' submitted today for consideration by Committee 7uo
The Delegate of India made the following statement i
111 agree with you, Mr® Chairman, that the decision we must take in
this Committee is extremely important and will have a very far-reaching'
bearing on the future of Radiocommunications the world over* If we do not
now agree and arrive at a unanimous solution here, our faith in world order
would be badly ohaken©
The speech by the Honourable Delegate of the USSR makes me think of
the implications of this problem very seriously© They have always been
insisting in this Conference on a planned approach and the preparation of a
preagreed List before the Atlantic City Allocation Tables are implemented®
Bub there seems to be some confusion about the understanding of the term
,rListno Does it mean a List unanimously agreed to by all the Members of the
Union ? Or does it not ? And if 11 does, what attempt is being made by the
USRR to consider its own proposals, along with the others submitted in this
Conference, to produce such a universally acceptable List ?
They seem to have an impression also that if we do not succeed here
in preparing a list, the status quo under the Cairo Regulations would eon% to prevail© The USSR seems to pin its faith on this assumption and
expect that all the priorities it has in the Berne Register would be respected©
I am afraid the legal position Is not exactly that© The signatures of
Administrations to para© 1077 of Article 4? of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations has validity only as long as the preparation of the new.Inter
national Frequency List is being done substantially as contemplated in the
Regulations© The moment a substantial change in the method is, made, the
agreement to this paragraph becomes void© Once we implement the Atlantic
City Tables, with or without, a plan, the relevant paragraphs under Article 47
of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations, which keep “the Cairo Tables and part
of those Regulations alive, would cease to be operative© The Cairo Tab3.es and
the priorities in the Berne Register -would cease to have any legal status©
Nobody would be bound to respect the Berne priorities and every country
would be free to do what it pleases©
On the other hand, America and the Big Powers seem to have an * ■ *
impression that all their current operations which are now, or will be actual
ly on the air,, ’would be protected through a list, which they propose to call
a Realistic Actual Frequency Usage Record© I am compelled to point out,
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Mr* Chairman and gentlemen, that this is equally wrong* These transmissions
were respected because the countries over which they passed agreed under the
Madrid and Cairo Conventions to surrender their sovereign rights to enable
these operations to be on the air without inconveniencing themselves* But
the sovereign rights of a country rest with the people of the country and
nobody would be willing to write it away or surrender it for all times* It
can only be periodical and it cannot continue beyond the period when the
country feels the necessity to utilize the ether over it for its own purposes
and in its own interests© Their sovereignty would prevail and they would have
the right to use the ether as they please over their own territories*
The USSR, which may think when we agree on nothing, the Cairo
situation would continue to prevail, would be wrong® Any impression by the
USA that the so-called Realistic Usage Record would be respected automatical
ly would be equally wrong® Therefore the USSR, which is pinning its faith
on the Berne Lists and the Cairo situation, and the USA which relies on an
Actual Usage List, should both pause and make sufficient compromises in their
respective attitudes to enable a universally agreed solution to be found*
If not, I regret to say that they are not looking very far ahead and are
heading for a revolution in the usage of frequencies'1*
3*5

The Delegate of Portugal said that any statements which might be
made during that meeting would merely be repetitions of those which the
Chairman had requested Delegates to make at the meeting to be held on
Saturday 20 October* He proposed that the discussion be closed®
The Delegate of the United States
The Chairman

seconded this proposal*

announced that he would put *iae proposal to the vote*

A discussion ensued concerning the desirability of taking a vote,
between the Delegates of the following countries : Egypt„ United States of
America* Hungarian Peopled Republic, Portugal, Roumanian P©R©,> Uruguay*
In the course of this discussion, the Delegate of the USSR made the
following statement s
"I should like to make a statement on a question of procedure, i©e*
the proposal submitted by the Delegate of Portugal and seconded by the
Delegate of the USA® The USSR Delegation does not agree with that proposals
A definite Agenda was established for today*s meeting® We have seen for
ourselves that we are confronted by complex problems requiring serious
consideration© The Chairman of Commi ttee 7 was right in including these
questions in the Agenda and I see no reason why the discussion should be
stopped©
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Actually, the aim of the proposal offered by Portugal and seconded
by the USA is to limit the discussion, since out of more than 60 Members of
the Union present at'die Conference-* only 10 or 15 Delegates have spoken
today® ¥e must hear the view3 Of the other Delegatese In substance the
proposal by Portugal and the USA is designed, to quote the colourful expres
sion used by the Delegate of Egypt, MrQ Abaza-Bey, to Hgag the Delegates"©
I am against this attempt made by Portugal and the USA©
Now. I shall answer the question raised by the Delegate of India*.
It appears that the attitude of the USSR is not clear to Mr* Rao© I shall
be glad to give an explanation© It is, moreover* necessary to do so since
Mr'o Rao attempts to impute his own ideas to the USSR Delegation*, As regards
the attitude of the USSR concerning ffequency.&dfustmenijWe consider that
the decision adopted at Atlantic City stipulating that the New Table can. be
brought into force only simultaneously with the approved Frequency List
must be. respected©
Therefore^ the USSR Delegation considers that the International
Frequency List nust first of all be prepared and approved by an Ordinary
Conference and that only then can the question of the changeover to the
New Table be considered* Such a procedure was approved at Atlantic City and
is set forth in the Radio Regulations* It is also stipulated that until the
International Frequency List has been approved the Cairo notification
procedure shall remain in force in its entirety (Number 1077, Article 47 of
the Radio Regulations) as well as the Cairo Table for bands below 27.500 kc/s*

These provisions of the Regulations were.* -I think, approved by all
the Delegations present here and we see no reason, why we should not continue
to abide by them© We consider that the provisions of Article 47 of the Radio
Regulations should be observed©”
3*6
The Delegate of the USSR wished to make a correction to the English
. text of D«T* 88© There was a comma in the last line after the word "ohly%
This comma should be removed and placed after the Words -'in principle’U
3*7

^ The -Delegate of Switzerland asked for some explanations concerning
Document 184* This document would have to be revised in the light of the
{joint amendment just adopted©
; After a discussion between Mr* Clarkson^ Chairman of Working Group
7B, the Delegate of Egypt-, and the Delegate of India, the Committee decided
to set* \ip a Working Group to bring the text of Annek 1 to Document 184 into
line with the new paragraph approved during the meeting,.
This Working Group would consist of Mr* Clarkson, a Delegate of
Brazil*a Delegate of Egypt* a Delegate of France and a Delegate of India*
The next meeting of the Group would be held onl9 October* (Morning)
The meeting rose at 7 p©m0
The Rapporteurs i
Mr® J* Doublet
Mr© SUM* John (Mr© W„B0 Cox)
Bd
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Mr© C*J© Acton
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COMMITTEE 6

P<,Ra OF AU3AHI& AMD PJU. OF BULGARIA

Tho following' letter has boon rocoivod by tho Chairman of
Committee 6 i
,JMro Re Locomto;
Chairman of Comnittoo 6?
E oA.0R*C o

Door Sir;
I bog to inform you that tho Administrations of tho P*RP of
Albania and tho P0IU of Bulgaria hove notified the General Secretariat
of tho IeToU* of their frequency requirements for their respective maritime
radio services0
Despite this fact; however; tho draft plans proparod by the
working croups of Committee 6 do not list all the frequencies notified
by our Administrations** Tho frequencies utilized by us and notified in
conformity with the provisions of the Telecommunication Convention and of
tho Radio Regulations onjoy and should continue to onjoy tho right to
international protection©
■ Sinco the frequencies, utilized by tho countrios which I
represent are not reflected in tho draft plans and in view of this,
attempted discrimination; I must omphasizo tho necessity of including
our frequencies in the New International Frequency List irrespective.
of the method employed in tho preparation of that List0

Yours; etco

A© Grigorov .
Hood of tho Dclogation
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This schedule being subject to amendment, delegates are requested to refer to the daily schedule,
The ’word "Meeting” denotes a meeting of the committee
*The meeting/will begin at 11 a*n*
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Geneva, 1951

STEERING COMMITTEE
Minutes of the Meeting held on
Friday, 26 October 1951* at 6 p 0m ©

Chairmans

Mr0 JoDoHo van der Toorn (Netherlands)

Sub.iects discusseds
1©. Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of 23 October
1951 (Document 221)©
2® Schedule of meetingBfrom 29 October to 3 November•
Present t
Vice-Chairmen of the Conference and of Committee 1
Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom)
Mr0 Butterworth (United States)
Mr o Joachim (Czechoslovakia)
Mr<, Moortby Rao (India)
Representing Committee 2
Dr* Metzler (Switzerland)
Mfo Overgaard (Sweden)
Mr0 Tsingovatov (IBSR)
Representing Committee 3 '
Mr© Gneme (Italy)
Mro Husain (Pakistan)
Representing Committee A
n i—

i■ j*i— il a o ' - w u m n w u n w

Mfo Bramel de Clejoubc (France)
Mr0 Navatta (Argentine)
Mr0 Myers (Union of South Africa)
Representing Committee 5
——

pifc— w

iH

w w i

— iiI

— ■— H— — r— >win m » n i «— l i i

Mr* McKay (Australia)
Mr* Boctor (Egypt)
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Representing Committee 6
Mr. Lecomte (Belgium)
Mr. Moe (Norway)
Representing Committee 7
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Acton (Canada)
Kertopati (Indonesia)
Pipan (F.F.R. of Yugoslavia)
Clarkson (New Zealand)

Representing Committee 8
Mr. Pedersen (Denmark)
Mr* Benoliel (Portugal)
Also presenti
Mr. Petit (IFRB)
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1,

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 23 OCTOBER 1951j!Docunent 221)
Approved without comment*

2.

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS FROM 29 OCTOBER TO 3 NOVEMBER
Schedule adopted*
)ii«i m u ■ 11 1h m m 1m u

(See Document 231)*

During the discussion, the Chairman said that the Conference was
reaching its final stage ana that there remained only three weeks to finish
the work, if the target date of 15 November were to be respected.
The discussions which had taken place in the last two days in
Committee 7 were, in his opinion, somewhat disquieting^ He therefore asked
all the Chairmen to urge their Committees to speed up the work as'much as
possible*
The Conference had been meeting since 15 August, and the
opinions of each Delegation should consequently be clearly determined.
However, the results of the work should not be sacrificed to speed,
It should also be remembered that Committee 8 could not work to the
best advantage until Committee 7 had finished its work*.
He acknowledged that the Conference had already made a valiant
effort and he hoped that it would not be necessary to ask for night sessions.
It could be taken for granted that the Conference would close,' if
not on 15 November, at least a few days after that date.
Dr. Metzler (Switzerland)-, Chairman of Committee 2, announced that
Committee 2 had finished its work that very day and would shortly submit
its report to the Plenary. Assembly*
>
Mr.Gneme (Italy), Chairman of Committee 3? said that his Committee
wouldexamine, the financial position at the end of October during the first
few days of November and would submit a report at that time. He could,
' however, confirm what he had already said, namely, that the credits allocated
would be adequate to cover the expenses of the Conference even if it were
somewhat prolonged.
Mr. Bramel de Cle.ioulx (France), Chairman of Committee 4, said that
for the time being his Committee had not much work to do, but would like to
reserve the room in which it was at present working (Office 14) for the whole
of the forthcoming week-end, at which time it was hoped that the first
maritime plans would have been received, together with the results of the
work of the other committees.
'
Mr. McKay (Australia), Chairman of Committee 5, in reply to the
Chairman, said that his Committee was to submit, not only frequency lists
but also recommendations for implementation* That, however, would not
moan very much work for the Drafting Committee«
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Mr a Acton (Canada), Chairman of Committee 7, said that he intrended his committee to meet three times a day* from Monday onwards from 11 a0m c
to 1 p©m©, from 3 to 6 p©m« and from B to 10o30 p0m# ,,
Mr«, Benoliel (Portugal) ? Chairman of Committee Bp asked for the
evening meeting to begin at 8©30 p©me
✓

This was decided, on the understanding that tho meeting would last
until 11 pom*
M r A c t o n (Canada), Chairman of Committee 7 P said that he had to
leave Geneva at tho end of the following week* He had stayed with the
Conference so far in the hope that the committee of which he was Chairman
could conclude its task, but if the entire collaboration of everyone con
cerned was not forthcoming in his committee, and if the committee could
not work more quickly, he would be obliged to leave before the committee had
concluded its work©
The Chairman thanked Mr© Acton for all the work he had done so far
and expressed the hope that he would be able to remain Chairman of Committee
7 until it had finished its work© His presence was absolutely indispensable
if success were to be forthcoming©
Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom), Vice-Chairman, also stressed
the unfavourable effects that the departure of Mr* Acton might have on the
work of Committee 7c
Many delegates had been stupefied by the slowness of the work of
Committee 7 in the last two days and by the long discussions which had taken
place on points of procedure©
The Delegation of the United Kingdom would do everything in its
power to help the Chairman in his difficult task and invited other delegations
to doihe same»

was
not
h,ad
and

The Conference had r eached a turning point and the date of closure
imminent * He therefore hoped that the head of the Soviet Delegation wouUd
accuse him of desiring to stifle discussion if he asserted that everyone
had an opportunity to express his opinion on points of real importance
that discussions on procedure should be limited©

He therefore suggested that, when a point of order or procedure
was put forward, the number of speakers should be restricted to two, one
speaking for, the other against the motion©.
In addition, for questions of minor importance, to save tine, the
vote should be by show of hands rather than by roll-call© The latter pro
cedure should be used only on express request for problems of real importance©
The Chairman issued a similar appeal to all the committee chairmen©
He hoped that all the delegations would do their best to facilitate the
difficult task of those chairmen©

Bn
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Mr© Tsingovatov ■(U39R) had listened with interest to the previous
speakers, and in particular to the Representative of the United Kingdom* He,
too, wps extremely busy and desired to return home to carry, out the important
work which awaited him©
Roll-call votes took up only three or four minutes and he did not
think that they hold up the debates for a*J2ry long tineD In his view, the
delay was chiefly due to the fact that the methods used were not always the
right ones© For instance, the proposal presented at that afternoon's meeting
of Committee 7 by R©P© Soccorsi seemed out of place0 It concerned a very
simple
problem and yet gaverise to long discussions© Moreover, the position
of the delegate in question was rather special, since he did not strictly
spooking represent a country like the other delegates© Perhaps his statements
were inspired by considerations which wore not of this world and which had
nothing to do with the work of this conference© In actual fact, however,
he should not have complicated tho discussion aid. prolonged tho debates©
Tho Committee had that very day witnessed discussions that were
truly sterile and led to nothing* For instance, it had been proposed that
Annex I to Document 218 should be cancelled© Everyone had read that Annex,
however, and it would therefore be a sheer waste of time to cancel ito
He did not think that the restrictions on discussions recommended
by the Delegate of the United Kingdom were advisable© If they wore submitted
as firm proposals, ho could only oppose then* During the afternoon, for in
stance, tho Head of the British Delegation had asked delegates to study a
question carefully and not to act hastily© The Representative of the IBSR
had not spoken then to avoid wasting times
In conclusion, he agreed that the Conference should speed up its
work and respect the target date©
Mr* Husain (Pakistan), referring to the statement by the Chairman
of Comniitteo 7 , assured Mr© Acton of his full collaboration © When Mr© Acton
had agreed to be chairman of Committee 7, ho had. no doubt realised the
difficult task before him, and the complications which would arise, It was
therefore to bo hoped that he would continue to take tho chair in Committee 7©
The slow progress in that conmitteo was worrying delegations, such
as his own, which desired to return hone© Several of them included persons
which were indispensable and not easily replaceable in their own countries©
Mr* Clarkson (Now Zealand) agreed with the wise remarks made by the
Chairman.* He also asked whether it would not be possible to appeal to the
heads of delegations, either direct or in writing, to follow the course
advocated during the present meeting©
Ike Chairman replied that the minutes of the meeting would in fact
constitute the appeal in question©
Mr* Boctor (Egypt) thought it would be very useful for the minutes
to appear the following morning©
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At the Chairman's request, Mr* Gross* Secretary of the Conference,
replied that the,Secretariat would make a considerable effort to that end.
^ke Chairman thanked him and added that the Secretariat always did
its utmost to carry out the work it was asked to do.
Mr. Lecomte (Belgium), Chairman of Committee 6 , said that a number
of amendments had been made to the list of frequencies for coast telegraph
stations and that, contrary to his estimates, at the last meeting of the
Steering Committee, the list could not bo perfected before the end of the
following week* The delay, however, which had made it possible to satisfy a number of countries as regards the list of coast telegraph stations, would
not greatly influence the progress of the Conference, since the list had
been accompanied by only a few observations and the work of the Drafting
Committee would therefore not be too heavy, since it would not affect the
lists themselves, which included hundreds of'assignments*
Replying to a question by the Chairman, he stated that Committee 6
had reached decisions on implementation which could be handed over to
Committee 8,
The only' document still to be received was the minutes of the
meeting at which the considerations concerning the implementation of the
maritimo plans had been approved5 the minutes would be annexed to the
text of the considerations themselves*
Sinco Committee 8 was very busy,
it was preferable to hand in all documents in their final form*
Mr, Acton (Canada) asked whether the Secretariat had enough
interpreters to cover the day and night sessions which his Committee
expected to hold,
Mr. Gross (Secretary of the Conference) replied that the
Secretariat had been expecting such a request and had already arranged its
work accordingly.
Mr * Acton (Canada) stated that, under those conditions, he hoped
to have finished the major part of his work by 11 p.m. on Tuesday evening,
and that his Committee would begin studying Document 218 , which would no
dount be severely amended, on the following day*
He asked whether the Secretariat could help the Committee in its
drafting work from time to time as amendments were made to the texts under
discussion.
Mr* Gross (Secretary of the Conference) replied that Mr. Stead
and Mr. Corbaz, Technical Secretaries of the Conference, had been seconded
to Committee 7 5 one of them would be present at every meeting and would do
what was required.
Mr. Acton (Canada) thanked Mr. Gross.
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The Chairman was happy to welcome Mr* Pederson back to Geneva
and gave him the floor,
Mr, Pedersen (Denmark) said that Committee 8 , of which he was
Chairman, would still have much work to do, but experiencehad shown that
it was almost impossible for his Committee to meet at a time when interest
was focused on Committee 7, which almost all Delegates attended. For that
reason, Committee 8 could not meet until the end of the week.
The Chairman estimated that Committee 8 would need ten days to
finish its work and asked Mr. Pedersen if ho agreed.
Mr. Pedersen (Denmark), Chairman of Committee 8 , replied that he
had been expecting his Committee's work to last fourteen days, but that he
would do his best.
Mr. Dromel de Cle.ioulx (France), Chairman of Committee 4, renewed
his appeal to all the Chairmen for the texts submitted to the Drafting
Committee to be drawn up in the form in which they were to be included in
the Final Acts, which would facilitate his task.
Tho meeting rose at 7 p.m.

Rapporteur:
G. Tripet

Ge

Tho Secretary of tho Conference:
Gerald C. Gross

Approved:
The Chairman,
J.D.H, van dor Tcorn
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The Credentials Committee hr.3*held five meetings; the reports of
which are contained in Documents 40 (and Corrigendum Noe l), 45, 68, 95
(and Corrigendum No. l), 142 and 227.

2.

Certain delegates having expressed the opinion that, in accordance
with Administrative Council Resolution No. 193, credentials should
indicate whether the delegation concerned had the right to sign the Final
Acts of the Conference, a Norking Group was set
tip to examine the
question. The opinion of this Working Group, contained in Document 24,
was to the effect that : nthe specification of any delegation*s
authority in regard to voting, signing acts, or taking any other actions
in the course of the Conference, is considered to be a matter to bs
decided between the delegation and its government.u Document 24 was
accepted by the Credentials Committee, the Delegate of Italy observing,
however, that the opinion of the Working Group did not seem to him to be
in accordance with Resolution No. 193.

3»

A list of the delegations and observers, the credentials of which
were found to be in order, is attached as Annex I to this report.

A*

The Credentials Committee draws the attention of the Plenary
Assembly to the following special cases s
b) China
The representatives of the USSR and Roumanian PR opposed
accepting the credentials on the grounds that they had not been
issued by the responsible Chinese authorities (see Statements in
Annexes I, II and III to Document 40). The Delegate of the USSR
having put forward a proposal to this effect, a motion of order
was submitted on the grounds that such a proposal was outside the
competence of the Committee. By a roil call vote, the Committee
decided that the USSR proposal was not within its competence, and
the credentials of the Chinese Delegation woro accepted as
submitted.

Cp
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b)

Torritories of the United States of America

Tho credentials of the Territories of the United States of America,
as originally submitted, had the following special features :
(&)

the fact that members of the U.S. Delegation had been appointed
as representatives of the Territories of the U.S.A. 5

(ii)

that the credentials were signed by the Head of the U.S. Dele
gation.

After some discussion, during which the representative of the
Secretariat drew attention to Resolution Wo* 197 of the Administrative
Council, the Committee decided to accept these credentials.
Subsequently, however, modified credentials were received from
'Washington naming two delegates to represent the U.S.A. Territories and with-s
drawing these two delegates from the U.S. Delegation. These credentials
were found, to be in order end were substituted for the credentials pre
viously submitted,
c)

Burma

The Ministry for Foreign Affairs at Rangoon had announced that
Burma would be represented by Messrs, Rao, Sastry and Sundaram.' The
Committee noted that those gentlemen were already representing India at
the Conference, but, in view of the decision taken on the original
credentials of the Delegation of tho Territories of the U.S.A., agreed that
the decision of the Burmese Government was acceptable.
d)

Iceland

In a similar way a letter from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Ireland authorising the Delegation of Canada to represent Ireland was
accepted by the Committee©
e)
•

Lebanon
mu

a— >

A letter from the Administration of Lebanon authorising the Dele
gation of Saudi-Arabia to represent Lebanon was also accepted by the
Committee.
f)

Luxembourg

While forwarding credentials for a delegate, the Luxembourg
Administration had indicated that that delegate would be unable to attend
the Conference during its early stages. In the meantime, Luxembourg would,
be represented by the Belgian Delegation*

Cp

The Viet-Nam was originally invited to the Conference as observer,
and the credentials of its Delegation were accepted on this basis.
The Viet-Nam since became a full Member of the Union and the
credentials of its Delegation, after re-examination, were found to provide
for the change in status, and to be in order.
h)

Yemen

Credentials of Yemen, received by telegram, were accepted subject
to confirmation by letter. Such confirmation not having been received at
the time of the 5th footing of the Committee, the matter is submitted to the
Plenary Assembly.

In concluding this report, the Chairman wishes to express
his sincere thanks tb all the members of the Committee who have collaborated
in the work and in particular to Mr* Clarkson, Chairman of the Working Group,
to Messrs© Burtz and Lalung-Bonnaire, rapporteurs, to Mr* C* Stead, of the
Secretariat, and to the interpreters.

The Rapporteur
Leon Burtz

Chairman of Committoe 2
Dr* E<» Motzlor
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A N N E X

I

List of Credentials found to be in order

A . Administrations
Albania (People’s Republic of)
Saudi Arabia (Kingdom of)
Argentine Republic
Australia (Commonwealth, of)
Austria
Belgium
Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republic
Burma
Represented by India
Bolivia
Brazil
Bulgaria (People's'Republic of)
Canada
Ceylon
Chile
China
Vatican City (State of)
Colombia (Republic of)
Colonies, Protectorates, Oversea Territories
and Territories under mandate or trusteeship
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland
Belgian Congo and Territories of Ruanda Urundi
Costa Rica
Cuba
Denmark
Dominican Republic
Egypt
Spain
United States of America
Ethiopia
Finland
France
Greece
Haiti (Republic of)
Hungarian People’s Republic
India
Indonesia (Republic of)
Iran
Ireland
Represented by Canada
Iceland
Israel (State of)
Italy
Japan
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Lebanon
Represented by Saudi Arabia
Luxembourg
Mexico
Monaco
Nicaragua
Norway
New Zealand
Pakistan.
Panama
Paraguay .
Netherlands, Surinam, Netherlands
Antilles and New Guinea
Peru
Philippines (Republic of the)
Poland (Republic of)
Portugal
French Protectorates of Morocco and Tunisia
Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
Roumanian People's Republic
United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland
Sweden
Swiss Confederation
Czechoslovakia
Territories of the United States of America
Oversea Territories of the French Republic
and Territories administered as such
Portuguese Oversea Territories
Thailand
Turkey
Union of South Africa and Territory of
South West Africa
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Uruguay (Oriental Republic of) '
Venezuela (United States of)
Viet Nam
Yemen *) '
Spanish Zone of Morocco and the totality
of Spa.nish Possessions

*)

Subject to written confirmation
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B . Observers
a) Authorities
American Zone of Occupation in Germany )
British
" ”
"
n
n
)combined delegation
French
«' M
"
"
"
)
Soviet Zone of Occupation in Germany
b)

United Nations and Specialised Agencies
United Nations
International Civil Aviation Organisation
World Meteorological Organisation

c)

International Organisations
European Broadcasting Union (EBU)
Internationa]. Chamber of Shipping (l*C.S.)'
International Air Transport Association (IATA)
International Broadcasting Organisation (OIR)
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REPORT
by Working Group 8 (ad hoc)
to Committee 8

Committee 8 gave the following terms of reference to Group 8 ad hoc?
"To study the draft resolution submitted by Belgium in Document 99,
taking into consideration the comments made during the fourth
meeting of Committee 8 and to,present a report to this Committee &11
The Group devoted two meetings to this question and arrived at the
following conclusions:
U

Draft resolution submitted by Belgium
To facilitate agreement, the Delegation of Belgium submitted an
amended text of its draft resolution to the Group and, at the Chairman's
suggestion> agreed also to delete the second paragraph of the considerations
in the original draft*
The final text of the draft resolution submitted by Belgium roads as
follows;
11The Conference,
considering
that its terms of reference, as proposed by the Administrative
Council, approved by the great majority of the Members of the Union and
finally adopted by the Conference, clearly indicate that the great majority
of the Members of tho ITU intend to take all necessary decisions concerning
the procedures and effective dates of implementation of certain provisions
of Article 47 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations (item 3 of the Agenda),
resolves
that it is indispensable to adapt Article 47 of the Radio Regulations
to the situation which will arise as a result of the decisions taken by the
Extraordinary Conference*11

11 •

Is an Extraordinary Administrative Conference authorized to revise the
Administrative Regulations which concern it?
i i « i M t o < m m « iiif
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1*
Before studying the now text of the draft resolution submitted by
Belgium, the Group considered whether an Extraordinary Administrative
Conference was legally authorized to revise an
Administrative Regulation*

Gn
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2.
Study of the background of the treaty provisions regarding the re*
vision of Administrative Regulations (Document 165 submitted by Italy)
revealed that three categories of Administrative Conferences were covered
by the draft provisions prepared by the Moscow Telecommunication Conference,
1946, viz.*
a) administrative conferences (with no further specification),
meeting every four years at the same place and concurrently with the
Plenipotentiary Conference 5
b)

extraordinary administrative conferences, which might be convened!
(1) when so decided by the previous Administrative or Pleni
potentiary Conference, which fixed their time and place of meet
ing; or
(2) when at least twenty Members of the Union had communicated
their desire for such a conference to the Chairman of the Adminis
trative Council* The Administrative Council would then, after
consultation with the Members of the Union, fix the time and
place of the Conference*

c) administrative conferences with limited agenda, which might be
convened:
(1) when so decided by the previous Administrative or Pleni
potentiary Conference, which fixed their time and place of meeting;
or
(2) upon the motion of the Administrative Council, or when at
least ten Members of the Union had communicated their desire for
such a conference to the Chairman of the Administrative Council*
The Administrative Council would then, after consultation with
the Members of the Union, fix the time and place of the Conference.
The time should be not less than three months nor more than six
months after the distribution of the specific and detailed agenda
to which the work of the Conference would be limited. The pro
visions of the Radio, Telegraph and Telephone Administrative Regu
lations could be subject to revision by Administrative Conferences
other than the limited Administrative Conferences*
3*
The Atlantic City Plenipotentiary Conference, which took the Moscow
draft Convention as a working basis, as proposed by the Working Group of the
Committee, adopted the provisions appearing in Article 11, paragraph 3, of
the Atlantic City Convention, merging the Extraordinary Administrative
Conferences and the Conferences with limited agenda into a single category,
without adding any restriction on the revision of the Administrative Regu
lations which concerned them*
4*
The Group then studied the provisions of Articles 11 and 13 of the
International Telecommunication Convention and Chapters 2/4 - 1/4 and 5 of
the General Regulations annexed thereto, without being able to reach agree
ment onthe interpretation of these texts. The following two opinions were
expressed and are herewith submitted to tho Committee for consideration:
5*

Gn

First opinioni The Delegations of Belgium, the United States of
America, Indonesia, Italy, Norway, New Zealand, the Phillippines,
the French Protectorate of Morocco and Tunisia, the United
Kingdom and the United States Territories were of the opinion that:

» 3 •**
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(a)aii Extraordinary Administrative Conference is authorised to revise
the Regulations concerning it, if it is included in, or an outcome
of, the questions for treatment and solution on the conference
agenda, proposed by the Administrative Council and adopted by the
majority of the Administrations Members of the Union and if the
Conference recognizes the necessity of the revision, as a conse
quence of decisions taken0
The revised texts of the Regulations must be approved by the
Administrations before implementation (Article 13, para, 3 of the
Convention);
(b)our Conference is in the above position* since items 2 and 3 of
its Agenda enjoin it inter alia to take all necessary decisions
concerning the procedures and effective dates of implementation
of those parts of the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table for
which the Conference cannot draw up a new frequency list and will
therefore have to adopt new methods?
(c)on the above points, the Administrations expressed their opinions
before the Conference and made proposals which were coordinated
and synthesized by the IFRB and published in booklets A to H of
the comments and in three booklets of proposals for the preparation
of new 'methods* The Administrations were unable to submit proposals
quoting the Chapters, Articles and paragraphs of the Radio Regu
lations that might have to be revised (Chapter 5 of the General
Regulations), since such proposals could not be drawn up until it
was known what decisions the present Conference would reach;
(d)the Conference consequently is authorized to revise the provisions
of the Radio Regulations if necessary, as a consequence of the
decisions which will be taken on the matters included in the Agenda.
Discussion of the Belgian Delegation^ proposal can be treated
when the work of the Committees is more advanced, •
6.

Second opinion: The Delegations of the PR of Albania, the PR of
Bulgaria, the Bielorussian SSR, the Hungarian PR, the Republic of
Poland, the Roumanian PR, Czechoslovakia, the Ukrainian SSR and
the USSR made statements which, at their request, are annexed
hereto,

7,
In general iit may be said that all these Delegations are of the same
opinion as the Delegations of the USSR, the Bielorussian SSR and the
Ukrainian SSR, who, after examining Article 11 of the Convention, consider
that an Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference could not revise
the administrative regulations concerning it unless the following three
conditions were fulfilled?
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(a) such revision should be included in the Agenda of the conference 5
(b)the Administrations should be requested to send in their views
on the subject of the proposed revision;
(c)delegates should have received the necessary powers from their
governments.
8.
Since these three conditions are not fulfilled,,the above Delegationsv
are of the opinion that this Conference cannot proceed to revise the Radio
Regulations and that the draft resolution subnitted bv Belgium is in con~
‘flict with the Convention and consequently ,out of order.

The Chairman of Working Group S ad hoes
Go Gneme

Gn

5 (Doc* 234 - E)

A N N EX:

I

Statement by tho Delegations; of.the USSR and the, Bielorussian SSR
"The Delegations of the, USSR and the Bielofusslan SSR have
made a careful study of Document D*T. 89 and consider it riecessary to point
out the clearly illegal and unsubstantiated nature of the amended text
of the Belgian resolution as well as of the considerations advanced in
Document D*T* 89 purporting to substantiate the "legality** of the Belgian
proposal.
1.

Comments on the amended text of the Belgian Resolution

It should be recalled that the Administrative Council
is an OxecUtive and not a legislative body of the Union. It has made no
proposals regarding the .terms of reference (as it is erroneously asserted
in the Belgian proposal) nor had it any right to do so. It merely
proposed an Agenda.
Paragraph 3 (2.) of Article 11 of the Convention states
clearly that "the Administrative Council, with the concurrence of a
majority of the Members of the Union shall' determine" the agenda of the
Conference (but not its terms of reference). Consequently, the Members
of the Union in their replies to the telegram from the Secretary General
of the ITU gave their consent only to the Agenda of the Conference (but
not their approval of the terms of reference)*
In agreeing to the Agenda, the Members of the Union did not
give their consent to the revision of the Regulations or of any of its
articles. One reason why they did not do so was that the question of the
revision of the Regulations did not appear in the agenda at all. Let us
glance at the agenda; there is no item relating to the revision of the

It is perfectly clear that had the question of the revision of
the Regulations been included in the Agenda,. the Members of the Union
would probably have received concrete proposals regarding the matter*
It is known that there were no such concrete proposals during the
preparatory stage of the Conference and that there are none now, on
24 October*
Consequently, the assertion contained in the preamble to
the Belgian Resolution does not correspond to reality*
Be
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2.
It should be noted that although the Agenda of the Conference
does not contain an item relating to the revision of the Regulations, the
text of a certain part of the Agenda is contrary to the Convention and
Regulations| i.e#i
a) The proposal by the Administrative Council set out under
Item 3 of the Agenda is directly contrary to the provisions of Article 47
of the Radio Regulations* The Regulations stipulate that the Table can
only be implemented as a whole (and not part by part), and that only
simultaneously with the bringing into force of an approved International
Frequency list* This shows that Item 3 (and, incidentally, Item 5 of the
Agenda) is illegal since it contravenes the Regulations*
b) The functions and competence of the Administrative Council
are clearly defined in Article 5 of the Convention. Paragraphs 10 and 11
of that Article show that the Administrative Council is called upon only
to assist the Members of the Union to fulfil the,provisions of the
Convention and the Regulations and that the Administrative Council may
carry out its functions only within the framework of the Convention and
Regulations* This shows once more that Item 3 of the Agenda as proposed
by the Administrative Council constitutes a complete contravention of the
provisions of Article 5 (paragraphs 10 and 11) and is therefore invalid*
3*
The proposal contained in the Belgian resolution, in defiance
of common sense and the most elementary legal arguments, presents the
question "upside down", "the wrong way up". It is not Article LI of the
Regulations which must be "brought into line" with the decisions of the
Conference (as proposed in the Belgian Resolution) but the other wav round,
i.e* the decisions of the Conference must be made to conform to the Conven
tion and Regulations* That is the most elementary truism* Therefore,
the illegality of the Belgian resolution is perfectly clear*
4#

Is the present Conference entitled to revise the Regulations?

Let us consider this question exclusively from the legal
point of view. To do this we must refer to the Convention which forms
the Constitution of the International Telecommunication Union.
Incidentally, it should be pointed out that there is no necessity whatso
ever in this case to refer to the decisions taken at previous Conferences
(as is being done in Documents 165 and D.T, S9).
The Convention is the only legal basis, the only completely
valid document in forceT adopted and ratified by the Members of the Union.
The Convention provides a clear answer to the question.
Paragraph 1 (1) of Article 11 of the Convention states clearly
that the Regulations may be revised only by an Administrative Conference.
Be
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The next paragraph, paragraph 2, gives a clear definition
of the term ’’Administrative Conference"# It states that "the Administrative
Conferences shall meet at the same place and at the same time as the
Plenipotentiary Conference, in general, every five years." What is such
a Conference called? It is called an Ordinary Administrative Conference.
Therefore, the Regulations may be revised only by an Ordinary Administrative
Conference. Paragraph 3 of Article 11 of the Convention (which sets forth
provisions regarding an Extraordinary Administrative Conference) contains
no indication that the revision of the Regulations form part of the task
of ah Extraordinary Conference,
What are the conditions necessary to enable An Extraordinary Administrative
Conference to revise, the Regulations?
The following conditions are obligatory:

a)
that the question of the revision of the Regulations b
included in the Agenda of the Extraordinary Administrative Conference.
As regards our Conference, it is known that this condition has not been
fulfilled.
b)That the Members of the Union be informed that.it is proposed
to include the question of the revision of the Regulations in the Agenda of
the Conference, and requested, in conformity with Article 1, paragraph 4
of the General Regulations, to submit, within a period of four months,
their comments and proposals relating to such revision of the Regulations.
It is known that this condition has likewise not been fulfilled
as regards the present Conference.
c) That the Governments of the Members of the Union, bearing
in mind the examination of the revision of the Regulations by the
Extraordinary Conference in accordance with its Agenda, should empower
their delegations to revise the Regulations. As is known, this condition
has also not been fulfilled.
It is clear from the above that the present Conference is not
entitled to revise the Regulations.
Thus, the illegal nature of the proposals contained in the
Belgian Resolution and the unfounded character of the arguments advanced
by the Working Group, are made clear.
The Delegations of the USSR and the Bielorussian SSR consider
that, on the basis of the above facts, the Ad Hoc Group should state
clearly that the Belgian Resolution,being contrary to the Convention,
cannot be recommended to the Conference and must be rejected.
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AMEX 2
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF- THE UKRAINIAN S.S.R*

The Delegation cf the Ukrainian S.S.R. thinks there is little
difference between the new draft of the resolution proposed by Belgium and
the original; like the original, the new draft proposes changing, in an
illegal manner, the provisions of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations in
relation with the decisions taken by the Extraordinary Conference. That is
an irregular and illegal way of tackling the problem^ for the decisions
reached by the present Conference must be in harmony With the provisions of
the Convention and not in contradiction to them# The Delegation of the
Ukrainian S.S.R. is opposed to the Belgian proposal because, in accordance
With the procedure laid down by the Convention and the conditions under ,
which the Conference was prepared, the Conference has no right, in general,
to consider such a proposal.
The Convention gives no indication that the revision of the
Regulations is one of the tasks falling to Extraordinary Administrative Conferences.
However , even if such a task were included in the agenda of the
Conference, paragraph 4 of Chapter 1 and Chapter 5 of the General Regula
tions, concerning the procedure for the presentation of proposals fdr
consideration by the Conference, would have to be respected; in other words,
all proposals, the adoption of which will require revision of the text of
the Convention or Regulations, must carry references identifying by Chapter,
Article or Paragraph number, those parts of the text which will require such
revision, and the Administrations of all Members of the Union must be
requested to forward their proposals for the revision.'of any Article of the
Regulations within a period of four months *
The question of the revision of Article 47 of the Regulations was
not included in the draft agenda of the Conference communicated, to the
Members of the Union by telegram by the Secretary General on 16 September
19500 The Members of the Union were not asked to make any proposals on the
matter and therefore did not consider it or send any proposals.
The Delegates at the Conference would have to have special powers,
delivered by the Governments of the Members of the Union and authorizing
them t® revise the Regulations.
From the check of credentials made in Committee 2, it was'obvious
that no delegate is authorized to revise the Regulations; it is therefore .
obvious that there was no question of considering the matter.
It should also be noted that the Convention and the Regulations
annexed thereto were ratified by the Governments nf the Members of the
Union and obviously there could be no question cf revising the Regulations
at an Ordinary Administrative. Conference unless the Governments of the
Members of the Union had first studied the mture of the proposed amendments
of the Regulations, which must be submitted for that purpose in a concrete
form.
Bl.
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Only after study could the Governments express an opinion as to the
possibility Of revision.
From the above it follows that the Conference is not competent to
revise the Regulations.
CONCLUSIONS
The Radio Regulations (as a whole) and their various Articles can
be revised by an Ordinary Administrative Conference, The Regulations
cannot be revised at the present Conference, because the question of
revision was not specially included in the agenda of the Conference and
consequently the Members of the Union did not give their delegates the
necessary powers to revise the Regulations and also because the Governments
of the Members of the Union have not studied concrete proposals for
amendments of the Regulations in general and Article 47 in particular.
The new draft of the resolution submitted by Belgium should
therefore be rejected as contrary to the Convention and Regulations.

Delegation of the Ukrainian S*S,R,
(signed)

Bl*

G, Ouspensky
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ANNEX

3

STATEMENT BY THE P.R. OF ALBANIA & THE P.R, OF BULGARIA

”The Delegate of the P.R, of Bulgaria and the P.R, ®f Albania
reserves the right to make a statement in Committee 8 concerning the
Report of this Group,
This Ielegation endorses the views expressed by the USSR
Delegation as regards Document D.T, 89,
Moreover, the P.F.B* ceased to exist, from a legal point of
view, in 1950* The Delegation of the P,R, of Bulgaria and the P.R. of
Albania will revert to this question in due course,”

Ch

ANNEX

L

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE HUNGARIAN P.R*

nMr. Chairman,
Inasmuch as the Delegation of the Hungarian P.R* considers that '
the draft report by the Ad Hoc Working Group is contrary to the Convention
and has no legal basis, I would request you to mention in your report
the fact that the Delegation of the Hungarian P.R* is unable to approve
Document D.T* 89n.
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ANNEX

5

"The Delegation of the Republic of Poland fully shares the views
expressed by the USSR Delegation regarding the substance of.Document'
DoT* 89 and considers that Document D.T. 89 in its present form is
altogether unacceptable and must at least be re-examined and co-ordinated
with the provisions of the Convention and the Radio Regulations by which
we are bound."

Ch
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ANNEX

6

Statement by the Delegation of the Roumanian PR
The Delegation of the Roumanian PR considered that the draft report by
Ad Hoc Working Group 8 contained in D.T. 89 is based on incorrect principles.
The conclusions set out therein are unfair and illegal*
Our opinion is founded on the following considerations i
1.
The proposal by the Delegation of Belgium is based on Item 3 of the
Agenda, which is directly contrary to paragraph 1076, Article 47, of the
Radio Regulations, since it suggests methods for the implementation of parbs
of the Atlantic City Table and of certain articles, paragraphs and appendices,
before a new International Frequency List has been established.
Even the fact that such an item was placed on the Agenda by the
Administrative Council is illegal and outside the scope of the Administrative
Council, as we have already pointed out in Committee 8. The Council is, in
fact, an administrative executive body of the I.T.U. and it is not authorized
to change the Convention and the Regulations or to make proposals to that
effect. Paragraph 5 of Article 10 of the Convention lays down the duties
of the Council and specifies that it should take all steps to facilitate
the implementation of the decisions df the Plenipotentiary Conference, Con
sequently, it should emphasize the need to respect the provisions of Article
47 of the Radio Regulations and should not make proposals which are contrary
thereto.
2.
As regards the right to revise the Radio Regulations, only an ordinary
administrative conference is entitled to do so, (See Article 11 of the
Convention). Such a conference should meet at the same time and in the same
place as the Plenipotentiary Conference, as a general rule, every five years.
Our Conference, therefore, does not fulfil the requisite conditions.
3.
Is our Conference entitled, as an exception, to contemplate the
revision of the Radio Regulations?
The reply to this question is obviously
in the negative. The General Regulations prescribe, in point 4 of Chapter I,
that the Secretary General shall request the administrations of all Members
to put forward their proposals for the work of the Conference within a
period of four months.
The Secretary General shall assemble them and
forward them to all Members of the Union* This provision, intended for
Plenipotentiary Conferences is equally valid for administrative conferences 5
viz, paragraph 7 of Chapter II§
Moreover, point 2 of Chapter IV stipulates
that a period of six weeks shall be allowed for the receipt of comments from
Members of the Union in the case of an ordinary administrative radio confer
ence.
Thus, it is quite clear that information concerning the work of the
Conference, i.e. the items on the agenda, must be forwarded without delay
to the various administrations and that the latter must submit their comments
thereon within a reasonable period of time. This procedure is appropriate
in view of the fact that administrations must be allowed sufficient time
for preparation before broaching the various problems.

3i
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This applies even more in the case of an amendment to be made to the
Regulations, a question of particular importance, as is proved by the fact
that it is referred to in the beginning of Article 11 as being a matter
for administrative conferences to deal with* However, none of these
conditions has been fulfilled here, and the agenda does not contain any
item relating to the amendment of the Radio Regulations* It should be
pointed out once more that item 3 of the agenda reads: 11to take all
necessary decisions concerning the procedures and effective dates of
implementation."
No one can compel us to take illegal decisions.
For the above reasons, our delegation ’
the report by Ad Hoc Working Group 8

S i

categorically objects to

a m S M E T BY THE DSIjDGATION OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA *

’•The Delegation of Czechoslovakia entirely endorses the opinion
expressed by the honourable Head of the USSR Delegation in his detailed
and accurate analysis* We consider it necessary to comment on some of the
views expressed by other Delegates during the discussions*
First of all, we would refer to the statement made by the honourable
Delegate of the United States, who said that there were two trends of
opinion with regard to the interpretation of various paragraphs of the
Convention and the Regulations* In our opinion, the letter and the meaning
of the Convention and of the Regulations are clear and we ourselves and all
conferences, committees and the Administrative Council should act in accord
ance with these provisions*
The honourable Delegates of the United Kingdom and of the Philippines,
and you yourself, Mr* Chairman, have Expressed the opinion that the resolution
of the Administrative Council gave our Conference the right to revise the
Radio Regulations* Article 5 of the Convention, part B, clearly defines the
duties of the Administrative Council* Point 1 of paragraph 10 (page 6) of
the Convention states that nthe Administrative Council shall be responsible
for taking all steps to facilitate the implementation of the provisions of
the Convention, of the Radio Regulations and of the decisions of the
Plenipotentiary ConferenceH* There is nothing in the Convention to indicate
that the Council is entitled to make attempts to infringe the Convention or
the Regulations* The functions of the Council are purely administrative and
executive* Consequently, the Council has no right to propose that the
Conference take steps which are tantamount to flagrant, violations of our
basic law, that is to say, of the Convention*
Therefore, and for the further reasons advanced by the Delegate of
the USSR, our Delegation objects to the adoption of Document D*T* 89 "•
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Corrigendum N o .l to
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Document N° 235-E
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RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMMITEEA

CORRIGENDUM N° 1 TO DOCUMENT N° 235-E
COMMITTEE 6
REPORT OF THE SIXTH MEETING
23 October 1951, 3 pm,

1.

Concerns Spanish text only*

2*

Concerns English and Spanish texts only.
Page 1, para. 1*2, delete "Mr.Rao" *
substitute tfMr, Raeno

3.

Qonoarna’all i&xte :
delete present paragraph 1^15, replace by the following :

1*15*

nThe Delegate of the United Kingdom gave the opinion of his
Delegation :
Alteraatixe,,.4 requires substantial clearance of all the ship
frequency bands* In other words, it would be necessary to clear a relatively
large space in the spectrum before any ship frequency was transferred.
During that time the shipping companies would be required to spend large
sums of money on altering their equipment without anyguarantee, thatis to
say, without knowing when these bands will beimplemented0 This maybe 3,
A > 5 years hence or even longer.> During this waiting period, the present
bands will undoubtedly become more congested than they are already and under
this procedure it will be impossible' to obtain any improvement whatsoever.
A]Jbernative__B on the other hand proposes a progressive implement- ,
stion* The calling bands would first of all be cleared, then the bands for
cargo ships and finally those for passenger ships * Thi3 method has many
advantages over Alternative A* Its chief advantage is that it will fit
conveniently into the method that is likely to be. adopted by Committee 7 for
the fixed and broadcasting services (Document 131)0 During the interim
phase it would be possible to implement the ship bands in three stages and
the final implementation of the Coast Station Assignment Plan can be carried
out during the final' phase,. It has the further advantage that it commences
by clearing very small ship bands which should be a practical possibility
and provides for their Implementation as they are cleared, thereby giving
the maritime mobile service the advantage of the Atlantic City exclusive ship

*»» 2 ***
(Coriag* No 1 to Doc* N° 235-E)

bands at the earliest possible date and the opportunity to introduce the
method of working contained in Section V of Article 33• Another advantage
is that money spent gradually by the companies would be less likely to have
been spent in vain*”
A.

Concerns all texts :

Paragraph 2*6, delete all before and including "4- October”•
(approximately 8 lines), replace by the following :
”2*6 Mr, Billington, Chairman of Working Group 6b , stated that
Document 177 was a list of assignments by stations for the maritime mobile
telephone service, compiled in accordance with the Allocation Plan by
countries approved by this Committee on 4 October* He pointed out that this
document with its two corrigenda had been adopted at the last meeting of
Working Group 6b by 34- votes to 9 against, with 3 abstentions*”
5*

Concerns all texts :
Paragraph 2«7, second line, delete ’’Dpcument 177”
substitute ’’Document 176” P
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Document 235 - E
27 October 1951
EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 6
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 6
REPORT OF THE SIXTH MEETING
23 October 1951 at 3 P.m.

The meeting was opened at 3 p*m®
1.

CONSIDERATION OF DOCUMENT 202 (Second Report of Working Group 6B - Maritime
Mobile Service).~
1.1

The Chairman gave the floor to Mr# Billington, Chairman of Working
Group 6B, who introduced Document 202.

1.2
Mr. Billington said he had little to add to tho document, which
gave an excellentsummary of thevarious aspects
of the maritime mobile
service.
He drew theCommittee’sattention
tothe alternatives set out in
paragraphs 6 b) and 7.
In the latter paragraph, in particular, thoro was
a considerable difference between the two methods proposed.
It would
therefore be helpful to Committee 8 if the two methods wore to be discussed
at the present meeting, since they were diametrically opposed.
He thanked Mr. Rao and the members of the ad hoc Group.
1.3
The Chairman said that a number of Delegations were opposed to
Document 202 as a whole, and that there were two different trends of opinion
among those Delegations who favoured the document.
He therefore suggested,
in the interest of orderly discussion, that those Delegations which opposed
Document 202 should moke their statements at the beginning of tho meeting,
and that afterwards those who were in favour of the document should discuss
it so that its final form could be decided.
1.4

The Delegate of the Republic of Poland mode tho following statement:

11After the examination of Document D.T. 76 on 16 October 1951, the
Delegation of tho Republic of Poland voted against its adoption.
We did so for tho following reasons:
1.
Document D.T. 76 introduces two absolutely new concepts, i.e.
"frequency assignments notified" and "frequency assignments registered".
Since there is no mention in the Atlantic City Convontion and the Radio
Regulations annexed thereto of the definitions proposod by Working Group 6B,
it is absolutely clear that these definitions have been created ortifjbiaHy
and are contrary to the provisions laid down by the above-mentioned
documents of the International Telecommunication Union.
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2.
What then is the hidden aim of this basic proposal contained in
Document D.T* 76 and repeated in Document 202?
That aim is perfectly clear.
It is supposed that the authors of Document 202 fully realize that, oven if
they are successful in establishing somo sort of an ersatz draft now
International Prequoncy List, frequencies will bo allocated at random, with
the exception only of privileged frequencies, and that* moreover, there will
be no international protection from interference.
Since radio circuits must, nevertheless, be operatod, it must be
supposed that the ’’registered frequencies” will get better protection from
interference than frequencies which have been merely ’’notified”. Today it
is only possible to guess who will receive ’’registered” frequencies at the
exponse of ’’notified” frequencies.
However, this does not alter the fact
that all the countries Members of the Telecommunication Union are fully
entitled to the same degree of international protection from interference
for all the frequencies utilized by them.
The creation of any privileged
frequency assignment whatsoever to the advantage of certain countries at
the expense of other countries is altogether contrary to the basic principles
of tho Membership of countries in the International Telecommunication Union.
Wo ore against such discriminatory methods and proposals.
3m
Further, Document 202 is devoted to the problem of the difficulties
which will arise in the changeover from the existing assignments of
frequencies to the now frequencies.
We consider that if the draft new
International Frequency List were established on the basis of fair principles
in accordance with the provisions of the Convention and the Radio Regulations,
if the draft of such a list were coordinated among Administrations, if the
coordinated list were approved by on Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference
and if then, and only then, on organized changeover to the Atlantic City
Table were effected, no difficulties whatsoever would be encountered.
If, however, we were to act in the same way as the ’’majority” of
our Conference, i.e. to rechannel and to re-assign frequencies and to make
proposals infringing the principles of the Convention and the Radio
Regulations, then no positive results could be expected from such actions.
4*
articles
Document
List has
contrary

As regards the proposal contained in Document 202 that the numerous
and paragraphs of the Radio Regulations set out in Part D of
202 be brought into force before the draft new International Frequeney
been prepared and approved, we consider this proposal to be directly
to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations.

In view of the above, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland
considers that Document 202, as well as D.T.76, is unacceptable and will
vote against its adoption.”
1*5
The Chairman pointed out to the Delegate of Poland that no
notification in Annex B concerned his Administration.

Ge
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1*6

The Delegate of the P.R. of Bulgaria and the P.R. of Albania made
the following statements
"Mr, Chairman,

During the discussions which took place on 16 October 1951 in
Working Group 6B concerning Document D.T.76, the Delegations of tho P.R. of
Albania and the P.R. of Bulgaria voted against the adoption of that document
as such, which is contrary to the Radio Regulations.
Our Delegations consider that there has been no change since then
and wo wish to give briefly our opinion on the report of Working Group 6B
(Document 202) which is now “under discussion.
This document proposes that the maritime mobile plan be implemented
separately although the International Frequency List has not yet boon drawn
up and approved.
Our Delegations arc categorically opposed to such a proposal, since
it is in flagrant contradiction with tho Radio Regulations (Article 47) •
The document proposes the implementation of the following Articles,
Numbers and Appendices of tho Radio Regulations t parts of Articles 10, 11
and 17 roferring to the maritime mobile service, Nos. 232, 263, 264, 265,
266, 267, 268 , 270 , 271, 272, 277 , 447, 451, 460, 461, 462 , 472, 573 , 580,
581, 590, 597, 621 and Section V of Article 33, SectionsI and III of
Article 34 and Appendices 1, 3,
4, 5, 6, 8, 10 and 12 relatingto the
maritime service.
This proposal is in contradiction with the Radio Regulations,
Article 47, and we consider it unacceptable and illegal.
Document 202 proposes
to apply the statutes forthe registration
and notification of frequencies, although tho International Frequency List
has not yet been drawn up and approved.
We consider that this proposal, as such, is strictly contrary to
the Radio Regulations.
In view of the above, the Delegations of the P.R. of Albania and
the P.R. of Bulgaria are opposed to the acceptance of Document 202 and propose
that it should be rejected by the Committee.
Should Document 202 be put to the vote, our Delegations will vote
against its acceptance.”
1,7

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:
”Mr. Chairman,

Docm=at 202 wSiioh we
now studying is unacceptable to our
Administration for the following reasons:

Go
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1) The document attempts a distinction between tho status of notification
and that of registration before the preparation and approval of tho new
International Frequency List, which is in contradiction with tho Radio Regulations.
2) The Articles and paragraphs mentioned in number 1076 of the Radio
Regulations cannot be brought into force before the preparation and approval of
tho new International Frequency List. Tho attempts shown in Document 202 are
consequently illogal.
3) The some illegality is characteristic of tho attempts to inplomont
isolated plans or isolated parts of the Atlantic City Table. Those attempts are
in diroct contradiction with Article 47 of the Radio Regulations.
For those reasons, Document 202 is unacceptable and we support the
proposal for its-ro.faction;1*
1*8

Tho Delegate of tho Roumanian P.R* made the following statement:

"Examination of Docunont 202 will show that Working Group 6B has token
no account of any of tho observations wo made at the Working Group*s fifth mooting
on 16 October and that tho document contains a whole sorios of illegal proposals
which cannot obtain tho agrooment of our Delegation.
I quote the following as examples:
1.
Section B of Document 202 makes a distinction between tho status of
notification and that of registration, to be valid as from now.
Howevor, those
statutos are strictly dofined in Article 11 of the Radio Regulations and cono
into forco only after the preparation and approval of tho now International
Frequency List.
Nobody givos us the right to discuss now the statutos of
notification and registration, thereby infringing tho Atlantic City decisions,
as the Working Group proposes.
2.
Soction D, item 3> speaks of the implementation of separate plans and
parts of plans for the maritime mobile services, whereas not even the possibilities
of meeting tho requirements of tho other services aro as yet known; in addition,
this is diametrically opposed to Article 47 of tho Radio Regulations which lays
down the implementation of tho whole Atlantic City Table at tho same time as the
completo International Frequency List.
Discussion of separate plans and parts
of plans is thus out of tho question.
3*
Soction D also speaks of tho implementation of various Articles and
numbers of tho Radio Regulations, such as Articles 10, 11, 17, numbers 232, 263,
264, 265, oto., which is cloorly in contradiction with Article 47, paragraph
1076, \ M c h states, on the contrary, that these Articles and numbers must come
into force at tho same time as the International Frequency List.
Those few examples show that the Working Group is endeavouring to
obtain your approval of proposals which aro categorically illogal and a diroct
infringement of tho provisions of the Atlantic City Conference. Our Conference
and its organs ore not entitled to do this.
Accordingly, our Delegation cannot accept this document and proposes
its rojoction.11
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1,9

The Delegate of the Hungarian PR made the following statement :
HMr. Chairman,
The Hungarian Delegation considers that Document 202 is unacceptable
for the following reasons:
This document proposes application of the notification and registration
statutes before a complete international Frequency Li&t has come into
being, which is illegal.
The document also proposes amendments to the Radio Regulations,
which is not within the competence of the present Conference,
The document also proposes the separate implementation of a Plan
without a complete International Frequency List,
The Hungarian Delegation states that such a procedure is illegal
and dangerotis for the whole structure of the I.T.U. It is therefore
inadmissible. Consequently, we do not accept Document 202 and, if it is
put to the vote, w0 shall vote against it,”

1*10

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement :
HIn connection with the examination by Committee 6 of Document 202
containing proposals on the questions of the implementation of the Fre
quency Allotment Plans for coast and ship telegraph and telephone stations,
the USSR Delegation considers it necessary to make the following statements
1.
The proposals contained in Document 202 submitted by Working
Group 6B concerning the implementation of the Frequency Allotment Plan for
the maritime mobile telegraph and telephone service are a flagrant infringe
ment of the provisions of the Atlantic City Conference and the Radio
Regulations (Article 4-7) which provide only for the approval and simul
taneous implementation of all the parts of a complete International Fre
quency List, covering all the radio services and regions of the world.
It is known that up to the present time no such frequency list has
been prepared and there is, therefore, no guarantee that the requirements
of other services, as for instance, the fixed and high frequency broad
casting services, will be satisfied to the full extent.
For these reasons the separate implementation of the Maritime
Mobile Service Plans is contrary to the provisions of the Atlantic City
Conference and*the Radio Regulations (Article 4-7) and is therefore illegal.
The proposal regarding the implementation of the part of the
Atlantic City Table reserved for the maritime mobile service is also illegal
'Since the Radio Regulations provide only for simultaneous implementation of
the whole Table and that only on condition that there is an approved com
plete International Frequency List,

Cp
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2« It is illegally proposed in Document 202 to establish the status of
frequency "registration” and ”notification” for the maritime mobile service.
This is completely contrary to the provisions of the Atlantic City Confer
ence regarding the preparation of the draft new International Frequency
List. The provisions approved at Atlantic City clearly state that the
status of frequency ”registration*1 and 11notification" cannot be applied
until a complete International Frequency List, embracing all the bands and
radio services, has been approved.
It is therefore clear that the proposals contained in Document 202
constitute an illegal attempt to revise the Radio Regulations, and neither
Committee 6 nor the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference as a
whole has the right to do so.
3*
Document 202 (Section D) contains illegal proposals regarding the
implementation of Articles 10, 11 and 17, together with a number of para
graphs of the Radio Regulations connected with the implementation of
separate bands of Atlantic City for maritime mobile services. It is perfect
ly obvious that such proposals are completely contrary to Article 47 of the
Radio Regulations and are therefore illegal»
For the above reasons, the USSR Delegation states that the proposals
by Working Group 6b , submitted in Document 202, concerning the implementation
of the Frequency Allotment Plans for the maritime mobile telegraph and tele
phone service, are illegal since they are contrary to the Radio Regulations
and the provisions of Atlantic City, and must be rejected.
The USSR Delegation will vote for the rejection of Document 202 as
a whole,”
1,11

The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement :
"Document 202 containing a proposal regarding the transfer of
stations of the maritime mobile service to new bands of the Atlantic City
Table, is completely illegal, since it provides for the implementation of
separate plans for the maritime mobile services in the absence of a complete
International Frequency List. Such actions are entirely contrary to the
decisions of the Atlantic City Conference, and in particular to Number 1076
which stipulates that the changeover to the now Table can only be effected
after a complete International Frequency List has been prepared and approved.
Since there is no complete International Frequency List, separate
plans for small sections of the spectrum cannot be brought into force.
The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR objects to adoption of such
illegal decisions.
In violation of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations it is illegally
proposed in Document 202 to implement that part of the Atlantic City Table
relating to the 4 to 27.5 Mc/s band set aside for the maritime mobile
services.
CP
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It is known tho now Table can bo brought into force only after tho
New International Frequency List has been prepared and approved. Since there
is no such list, it is incorrect and illegal to broach the question of the
implementation of separate parts of the Table©
It is also illegally proposed in Document 202 to apply /articles 10,
11 and 171 and Sections V of Article 33 p 1 and 3 of Article 34-p as well as a
number of paragraphs and appendices relating to the maritime mobile service©
As is knownp all these Articles and paragraphs can come into force
only after the new International Frequency List has been approved, and all
attempts to implement them now constitute an infringement of Article 4-7 of
the Radio Regulations©
Moreover, Document 202 illegally and arbitrarily introduces the
status of frequency "registrations" and "notifications" enjoying a different
right to international protection. It is known that this is contrary to
the decisions of Atlantic City regarding the preparation of the International
Frequency List, According to the Radio Regulations the status of frequency
"registrations" and "notifications" cannot be applied until tho new Inter**
national Frequency List has been approvedo
Thus, Working Group 6b proposes in Document 202 to revise the pro
visions of the Radio Regulations which neither Committee 6 nor the present
Conference is entitled to do©
In view of this the proposals contained in Document 202 are illegal
and fall outside the competence of the present Conference© They must, there
fore bo rejected©
For theabove reasons the Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR is against
the proposals contained in Document 202 and will vote for the rejection of
that document©11

102

The Delegate of the Bjeloyussja.^ SSft, made the following statement*
"Having studied Document 202 submitted by Working Group 6B, the
Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR deems it necessary to state that this
document is unacceptable to the Bielorussian SSR for the following reasons*,
1*
In Document 202 Working Group 6B proposes a series of recommenda
tions regarding the procedure of the implementation of Plans for coast tele
graph and telephone stations©
The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR, taking the provisions of
Article A7 of theRadio Regulations as a basis, states that neither the
Working Group nor the Committee ilor the Plenary Assembly of the Conference is
entitled, in the absence of an approved complete International Frequency
List, to implement plans for separate services or separate bands of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table©
Therefore, we consider the recommendation submitted by Working Group
6B regarding the procedure of tho implementation of coast telegraph and tele
phone Plans as illogal©
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2*
Docunent 202 proposes the implementation of a number of Articles
and paragraphs of the Regulations which, under the abovementionod Article
of the Radio Regulations, cannot be brought into force before the Inter
national Frequency List has been approved and implemented. The Delegation
of the Bielorussian SSR objects to these attempts to infringe the Radio
Regulations.
3#
In that docunent tho Working Group proposes to classify frequency
assignments into "registration1' and Notification1* categories* Such a
classification of assignments in the draft Plan constitutes a flagrant con
travention of the provisions of the Atlantic City Conference regarding the
preparation of the International Frequency List (see the Resolution).
Consequently, the Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR considers that
Document 202, being contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regulations, Should
bo rejected by Committee 6. It will voto for its rejection*w
1*13

The Chairman reminded the delegates that statements should be handed
In within the proscribed time. As no other delegation intended to oppose the
adoption of one of tho alternatives contained in Document 202, he opened the
discussion on tho alternative proposals.

1*14

The Delegate.of thoUnited States of America
agreed with Mr* Billington that tho two alternatives in
Document 202 should bo discussed at the present meeting
should bo reported in tho minutes of tho mooting, which
Committee 8.

said that his country
paragraph 7 of
and that the discussion
would be forwarded to

He explained the views of his Delegation regarding implementation In
tho following statement:
"The USA began in 1949 its own studies of the problem of bringing
into force the Atlantic City ship telegraph bands* This work was initially
undertaken in preparation forthe Extraordinary Radio Conference at that time
scheduled for tho Hague#
Then as now, the USA hod tho following main objec
tive as stated in the first volume of proposals for this Conference and identi
fied as STUDZ F* therein*
Briefly those objectives are:
(1)

Bring the Atlantic City allocations into force at the earliest
practicable time*

(2)

To cooperate fully with the EARC in the establishment of a method
and procedure for implementation*

(3)

To keep harmful interference at a minimum during the implementation
period*
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If the Conference is to attain those objectives, the USA is con
vinced that it should give full weight to several considerations, important
among which are the following;

1*15

(1)

Cost of converting existing equipments so that they will be capable
of compliance with the operating regulations of Atlantic City* In
this connection our studies have shown us that a single maintenance
overhaul for purposes of this conversion is the most practical and
economical method from the viewpoint of shipping*

(2)

Beginning with the close of this Conference all affected operating
agencies and licensees will have to be informed by their respective
administrations of the specific frequencies assigned to each of
their ships*

(3)

It then follows that as soon as each ship has gone to its maintenance
depot for one overhaul it will be equipped to transmit on all the
Atlantic City calling and working frequencies*

(A)

By the time all the work on each vessel is completed and it is
equipped to transmit on its Atlantic City working frequencies, it
will be ready to start using those ship telegraph frequencies which
lie outside the Cairo bands and which have been cleared by other
services. Thus, during the voluntary period, there is nothing to
prevent ships from beginning to work on their Atlantic City passenger
and cargo working frequencies, even though these ore outside the
Cairo ship bands. There would be no compulsion to do this before the
obligatory date on which out-of-band operations cease for all ser
vices neither would there bo any practical opportunity to require
that it be done, at least, until all of the Atlantic City ship tele
graph bands have been sufficiently cleared to permit the establish
ment, by international agreement, of the date upon which the obliga
tory changeover from Cairo takes place.11

The Delegate of the United Kingdom gave the opinion of his
Delegations
"Alternative A suggests substantial clearance of tho ship frequen
cy bands for the 6 bands of the spectrum. In other words, it would be ne
cessary to clear a large space in the spectrum before any ship frequency was
transferred. During that time the shipping companies would have to spend large
sums of money on altering their equipment without any guarantee - that is to
say without being certain that the maritime bonds will bo free at the date of
implementation.
Alternative B suggosts a progressive implementation. The calling bands
would first of all be cleared, then the bands for cargo ships and finally those
for passenger ships. This method has two advantages?
1) It is easier to clear the spectrum gradually*
2) Money spent gradually by the companies would be less
been spent in vain.

Bn
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1.16

The Chairman said that the discussion of the two alternatives pro
posed seemed to be limited to the United States and the United Kingdom, and
asked whether tho latter wished to continue the discussion.

1.17

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said it night seon advisable to
change all tho ship frequencies simultaneously. In his view, however, it
would soon noro advantageous to transfer frequencies progressively into tho
bands - oven narrow ones - likely to bo cloorod first, thus avoiding inter
ference caused to ship stations by the noro powerful stations of other services*.
Tho Delegate of Sweden made the following statement:

1.18

’’Concerning the implementation of the maritime mobile bands and con
sidering the present rather chaotic stato of the bands, wo wish to move fre
quencies as soon as possible.
The successive implementation, as proposed by the Delegate of the
United Kingdom, offers a best chance of arriving soon at an orderly solution
which must be better than the present chaos.
I would like to remind you of the critical days about tho 15 March
1950 when the Copenhagen Pians wore to be implemented. The oxcollent work done
by the authorised centralizing government, Denmark, provides an excellent ex
ample of how problems can be best solved by attacking then and solving them,
aS opposed to building up too many theoretical principles and systems.”
1*19

Tho Delegate of Brazil attributed the lack of enthusiasm shown
during tho debate to the fact that the Committee was discussing implementation,
which was the province of Committee 8, and that at the present tine no decision
could be taken, one way or the other, on tho two interesting suggestions*

1*20

The Chairman felt that many delegations shared that view.

1*21

The Delegate of Portugal, without taking a stand in favour of either
method L or method B, pointed out, however, that method L would create con
fusion and congestion betweon the fixed and maritime services, whereas
method B seemed easier to put into practice* He supported tho Brazilian pro
posal that tho discussion bo rcferrod to Committee 8.

1.22

Mr. Billington. Chairman of Working Group 6B, explained that he had
not intended to ask delegates to take a stand in favour of either method L or
method B. He had merely wished to get some general idea, before proceeding
further, of delegates’opinions, so as to brief Committee 8.

1*23

The Chairman pointed out that no amendments to the docunent had so
far been submitted. The docunent would therefore be sent to Committee 8 in
its original form together with the minutes of the present meeting which night
help Committee 8 in its work.

1.24

The Delegate of the United States agreed with Mr. Billington that
delegates could not for the time being take a firm stand on either method.
He supported the Chairman’s proposal.

Bn
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1.25

Tho Delegate of Norway also thought it extrenoly interesting to know
the opinions of all delegations on tho advantages of each of tho proposed
nothods. He personally would prefer method B*

1.26

The Delegate of Canada agreed with the Delegate of Brazil, but found
the discussion interesting nevertheless. He would prefer method B which was
noro flexible than method A.

1.27

The Delegate of the Netherlands was also in favour of method B,
which seemed easier to put into practice©

1.26

Tho Delegate of Franco stated that tho French Delegation was in
favour of method B, which it considered to be more practical and easier to
apply. As rogards Document 202 as a whole, he drew the Committee’s attention
to soction B, paragraph 3* which began 11It is assumed that Committee 6 will
rocomnoncl, etc...11. Should it bo intended forthwith to refer Docunent 202 to
Comnittoo 8, tho beginning of tho sentence would have to bo altered to state
definitely whether Committee 6 was recommending consideration of the questions
of registration and notification mentioned in paragraph 3©
Should tho sentence be amended to read ’’Committee 6 recommends etc.”,
tho French Delegation reserved the right to revert to this recommendation in
Committee 8, since tho question of registrations and notifications had not so
far been fully discussed in connection with the Conference plans as a whole.

1.29

The Chairman said he had intended to adapt Document 202 on tho lines
suggested by the Delegate of France, if and when it was approved. Tho reserva
tion made by the Delegate of France would be recorded in tho minutes.

1.30

Tho Delegate of Egypt appreciated the effort furnished by Working
Group 6B in drawing up Documents 177 and 202. Ho approved those documents with
a reservation, however, regarding the implementation of the maritime service.
Ho would express his views on the point at a later stage*
The Delegate of New Zealand was in favour of method B.

1.31
1.32

The Chairman said that the discussion was closed and asked the
Committee - l) to approve or reject Document 202, as drafted, with tho amend
ment proposed by the Ifrench Delegate, and 2) to approve reference of the
docunent to Committee 8.

1.33

Mr. Gracie (IFRB) referring to Section D, Chapter IV, paragraph 2),
on page 6, pointed out that, if application of the whole of Section V of
Article 11 were postponed, paragraph 34-6 of the Regulations would thereby be
suspended. Paragraph 34&, however, concerned modifications to assignments
and therefore was fundamental. Ho accordingly proposed that the paragraph
should be implemented at the sane time as Article 11 and advocated tho follow
ing amended wordings
’’paragraphs 34-0 to 34-5 inclusive of Section V should be postponed
...... etc.”

Bn
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1 *3 4

Mr. Billington agreed to the inclusion of the amendments proposed
by Mr. Gracie and the Delegate of Prance in Document 202a

1»35

The

Delegate of the Dielorussian SSR asked for

aroll call vote*

1*36

The Delegate of Israel reservedthoright tospeak again after
the
vote to suggest a reduction of tine fron 18 to 12 nonths in paragraph 4-0»

1*37

The Chairman asked the Delegate of Israel to be so kind as to refer
his observation to Committee 8,

1*38

The

Delegate of Israel agreed*

1*39

Votes
Docunent 202 was approved by Committee.6, and would be transmitted
to the Chairman of the Conference and to Committee 8*
In favours 47

Argentines Australia? Austria? Belgium? Bolivia? Brazil?
Canada? Chile? China? U*K. colonies? Belgian Congo? Denmark?
Dominican Republic? Egypt? Spain? United States? Franco?
Greece? Indonesia? Ireland? Iceland? Israel? Italy? Japan?
Luxembourg? Mexico? Norway? New Zealand? Pakistan? Panama?
Paraguay? Netherlands? Peru? Philippines? Portugal; Morocco
and Tunisia? FPR of Yugoslavia? United Kingdom? Sweden?
Switzerland? US Territories? France Overseas? Portuguese
Oversea Territories? Turkey? South Africa? Uruguay? Spanish
colonies*

Againsti

PR of Albania? Bielorussian SSR? PR of Bulgaria? Hungarian PR?
Republic of Poland? Ukrainian SSR? Roumanian PR? Czechoslovakia?
USSR,

9

Abstentions:
1*40

None*

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statements
nThe Delegation of the USSR states that the decision taken by
Committee 6 to approve the proposals contained in Docunent 202 regarding the
implementation of the Frequency Allotment Plans for coast and ship telegraph
and telephone stations of the maritime mobile service is completely contrary
to the Radio Regulations (Article 47) and to the provisions of the Atlantic
City Conference, and is, therefore, Illegal and unacceptableo
The USSR Delegation voted against tho adoption of Docunent 202 and
the illegal decisions contained therein to bring into force separate bands of
the Atlantic City Table allocated to maritime mobile services.
The USSR does not consider itself bound by these illegal decisions
and will in no way take then into account*11

Bn
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Tho Dolcr-ato of tho Biolorussian SSR made the following statement;

1.41

"The Delegation of tho Bielorussian SSR fully endorses the state
ment made by tho USSR Delegation after the vote on Document 202."
1.4S

The Delegate of the PR of Bulgaria and tho PR of Albania made the
following statements
"Mr* Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the PR of Albania and tho PR of
Bulgaria, I state that the decison taken by Committee 6 concerning the im
plementation of tho plan for the maritime mobile service is unacceptable to
our Administrations and is illegal, since it contradicts the provisions of tho
Radio Regulations.
Our Administrations cannot be bound in any way by such an illegal
decision and will not take it into consideration for the future operation of
their maritime mobile service."
The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement;

1.43

"Mr. Chairman,
The decision of Committee 6 to approve Docunent 202 is a violation
of Article 47 of tho Radio Regulations and is illegal and unacceptable to us.
Our Administrations cannot regard itsolf as bound by this decision. We do not,
and shall not, give any consideration to this decision."
The Delegate of tho Ukrainian SSR made the following statement;

1.44

"The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR declares that the decisions
taken by Committee 6 on the implementation of separate parts of tho Atlantic
City Table, and of the Frequency Assignment Plans for the Maritime Mobile
Services, are entirely contrary to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations and
are therefore irregular and illegal.
The Delegation of the Ukrainain SSR voted against adoption of
Document 202.
The Ukrainian SSR will not take into consideration these irregular
and illegal decisions adopted by Committee 6."
Tho Delegate of the Roumanian P R .made the following statement;

1*45

"In accordance with our statement before tho vote, our Delegation
voted against Docunent 202 which wo regard as illegal and an infringement
of the provisions of tho Atlantic City Conference.
Accordingly, our Delegation states that it will give no consideration
to the proposals contained in this docunent. "

Bn

Tho Delegate of the Hungarian PR made tho following statement:

1.46

"Mr. Chairman,
Tho Hungarian Delegation fully associates itself with the statonent
of tho Soviet Delegation concerning the decision which has just been taken at
tho present meeting on Document 202 and doos not regard itself as bound by tho
decision. It reserves tho right to act accordingly in future."
The Delegate of the Republic of Poland made the following statement:

1.47

"Tho Delegation of tho Ropublic of Poland fully shares tho views ex
pressed by tho Delegation of the Soviet Union regarding the adoption by
Committee 6 of Document 202.
Our Administration will not consider itself bound in any way whatso
ever by the recommendations containod in Document 202."
1.4S

Tho Chairman once more asked for the stipulated tine limit for sub
mission of tho statements to be respected.
2.

POCOMEOT 177 (with Corrigenda 1 and 3).
ItSSIGKMENTS TO CO/JST STATIONS.

PL/JI FOR H.F. MJ1ITIME JELBPffOfflf:

2*1

The Chairman asked the Committee to regard the document simply as on
annex to the assignment plan which had been already approved, to avoid a dis
cussion on substance, which had alroady tokon placo.

2.2

The Delegate of the USSR said that he had already expressed his
opinion on the plan, which was unacceptable. He would submit his arguments
in a statement which he would hand to tho rapporteur. For the moment, ho would
merely state that ho would vote against tho document*

2.3

Tho Delegate of the USSR handod in the following statonent:
"In connection with the consideration by Committee 6 of Docunent 177,
the Delegation of the USSR deems it necessary to state the following:
1.
Tho approval of a frequency assignment plan for any one of tho
sorvicos, in this particular oaso for coast tclophono stations, would be a
gross infringement of the provisions laid down by tho Atlantic City Conference
and tho Radio Regulations (Article 47), which stipulate that only a conploto
International Frequency List covoring all the radio sorvicos nay bo approved
and simultaneously brought into force. It is known that so for no such
frequency list has beon prepared and there is thoroforo no guarantee that tho
requirements of other services, such as the fixed service and high-frequency
broadcasting, will bo adequately met.
In view of this, separate» isolated approval of tho Plan for the
Coastal Telephone Sorvico is contrary to tho provisions laid down by tho
Atlantic City Conferonce and the Radio Regulations (Article 47) and is
therefore illegal*
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2.
As has already been pointed out by the USSR Delegation, the proposed
draft frequency assignment plan by stations for the Coastal Telephone Service
does not satisfy the requirements of the USSR either as regards the number of
frequoncies assigned, or as regards their quality. The Draft Plan takes no
account whatever of the real needs of the People’s Republic of China. At the
same time the draft plan more than satisfies the frequency requirements of
the USA, the United Kingdom, Prance and some other countries.

30
If this draft frequency assignment plan were to bo implemented, it
would become necessary to replace tho greater part of the equipment of ships
as well as of coastal radio stations, as otherwise adequate protection from
interference could not be ensured.
4.
Tho draft plan takes no account of the priorities of tho dates of
notification of frequencies registered in the Berne Lists.
5.
In preparing the draft frequency assignment plan tho Working Group
illegally introducod a ‘♦registration11 and a “notification11 status for frequen
cies, which is entirely at variance with tho provisions laid down by tho
Atlantic City Conference with regard to the preparation of the new Inter
national Frequency List.
Consequently, the USSR Delegation declares that the Draft Plan for
Coast Telephone stations is unacceptable and we shall therefore vote for the
rejection of Document 177."
2.3

The Chnirnansaid that he would prefer not to put the document to
the vote, since it was merely an annex to a docunent which had already been
discussed.

2.4

The Delegate of the USSR said that tho document was extremely ii>*
portantsince it concerned a draft frequency assignment plan for coast stations
and he could not agree with tho Chairman that it should bo regarded merely as
anannex.
Ho wished the Committee to examine the docunent and vote on it.

2.5

2*6

The Chairman accordingly opened a discussion on Document 177.

jfcy Billington. Chairman of Working Group 6B, stated that Document
202 contained a report to Committee 6 on the discussions which had taken place
in Working Group 6B. It pointed out that the docunent, with its second corri
gendum, had been adopted at the last meeting of Working Group 6B by 34 votes
to 9, with 3 abstentions. The document was a list by stations of the assign
ments for the mobile telephone service, composed and drawn up in accordance
with the allocation plan and a list approved on 4 October. He also drew the
Committee’s attention to the fact that the Delegate of the Portuguese Oversea
Territories had requested that the power of his station in the 8 Mc/s band be
raised from 80 W to 100 W; that amendment had been included in the 2nd corri
gendum to Document 177. It was a minor change and would cause no interference
nor have any effect on the sharings and allocations shown by countries in
Docunent 177. Document 176 was now in the hands of the Drafting Committee and,
to avoid disoussion in the Plenary Assembly, he asked Committee 6 to agree
to the change from 0.80 to 0*1, so that it might be made in the Drafting
Committee*
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2.7

The Chairman replied that he would inform the Chairman of tho
Drafting Committee of the corrections to be made to Document 177, as requested
by Hr. Billington*

2.8

The Delegate of the Republic of Poland made tho following statement:
’’During the examination by Working Group 6B of Document 177, together
with Corrigenda 1 and 2, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland nado a
lengthy statement regarding the substance of that document and voted against
its adoption.
Today, wo should only like to stato once again that in our opinion
Document 177 (together with all addenda) is contrary to the basic provisions
of tho Convention and Radio Regulations and as such cannot bo accepted by our
Delegation.
Wo will vote against its adoption.”

2.9

Tho Delegate of the PR of Bulgaria nado the following statement:
"Mr# Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of
Bulgaria, I have to make the following statement concerning Document 177 and
its corrigenda:
The document advocates an attempt to approve the plan for the
maritime mobile radiotolophone service without the International Frequency
List having yet been prepared and approved#
The Plan for the maritime mobile radiotelephone service does not
satisfy us, oithor in the quantity of frequencies allocated to Albania and
Bulgaria or in their quality*
The plan ignores tho requirements of China, one of the greatest
countries in the whole world, which has a considerable number of stations
actually in operation.
Tho plan for the maritime mobile radiotelephone service satisfies
only the intorosts of a fow countries such as the United States of America,
tho United Kingdom, Franco, and a few others, to the detriment of the other
countries Members of tho ITU*
The plan envisages a widespread change of equipment for radio
stations in all countries, which will be a heavy burden, especially on those
countries whose services are not yet highly developed.
The plan ignores the Berne List frequency notification dates. We
regard this as an act of discrimination against the legitimate rights of the
countries Members of the ITU.
Document 177 proposes to apply the statutes for frequency notifica
tion and registration, although the International Frequency List is not yet
prepared and approved in accordance with the Radio Regulations.

Bn
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In view of tho above; our Delegations cannot accept Document 177
and the corrigenda annexed thereto and we propose that tho Committee should
reject then,
In case of a veto, our Delegations will vote against the acceptance
of Docunent 177 and its corrigenda.if

2*10

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:
”Mr<> Chairman,
Document 177 has several serious defects:
It is an attempt to implement isolated plans before a new inter
national frequency list has been prepared and approved* This is in direct
conflict with Article 47 cf the Radio Regulations*
The needs of several countries, and especially of tho Chinese
Peoplefs Republic, aro not adequately catered for in tho document* In other
cases, tho document does not cater for alllhe neods or gives inadmissibly
small protection ratios to the stations of certain countrios*
Tho document is drafted so as to satisfy tho needs especially of
the United States, tho Unitod Kingdom and Franco* This is an inadmissible
Injustice to other countries whoso needs aro not, as a result, satisfactorily
reflected*
The document does not take account of tho notifications in the Berne
List - notifications which were obtained after many years1 experience* More
over, the application of the docunent would entail the replacement of apparatus
and would thus rcsu.lt in unnecessary exponso for administrations.
The attempt to draw a distinction between tho status of notification
and that of registration bofore tho preparation and approval of tho new inter
national frequency list is ontirely illegal.
For all tho above reasons, Docunent 177 is unacceptable to us and we
propose that it bo rejected* If a vote is taken, our Delegation will vote
against the document*11

2*11

The Delegate.of the Roumanian PR made the following statement:
"I entirely agree with the statement made by the Head of the USSR
Delegation to the effect that Document 177 and its corrigenda ore very impor
tant, as they comprise a part of the results of Committee 6*s work in a modi
fied form* It should therefore be discussed and a vote should be taken on it#
Moreover, in accordance with our various statements (such as those
made on 10th October, 17th October and 22:id October), in which we expressed
our views on the plan for maritime mobile radiotelephone services in detail,
the plan in Docunent 177 is discriminative, unjust, incorrect from a technical
standpoint, and does not provide a single frequency for tho Roumanian PR, a
country with a seaboard, as everyone knows*
For theso reasons we cannot accept it and, in the event of a vote,
we shall vote against its adoption.”
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Zm 12

Tho Delegate of Drazil explained his country1s positions
’’Brazil has consistently abstained from voting on tho natter of
the maritime mobile radiotelephone List, not because our Delegation disagreed
with tho frequency distribution that appears in that List* On the contrary
we believe that tho froquency distribution and the frequency sharing, of the
List, is, considering the snail number of available channels, adequate for our
present needs. Our Delegation did, however, have no assurance that priority
would not bo given to the services already in oporation over tho proposed ones,
that appear in tho List. Now that such an assurance is given in Docunent 202,
paragraph D3, approved by this Committee, the Brazilian Delegation feels that
it can support tho plan and will, if it is put to voto, vote for it«”

2.13

The Delogate of the Hungarian PR made the following statement:
”Mr. Chairman,
The Hungarian Delogation agrees on every point with the Soviet
Delegation as regards the frequency assignment list in Docunent 177. We can
in no case agree that tho Convention and the Radio Regulations, which are the
laws governing the work of the ITU, should bo so little respected.
The Hungarian Delegation thoreforo rejects Docunont 177 and its
corrigenda#”

2.14

The Delegate of t ho Ukrainian SSR made the following statonent:
”In connection with the discussion of the Coast Telephone draft
frequency assignment Plan submitted in Document 177, the Delegation of the
Ukrainian SSR considers it necessary to state the followings
The approval and implementation of a frequency assignment plan for
any one of the services, in this particular case for Coast Telephone stations,
would constitute a gross violation of the provisions laid down by the Atlantic
City Conference and the Radio Regulations (Article 47), which stipulate that
only a complete International Frequency List covering all the services and all
bands may be approved and simultaneously brought into force®
Consequently, a separate, isolated approval and implementation of the
plans for the coastal telephone service would be contrary to Article 47 of the
Radio Regulations and would therefore bo illegal®
As has already been pointed out by the Delogation of the Ukrainian
SSR, the draft froquency assignment plan for the coastal telephone services
is based on erroneous and unfair principles, it disregards tho requirements
of the Ukrainian SSR and cannot bo accepted by our Delegation. The plan
foils to satisfy the requirements of the Ukrainian SSR both as. regards the
number of frequencies assigned and as regards their quality. The plan has been
prepared mainly in the interests of the USA and tho United Kingdom, which are
assigned exclusive channels in every band.

Bn

Tho draft plan for coast tolophono stations entirely disregards tho
real requirements of the People’s Republic of China*
In preparing the plah the Working Group illegally classified tho
requirements of various countries according to ^Registration” and ,fNotifica
tion” categories, Which is entirely at variance with the decisions of tho
Atlantic City Conforonoo on tho preparation of the International Frequency
List.
The draft plan for Coast Telephone stations disregards the priorities
of tho dates of notification of frequencies registered in the Berne Lists,
takes no account of the existing utilisation of frequencies and will entail
tho replacement of equipment, since existing equipment will not ensure adequate
protection from interference.
In view of the above, the Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR declares
that the Coast Telephone draft frequency assignment plan contained in
Document 177 is unacceptable. The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR will vote
against approval of that plan and against adoption of Document 177.”
2U5

The Delegate of tho Bielorussian SSR made the following statonent:
”In connection with the .submission for approval by Committee 6 of
Document 177, which is a draft Plan for coastal telephone stations, the
Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR considers it necessary to express its views
on that document.
First of all we must point out that neither the Radio Regulations
nor the provisions laid down by the Atlantic City Conference permit tho
approval of separate, fragmentary plans: they stipulate, on tho contrary,
that only a complete International Frequency List is subject to approval.
Only an International Frequency List covering all tho services and coordinating
then may bo approved (Annex to Resolution, Article 6, paragraph ”e”).
The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR notes, in addition, that
Document 177 does not eliminate the major, fundamental defects pointed out
by our Delogation earlier, at the time Docunont 176 was discussed.
Docunont 177 contradicts tho directives given in paragraph 11 of
the Resolution relating to tho preparation of tho new International Frequency
List. The requirements submitted by countries are quite illegally divided
into thoso subject to protection from interference and thoso not subject to
such protection. The draft plan fails to satisfy tho requirements of a number
of countries, while it entirely satisfies those of the USA, the Unitod Kingdom,
and France.
Tho froquency assignments made in the docunont under consideration
also contravene the provisions of Appendix 12 to tho Radio Regulations.
Document 177 disregards tho frequency notification dates in the
Berne Lists.
For tho above reasons the Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR objects
to the approval of t he draft Plan for coastal telephone stations as sot out
in Docunent 177 and Annexes thereto and will voto against approval of that
document.11
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2.16

Voto: Docunont 177 with its two corrigenda m s adopted by 43 votes to
9 with 2 abstentions.
Fori Argentino; Australia; Austria; Belgium; Bolivia; Brazil; Canada;
China; United Kingdom Colonies; Bolgian Congo; Denmark;
Dominican Republic; Egypt; United States of America; France;
Greece; Indonesia; Ireland; Iceland; Israel; Italy; Japan;
Luxembourg; Mexico; Norway; New Zealand; Pakistan; Panama;
Paraguay; Peru; Philippines; Portugal; Morocco and Tunisia;
FPR of Yugoslavia; United Kingdom; Sweden; Switzerland;
Territories of tho United States of America; French Oversea
Territories; Portuguese Oversea Territories; Turkey; Union of
South Africa; Uruguay*
Against8 PR of Albania; Bielorussian SSR; PR of Bulgaria; Hungarian
PR; Republic of Poland; Ukrainian SSR; Roumanian PR;
Czechoslovakia; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
Abstentions i Spain; Spanish Colonies.

2.17

The Delegate of tho USSR made the following statementt
"In accordance with the statement made by the Delegation of the
USSR in Committee 6 during discussion of Document 176, the USSR Delegation
considers it necessary to point out that the decision taken by Committee 6
to approve the draft plan for the assignment of frequencies to the telephone
stations of the maritime mobile service, as submitted by Working Group 6B
in Document 177, is irregular and illegal, for reasons already indicated by the
Soviet Delegation in its statement at the present meetings
The plan in question is unacceptable to the US:H, we voted against
its acceptance, and we do not consider ourselves bound by the irregular
and illegal decision adopted by the Committee.
We will not recognise any priority for the frequency assignments made
in that plan in contravention of the Radio Regulations and the Atlantic City
provisions, even if those assignments aro incorporated in tho International
frequency List.
In registering and utilizing frequencies according to its require
ments, the USSR will take no account of the plan or of the decisions taken by
the Committee in Document 177. We will abide by the existing procedure for
the registration and utilization of frequencies, based on recognition of the
priorities of the notification dates shown in the Berne Lists published by tho
ITU."

2.18

The Delegate of the Roumanian,PR made tho following statements
"As wo have said before, we consider that the decision taken by
Committee 6 regarding the adoption of the plan for the maritime mobile
radiotelephone service is unjust and illegal and we have voted against it.
We wish to state that wo do not consider ourselves bound by that
decision and that we shall not respect any priority with regard to those
assignments, even if the frequencies are included in tho International Frequen
cy List.
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As regards tho notification and utilization of frequencies for the
maritime nobile radiotelephone service, our Administration will follow the
procedure at present in force*fl
2*19

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia nado the following statement?
"Mr. Chairman,
Tho decision taken by Connittee 6 regarding Docunent 177 is unjust
and illegal. Our Administration does not regard itself as bound by that deci
sion* We shall recognize no priority for tho allocations contained in Docu
nent 177 if they aro included in the new International Frequency List# We
still take no account of the plan and the decisions contained in Docunent 177*
For the notification and utilization of frequencies, tho Czechoslovak Admini
stration will follow the present procedure*

2*20

The Delegate of tho Bielorussian SSE made the following statonent:
"The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR fully shares the views ex
pressed by the USSR Delegation in a statonent made after the vote on Docunent
177 and endorses that statement*"

2*21

The Delegate of the Republic of Poland made the following statements
"The Delegation of the Republic of Poland cannot agree with the deci
sion adopted by Connittee 6 regarding the question of the draft Frequency
Allotment Plan for the Maritime Mobile Telephone Services, as proposed in
Docunent 177, and reserves for its Administration the right not to consider
itself bound in any way whatsoever by the proposals contained in Docunent 177#"

2*22

The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statements
"The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR declares that the decision
taken by Connittee 6 to approve the draft frequency assignment plan for coast
telephone stations, as submitted by Working Group 6B in Docunent 177, is
irregular and illegal for reasons already stated by the Delegation of tho
Ukrainian SSR at the present meeting#
The plan under discussion is unacceptable to the Ukrainian SSR, we
voted against adoption of that plan and we do not consider ourselves bound
by the irregular and illegal decision taken by tho Connittee*
We will not recognize any priority for the frequency assignments
shown in the plan and made in contravention of the Radio Regulations, even
if those assignments are incorporated in the International Frequency List*
In registering and utilizing frequencies according to its needs, the
Ukrainian SSR will take no account of the plan contained in Document 177# We
will abide by the existing procedure for the registration and utilization of
frequencies, based on recognition of the priorities of the notification dates
shown in the Berne Lists published by the ITU*"

Bn
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Tho Dolor-ate of the Hungarian PR m d e the following statonent:

2.23

’’Mr* Chairman,
The Hungarian Delogation fully associates itself with tho statement
of the Soviet Delogation concerning the decision which has just been taken at
the present meeting on Docunent 177 and does not regard itself as bound by the
decision. It reserves the right to act accordingly in future/s"
2.24

The Delegate of t he PR of Bulgaria and the PH of Albania made tho
following statement:
"Mr. Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of
Bulgaria, I wish to state that the decision taken by Connittee 6 regarding
the adoption of Docunent 177 and corrigenda annexed thereto for the maritime
radio service plan is unacceptable to our -Administrations and is illegal, as
it is in direct conflict with the Radio Regulations#
Our Administrations will not consider themselves bound by the decisicn
taken by Committee 6 and will take no account of the plan in the future
operation of their services.
Our Administrations will not be prepared to accord any priority to
tho frequencies contained in the plan, in tho ovont that those frequencies
are submitted when tho new international frequency list is being prepared.
Our Administrations will continue to notify their frequency require
ments in accordance with the Berne List - the only legal ITU list."
The Delegate of Spain made the following statement:

2.25

"With roferonce to Document 177, Spain declares that it abstains
from voting, as it did in connection with Document 176 on 17 October 1951,
and maintains the reservations of a general nature which its Administration
made when notifying the frequencies it is actually using to the ITU."

2.26

The Chairman thanked Mr. Billington* s Working Group for its brilliant
achievement.

2.27

The Representative of the Occupied Zones of Gormnnv pointed out that
Document 176 grouped tho frequencies for radiotolegraph coast stations and
ship stations by countries and indicated whether tho frequency in question was
the first or socond in the possession of a country in a givon band. That
indication was important for countries which had only been assigned one
frequency in each band, particularly when that frequency had to be shared with
the socond froquoncy of another country.
Document 177 grouped the frequencies by stations and indicatod again
whether tho frequency in question was a first or a second frequency. On the
other hand, in Corrigendum No, 1 to Document 177 the classification had been
changed in such a way that there was no clear distinction between the first
and the second frequency.

Bn

- 23 (Doc* 235 - E)

Although the list attached to Docunent 176 was to serve as a basis
for future work, it was nevertheless desirable for the lists of stations in
Docunent 177 to nention whether tho frequency in question was the first or
the second*
2*28

Tho Chairman said he would nention the point raised by Colonel
Parker to the Drafting Connittee*
3*

OTHER BUSINESS
There being no other business, tho meeting rose at 5e4>0 p*n©

Rapporteur:

Chairman:

E* Roussel

R* Leconte

Bn
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EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 5
Geneva, 1951

S.W.G. 5A2
REGION 1
CORRIGENDUM No. A
■TO THE PLAN FOR REGION 1
IN THE BANDS BETWEEN
l605 and 3900 kc/s

The Delegations of the Region 1 countries will find annexed
hereto:
- amendments proposed in order to take into account the comments
submitted by the Delegations after examination of Document 198
(corrigendum No«3)|
- the new requirements which the Delegations have agreed to include
in the plans
- minor errors and typing mistakes.
The present document and Document 198 will be submitted for
Delegations’ final approval at the next meeting of Group 5A2,

The Chairman of Sub-Working Group 5A2:
A* Henry

Ge
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(Corrigendum N° 4 au Plan de la Region l)
ANNEXE

FREQUENCES
FREQUENCIES
‘FRECUENCIAS
1607

ANNEX

NATURE DE LA MODIFICATION
NATURE OF AMENDMENT
CLASE DE LA MODIFICACIDN

A N E X 0

OBSERVATIONS
OBSERVACIONES

A1outer :
Petropavlovsk ~URSS~1,-A1 A3-FX CF
Irkutsk
-URSS-1,-.A1 A3-FX OF

1610
Interior

Golf •* 0,01 - A3 - IM

1
1613
Darghylajch
~URSS-0,5~A1 A3-FX CP
Montche-Tundra -URSS-1, -A1 A3-FX CP

1616,5

Mojrbex ?

■

- D - 0,25 - A1 - IM

1617

Supnrimer t
Avellino - I - 0,5 ~ A1 A3 «* IM

(Transfere sur 1637,5)

A.iouter :
Treviso

(Venant de 1637,5)

- I - 0,5 -* A1 A3 - IM

1617,5

A.iouter :
Astrakhan
~URSS~1,~A1 A3-FX CP
Vladivostok ~URSS-1,-A1 A3-FX CP '

1623

Armavir
Arkhanghelsk Amga
-

1637,5

Supprimer ;
Treviso
- I - 0 ?5 - A l A 3 ~ I M

(Transfere sur 1617)

Mouter :
Avellino

(Venant de 1617)

1640

01

URSS?-1,-A1 A3-FX CP.
DRSS-1,-A1 A3-FX CP
URSa-lj-Al A3-FX CP

- I - 0,5

A1 A3 - IM

A.iouter ;
-Xoug - 0,05 ~ A1 A3 - IM

- 2 -

1

2
3

1650

Ai outer :
Rejeka
Split
Zadar
Dubrovnik

-Youg-0,l-Al
-Youg-O,l-Al
-Youg-O,l-Al
-Youg-O,l-Al

A2
A2
A2
A2

A3-FC
A3-FC
A3-FC
A3-FC

CP
CP
CP
CP

"1

']

1652
^

1652,5

1662,5

Sharjah
-Golf-O,025-A1 A2
P.D*T,C, Camps -Golf-0,05 ~A1 A2
Umm Said
-Golf-0,05 -A1 A2
Dukhan
-Golf-0,05 -A1 A2
Doha
-Golf-0,05 -A1 A2

A.iouter :
Ship shore - D -0,02-Al A3-CP

A3-IM
A3-LM
A3-IM
A3-IM
A3-IM

North Sea, Atlantic

•

.:
j

A.iouter :
Lighthouses )
Lightships ) -3rla-0,02-A3-FC CV
Lifeboats
)

1667

Figueira da Foz ) p . « n . au lieu de s 1^025
Portimao
) “Fort“ Co;U U lire
f *,05

1676

A.iouter :
- D - 0,2 - A1 - m

i

1•

CO

1690

A.iouter :
Interior - Golf - 0,01 - A3 - IM

1694.

A.iouter i
Beyrouth - Liba - 0,3 - A3 — FC CP

•

1697
~T - D - 0,05 - Al -* IM CO
I
1715
Bratislava - Tche-1,-Al A2 A3-FX

1718

01

Aiouter :
Petropavlovsk -URSS-1,-A1 A3-FX CP
Krasnye Baki -URSS~1,-A1 A3-FX CP

1
' '- .
— —4 :

** 3'

2

1
1723,5

3

4ioute.r i
Stalingrad - URSS- 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
1

' 1726

A.iouter :
- D ~ 0,025 - Al A3 - IM CO

1727

Moute£ :
Montche-Tundra —URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP

1729

A.iouter s
- El Grao Radio - E - 0,15 - A3 - FG CP

1731

Aiouter s
Akhaltsikhe - URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP

1734.,2

Mouter :
Jelania
Leningrad
Irkustk

N

1737,5

1741

- URSS-1,-Al A3-<FX CP
- URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP
- URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP

A,1outer :
Aleksandrovsk

~1,~A1 A3-FX CP

A .1outer :
At%&aaghels2^0RSS-l,. -Al A3-FX CP
Batumi
-URSS-i, -Al A3-FX CP
Boktchary
-URSS-1, -Al A3-FX CP

174.2
Jugoslavia -Youg-0,05~A1 A3-IM (J)

1743,5

1747

1749,5

1750

01

Aiouter :
Berezovo

-URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP

Aiouter ?
Abrmovka

—URSS—1,-Al A3—FX CP

A.iouter :
Anadyr

-URSS-1,-Al A3-FX CP

A.iouter :
Tripoli

-Liba-0,3-A3-FC CP

<
■

*“• 4- *■*

1
!

2

3

1753

Ajouter i
' Sukhumi - Interieur - IJESS-1,-Al AJ-FX CP

1755

Milter J
Praha
« Tche <-• 1, - Al A2 A3 — FX
!

1756

A.iouter :
Rostov/bon -URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
Samarga
-URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

1759
Djusaly - URSS - 1, ~ Al A3 - FX CP
Darasun - URSS — 1, - Al A3
FX CP

0 -

1762

Ajouter :
Tiumeu - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

1766

Ajouter :
“Okha
~ URSS - 1, - Al A3. - FX CP
Briansk - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

1769

A.iouter :
Riga
~ URSS - 1, - Al AS - FX CP
Palana - URSS - 1, ~ Al A3 - FX CP

1776

Ajouter :
'
Okchotsk -URSS - 1, ~ Al A3 - FX CPBologoe -URSS - 1 , - Al A3 - FX CP

1780

Master ;
Jugoslavia - Youg - 0,05 - Al A3 - IM

1783

Ajouter :
Ahamovka - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

r

. .
i

------------ ----— —

1785

n • -u
r> j.
Gezambra - Port*

n n >
Col* 4

lieu de • 0,035
, 0 05

tt.
j h x t
-n jl n -i , au lieu de : 0,025
Viano do Castelo - Port* Colo U ^ixe
• o 05

1787

Ai outer s
Makhatchkala — URSS-1, -Al A3-FX CP

6 *■»

1

2

1822

A.iouter :
Ulianovsk - URSS - 1,0

1826

A.1outer :
Batumi

*

>

i

- A1 A3 - FX CP

- URSS - 1,0 _ A1 A3 - FX CP

A;!outer :
Ulianovsk - URSS «- 0,25 - A1 A3 - FX CP

1831

1834
Petrozadovsk - URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 >- FX CP

1835

Ajouter :
, Takoradi *- Cot$ m 1,0 — A3 - FC CO

1838

Alouter ;
- D - 0,05 ~ A1 ~ CM CO

r

1841

A.1outer :
Uedine 3ia - URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 - FX CP

71846

A.1outer :
Pachskii PerezoV - URSS - 0,25 - FX CP

■

.. . . . .

..

.....

1848

A.1outer :
Sodom - Isra - 0,5 - A3 - FC CV
Portimac - Port - Col# K an lieu de
0,03 lire 0,05

1849

A 1outer s
Sartas ~ URSS - 1 , 0 - A1 A3 *• FX CP

1853

A.1outer :
Petropavlovsk * URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 *■* FX CP

1857

A.1outer i
Piraza - URSS * 1,0 - A1 A3 ** FX CP
-------—

Bz
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*. 7 I

2

1861

A.iouter ;
Stalingrad - URSS - 1,0 ~ A1 A3 - FX CP

1864

Ajouter i
Moutche-Tundra - URSS ~ 1*0 - A1 A3 - FX CP

1867

A.iouter :
Alazan -* URSS - 1,0 ~ A1 A3 - FX CP

1871

A.iouter t
Rudolfa -■ Interieur « URSS* 1,0 - A1 A3 - FX CP

1872

A;1outer :
1
Yugoslavia ** Youg •** 0,05 ~ A1 A3

1873

1873

3

RM

A.iouter :
Funchal - Made *- 0,1 - A3 ** FC CP

Peniche )

au li®i de 0,025 lire 0,05

1878

Alouter s
Gorki * URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 - FX CP

1878

Ajnnter :
Kamen Pristan - URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 -* FX CP

1881

At
iouter s
Sukfimi - URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 * FX CP

1884

AXoutex :
Anadyr - URSS - 1,0 - A1 A3 - FX CP

1890

A^nntar- t
Sodom — Isra -* 0y5 - A3 *-> FC CV

1894

Maixhor s
UstABniseik - URSS m 1,0- A1 A3 - FX CP

1895

Aj m t e r :
Yugoslavia - Youg - 0,05 ~ A1 A3 - LM

Bz

■

1
1B 97

i

2
A jo u te r ;
B a t u m i. - U R S S -

1,0~ A 1A 3- F X

1900

A J o u te r :
H a ifa X s ra -

0,25- A 1~ F X

1901

A i o u te r s
A1
e k s a n d ro v s k - U R S S -

1904

A .i c u t e r t
'
,
G o t e b o r g *•- S - 1,0^ A 3 F C C P
R o s to v /D o n - U R S S 1
,0~ A l A 3- F X C P

1,0— F X

CP

CP

o u te r i
1907 A i■
SosdTkBL- U R S S - 1,0** A l A 3- F X
u te r :
■1
911 A j~ o~ 0
k h a - U R S S - .1
,0- A l A 3- F X C P

CP'

191S

A jo u te r :
In g r e s « P o r t ~

1920
1920
1924

A jL S O& tk S h E o t s* k *? U R S S ♦ * 1,0# * A l A 3~ F X C P
Y u g o s la v ia - Y o u g - 0
,05~ A l A 3*• C M

1935

i U £ U I n & d £ i£ g o ' - U R S S -

Y u g o s la v ia - Y o u g -

1939. LlQV
$&£s
P r a ia
1946

0,15- A 3- F G

1,0- A l A 3* F X

.

3

Venant de

1946

CP

0,05~ A l A 3— . B M
i

C a p V - C o l* . 5a j o u t e r A l

S u p p r liiie r ;
In g r e s ™ P o r t ~

0,15* - A 3* * F C

T ra n s fe re s u r

1918

J1

— --- ---- - "
1

2

'

3

1946
Vigo - E - 0,03 <- A3 ’ FC CP
la Coruna - E — 0,03 ■** A3 ■*- FC CP
Cadis
E *»
0,03 ***A3 ** FC CP
Cajon - E 0,03 ~ A3 - PC CP
S#Sebastian ^ F«-o,03
A3 « FC CP
las Palmas «- ICan- 0,03
FC CP
1950

Aiouter :
Government Stations «*

1974

- 0,25 - Al ~ FX

Aiouter :

.

Mindelo - CapV - Colo 5 a jouter Al
2000

4iQiiter 3
-

Salisbury - RhoS «* 1,5 ~ Al - FX CO
Bula’wayo - RhoS - 1,5 - Al - FX ;$0 .

2002 ,5

At
iouter j
Ariano — E — 0,06 ~ A3 — FX CV

2002,5

Plano del Este

2002,5

Corral Negro

2012,5

E'- 0,06 - A3 - FX CV
- E - 0,06 — A3 — FX CV

Apouter 2
Turlen - Finl - 0,5 - Al A2 A3 - FX CO

2019

AjQUter. s
Bratislava — Tche - 1,0 *«. Al A2 A3 ** FX
Suppximv :

2023

Ship Shore - F - 0,5 - A3 - CP

Transfire
sur 2541
+

Aiouter 2

1

2023

Ship Shore - I - 0,5 - A3 ** CP

Mediterranee - Venant de
2541

2030

Porto Ingles - $apV -

Col# 5, a jouter Al

2033,5

Aiouter 2
S#Lorenzo - ICan — 0,25 ~ Al - FX CP

HBz— -----— —

-

'

- 10 ~

2

1

2034

2040

3

A.iouter ;
Praha ^ Tche - 1 ,0 - Al A2 A3 - FX

Hindelo - CapV -

Cold 5, a jouter Al

2049

Aiouter :
Tangier -* Tger/FMar ~ 1 ,0 - Al - FAX Q0

2050

Alouter :
. .. '
tJnderberg — AfrS *- 0,05 - A3 - FX

2050

Aiouter ;
Liban - Liba’- 0,05 r Al A2 A3 - LM

2055

Aiouter :
Xrlcustk - URSS ~ 0,5 - Al A3 - FX CP

• *

'

2059
^ PTachanz - URSS - 5, - Al A3 - FX CP

2063

2072

2072,5

2078

Aiouter :
■ Penza>

/

URSS v 5, - Al A3 - FX CP

Aiouter :
Innsbruck - Auu/F - 0 ,1 - A3 - FX CO

.ilouter :
Petrozavodsk - URSS - 1 «+ Al A3 - FX CP

Aiouter :
Ialsk ■-* URSS - 2,5 - Al A3 - FX CP

2079,5
Santa Cruz de Teneriffe - ICan - 0,25 - AlFX CP
2080
i

Aiouter s
- D - 0,5 - Al - LM- CO (Southern Area)
■

Bz

- 13. -

2

J.
2086

3

A p o lite r s '
” “ l To v y i P o r t ~ U R S S ~ 2 * 5 - A l A 3 - F X C P

2092

A lo u te r t
'J e S n ia M ys - U R SS - 0 ,2 5 - A l A 3 - F X CP

2093

A .1 o u t e r :
~

2097

A lo u te r
F o g g ia - I « 0 ,5 ~ A l A 3 - LM

2097*5'

A i m P ia t l ea m s - U R S S ~ 1 , 0 - A l A 3 - F X C P

2 1 0 .4

S iv p n ritm e r *
F o g g ia - I ™ 0 ,5

2107

A jo u te y :
P e i l c h e y a n y U R S S - 1 , 0 - A l A 3 <* ■ F X C P
In te rie n r
'
A ; .t p i v c e r ;
'S ta lin g ra d - U R SS - 1 ,0 - A l A 3 - F X CP
In te rie u r

d

« 0 ,2 5 - A l

LM CO

1

.

2111.

A l A 3 «* L M

A Jo u te r *

2116

A jio u t^ r s
' " G h e ie n d jfflk - U R S S - 1 , 0 ~ A l A 3 - F X C P
\
S u p p rin e r z
S i p S h o r e - X s r a * * . 0 , 1 «*• A 3 C P

2 1 1 .8

Bs

T ra n s fe rs su r 2097

A

2115

2 .1 2 8

Tenant do 2104

A j o o .te p
lrb i% 4 k - U R S S - 1 ,0 ' A l A 3 - F X C P •
In te rie u r
G o u v e rn e n e n t S ta tio n s - X s ra « 0 ,2 5 A l - FX CO
2

1

« D ~ 0 ,2 - A l - LM' CO

• T r a n s f e r © s<u^ 2 1 5 3

12
2

1

' 2:135

3

Ajputeg ;
- D - 0,025 - Al A3 - BM CO

2136

214-2,5

214-3

2147

2153
2153

2157

AJpute^? :
AnadyrURSS -

2,5 - Al A3 - FX CP-

A iouter 2
Tel Aviv - Isra - 0,12 - A3

'M

*

FX CO

q u &s e

5
Piltoun - URSS ^ 1,0 » Al A3 ~ FX CP

Ajouteg t
' Nari£i&

Mir - URSS - 1,0 » Al A3 - FX CP

Aj outer
Ship Shore — Isra - 0,1 - A3 - CP
Batumi' ** URSS

Venant de 2118

1,0 - Al A3 — FX CP

Ajouter ;
Aleksandrovsk - URSS - 1,0

Al A3 - FX CP

2163

Aiouter 2
Rostov/Don - URSS «• 1,0 ** Al A3 - FX CP

2167

Ajoutpr ?
Petropavlovsk - URSS *- 1,0 ~ Al A3

2196

. 2203

2207

Bz

FX CP

Aj outer s
Inter ship — MarF/USA. - 0,1 - A 3 ~ CO

AJ^outer s
Parian Mir — URSS «• 1,0 - Al A3 ~ FX CP
Interieur
Aiouter s
j
Ar
j

'HRSS - 1,0 *-* Al A3 ** FX CP
Interieur

Atlantic, Mediterranee

..— --------

— 13

3

2

1
2211

Ai outer :
Santa Cruz de Teneriffe - ICan - 1,0 Al A2 - FX CP
Inter ship *■ Liban *» 0,1 “ A3 - CP

2213

A.iouter i.
Armavir — URSS — 0,25 — Al A3 — FX CP
Tobolsk “ URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2216

.

Intership — S — Col®6, a jouter sNorth Sea,Atlantic

2218

Aimahsxi *
Stolbovoi-Mys — URSS ■«. 0,25 **■ Al A3 — FX CP
Tetukhe URSS - 0,25 - Al A3 ^ FX CP

2219

4XQ.uter :
- 0,025 - Al A3 - LM CO

2226

2227*5

2230

Intership-Isra- ColQ6, a jouters Atlantic, North Sea

A jouter t
Simferopol ■*- URSS - 1,0

A iouter ;
Ahmadi Dukhan —
Uman Slid Doha -

‘
Golf
Golf
Golf
Golf

~

,
Al A3 — FX CP

0,05 - A3- FX CV
0,05 - Al A2 A3 - LM
0,05
Al A2 A3 - LM
0,02
Al
A2 A3 - LM
a

2233

Apouter :
Novgorod « URSS — 2,5 — Al A3 ^ FX CP

2237

Ajoutar :
Kanrnli - URSS - 0^25 *- Al A3 ^ FX CP

2241

41out§x t
Ustie-Toly - URSS “ 2,5 ~ Al A3 - FX CP

Bz

*•“* 3.4
1

3

2
Ajpjxtor s
Messina - I r- Colo 4* an lieu de 0F05
lire 0 ,2.

2251

2253,

Kona ** I “* 0,3 ■** A3.

2252

A3 **■ LM

A jpxter s
later ship « Mar?/USA - 0,1 - A3 - CO

Atlantic Mediterranee

Ai^uler s
Tiixddianak - URSS « Al A3 - FX CP

2253

■
■Ajpjoter s'
’Vaiga'teh Ost - URSS - 2,5 « Al A3 - FX CP

2257

2261

.Agouter :
Pilenga «- URSS «■ Ai A3 ■*- 1,0 - FX OP

2267 95. ■. xAioaper :
fcrarin-^ys ~ fiJRSS - 1,0 - Al A3 ** FX CP

2273.

Ajputer :
Sukhumi - URSS — 1 ,0 — Al A3 *- FX CP

2272

AJpiitex,J
Interchip - ihrF/USA « 0 ,1 - A3 - GO

2277

■ A^puto? s
RostoY/Uon - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 « FX CP

2281

Alduto: %
•
Stepniak '*» URSS » 1?0 « Al A3 ^ FX CP

• •

Atlantic Mediterranee

<
4:lQ,ut-e£ ;
'
Tioumen - URSS - 1,0 ~ Al A3 - FX CP

2288,5

1
2239

2293

•

AJontex, *
Lisboa «• Port .** 071 <- A3 *+ FX CO
,
A.iputpx. i
Okha *. URSS - 1,0 - Al A.3- - FX CP

.... • .. ..

..

--- 1
i
I
I
(
i
i
i

-

2

1
2293,5

15 -

A.iouter, :
Lille Paris Rennes -

3

F - 2,0 - FI - FX CO
F ~ 2^0 - FI - FX GO
F
2,0 - Fl - FX do

)
) Venant de 2^67
)

2298
*l0Khilly - URSS - 2,5

Al A3 - F t GP

2301

Aiouter :
Stalinabod - URSS ~ 1,0 - A3 - BC

2303

4j°ut§£ :
Nossi-be - Mada - 0,05 - A3 - FX CP

2306
Krasnovodsk - URSS - 1,0 - A3 ~ BC

2311

Aiouter :
Frunze - URSS ~ 1,0 - A3 - BC

2315

Ajoute£ :
Nigeria - Nige - 0,25 ** A3 — FX CO

2316

Aiouter : .
Alma-Ata Iman —
Indigo -

URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC
URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 - FX GP
URSS - 1,0 ~ Al'A3 ~ FX CP

2323

Aiouter ;
Lenkoran - URSS.« 1,0 - A3 ** BO

2325

Ajouter :
Jelania-Mys - URSS
1,0 - Al A3
FX CP
Garni URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

2327

Aiouter : *.
Sulinkta - URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

Bz

.

16

2330

3

2

.1
Alouter ■ ’
Providenia. ~
Razdolnoe ^
Rudolfa Og —

URSS ■=> 1,0 ■*> Al A3 *■ FX OP
URSS - l p0
Al A3 ■«--> FX C-P
URSS — 1,0 — Al A3 — FX CP

2333

A^outey s
Port Sxld
Egjp
0,05 *• A3 »* LM
Innsbruck - Aut/F - 0,1 -» A3 « FX CO

2340

AT
jouter s
Abu Kir

2344

2346.

2347

Egyp - 0,05 « A3 «- LM

■

'4 j.QUiX£ •
Tachkumyr URSS *- 1,0 ™ A3 ™ BC
Inokentievskaia —URSS *» 1,0 ~ Al A3 - FX CP
Rudolfa Os URSS — 1,0 — Al A3 **• FX CP

Intership — Isra - Col<*6,ajouter Atlantic,
North Sea

SipjiTrimerr •3
Benghazi - Liby/0

'

Transfere sur 2357

0,4 ** Al — FX CO

2353

'4jcutex i
Ohuroabad — URSS — 1,0 — A3 — BC

2357

4toite£ s
Adjikabul “■ URSS <.« 1,0-*• A3
BC
Routchii - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 ~ FX CP
Svetlaia ~ URSS • 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Venant de 2347

Benghazi - Liby/G- «» '0,4 =
“ -Al — FX GO

2360

2364

A -ip-nter i
Rutehii - URSS _ 1,0 «*, Al A3 - FX QP

Aiouter s
Plastoun- Biikbta -URSS <- 1 ?0 **. Aj. A3 «*
FX CP
Lerik- URSS ^ 1,0 ** A3 ^ BC
Koloko'ik:ovaia--SulJsa'’*- URSS
1,0 «A1 A3
FX CP

.

i
i
k

Bz
\

- 17 2

1

2366

' 2368

2375

2376

3

Intership - Holl - Cole 6,ajouter:Mediterranee

A.iouter :
Losella

Egyp - 0,05 * A3 **- IM

Aiouter :
Ust-Kiakta - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Tchelinskin-Myor - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX GP
Intership - Isra - Col* £, ajouter North Sea,
^
Atlantic

2378

Aiouter :
Tavil-Dora - URSS — 1,0 - A3 — BC

2380

Aiouter :
Turukhansk

URSS - 1,0 « Al A3 - FX GP

2383

Aiouter :
Chaidan. - URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

2389

Aiouter :
Murgab - URSS - 1,0 - A3 *■* B9

2390

Aiouter :
Navarin-Mys - URSS ■*- 1,0 « Al A3
FX CP
Bratislava - Tche - 1,0 « Al A2 A3 - FX

2391
2394,6

Intership *> Holl.- Col*6, ajouter: Mediterranee
Aiouter s
Povorotnyi - URSS - 1,0 - AX - A3 -FX CP

2394#6

Tachkumir

2394,6

Rutehii - URSS * 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2404

Bz.

<- URSS - 1,0 - A3

BG

Aiouter :
Taritani - URSS ^ 1,0 - A3 - BC '

*• 18 '*<*
(

1

2

3

2409
"^Salisbury - RhoS - 1,$ - Al ^ FX 00

2410

.

2418

Alouter :
Olga Bukhta Nordvik Mys Lechukonskol «*

URSS - Al A3 ** FX OP
URSS - Al A 3 ~ FX CP
URSS *» Al A3 ** FX CP

4iss?tfiE :
Mikkeli - Finl - 0,5 - Al A2 A3 - FX CO

2418,5
Tanger - TgerAferF *•> 1,0 - FI A3 ** FX CP

2419
~1-Kefan - URSS - 1*0 - A3 ~ BC

1
1 .... — ....
k
I'
■..
'f-

2420

• 2429

Alouter j
Freetown *- Sier - 0,25 ~ A3 <? FX 00

Alouter s
Lenkoran - URSS *• 1,0 - A3 — BC

2434
"J~Tsinandali - URSS - 1,0 - A3

2435

A iouter «
Nelma *URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 ** FX CP
Nordvik Mys -» URSS ** 1,0 - Al A3 -* HX CP

2439

4isut^r :
Termea «* URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

2440

Alouter :
Bratislava « Tche *» 1,0 «- Al A2 A3 *■* FX
Gann •* URSS .<** 1,0 •* A3
BC
Mmatsr :
Eilat •* Isra »■* 5,0 *- A3 — BC «* (09C0«*X200
1500^1800)

P4/?

Bz

BC

i>
!
t

- 19 *2

2442

SuDoriiner ;
Napoli — I ’*** 0,05 ** Al A3 — FX

Transfer^ sur 2443

Aiouter :
Napoli - I - 0*05 - Al A3 - FX

Venant de 2442

2443

Aiouter :
Penge - AfrS — 0*02

2450 '

A.iouter :
Rartang

2451

1

3

1

13 - FX

URS3A:. h*0 ~ A3 ^ BC

2453
Scoria - Azor • 3,0 - AG — FAX

2456

Aiouter 3
Astara - URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

2459

Aiouter :
Mariehainm - Finl « 0*5 - A3 - FX CO
Aiouter :
Tripoli - Liby/G - 0,4 - A3 - FX CO

2459

A.iouter :
Khazarasp - URSS - 1,0 — A3

2464,3

BC

1
2467

flupnrimer i
Lille Paris Rennes •-

F - 2*0 - FI - FX CO
F - 2,0 - FI — FX CO
F-« 2,0 - FI - FX CO

jlransfere sur 2293,5

Aiouter :
Aliaty - URSS - 1,0 +* A3 — BC

2469
f
2470

Aiouter :
Ship-Shore - Xoug « 0,1 - A3 - CO «
Adriatic

2473
l&rrakech - ^krF *- 0,1
Bz

A3 — FX-

Transfere sur 2477
(Rectificatif au CorreN°3)

- 20

2

1

3

A.iouter i
2477

Marrakech - MarF

0,1 - A3 V FX

2479

Kirovabad

1,0 - A3 — BC

2485,7

Achkabad - -URSS - 1,0 ~ A3 « BC

2490

Mogadiscio -> SoroJ « 0,4

2490

ihjimga “ 'Mada •» 0,2 — Al — FX CP

URSS

- AfrS

2490

Al « FX CO

*

0*02'« A3 - LM

2491

Lerik - URSS « 1*0 - A3 *- BC

2493

Tripolitania - Liby/G - 0,4 ~ A3 *- FX CO

2496

Diego Suarez -* Mada

0,5 >- Al «* FX

2497

Vakhch

A3 *“* BC

2503

Okhotsk - URSS - 1,0. ~ Al A3 - FX CP

URSS

Venant de 2473 (rectificaJ&f^uJCoriuJ&SLS)___— __ -

1,0

Venant de 2503

Supprimer s
2503

Diego Suarez « Mada - 0,5

Al ~ FX

2510

Oulu - Finl - 0,5 *- Al A2

A3 - FX CO

2519

Ajpuier »
" T o h a m - URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 - FC UP

2520

Transfere sur 2496

!
Salisbury « RhoS «- 1,5 - Al A3 *- FAX CO
Xer>a.l!iiar* Egyp ** 0,05 *** A3 «* LM

2524

2527

A .1outer :
Lisboa

Port «- 0,1 *» A3 •** FX CO

Deux Ponts - Colo 2? au lieu de Deux Ponts
lire Zweibrucken
A.iouter t
Ship Snore <* Grec -» 0,1 - A3 - CP «*
Mediterranee
Belomorsk «=* URSS - 1,0
Al A3
FX CP

Bz

*

f*” 21 '
i... -... — .
rs
<*

1

2530

.——

^

3

(Cole 2, an lien de Egyp-»Suez/G
Ismailia (
lire *Egyp
■ (Col® 6, ajonter '
“'Mohafzat El Canal
A.iouter ;
Ivalo « Finl - 0,1 - Al A2 A3 - fX CO

:... ■
..—
2532,5

A.ionter
Vladivostok - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
-------------------------

2537

2537,5

2541

Ismail1
^
’^

au
Ue Egyp-Snez/G
(
lire *Egyp
(Colrf6 ajonter *Mohafzat El Canal

Astrakhan

URSS - 1,0

Ajouter ; , .
Ship Shore ~ F

Al A3 ~ FX CP

0,05 - A3 — CP

Supj^iiner :
Ship Shore - I - 0-,05 - A3 « CP
Ajonter i
Shi.p Shore - long - 0,1

Mediterranee "(Venant dej
2023)
j
1
Transfere sur 2023
j
I
}
1

A3 - CO
,
j

2543s ■

Ajonter *
Tobolsk - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Haifa- - Isra - 0,12 « A3
FX CO

2544

A.ionter :■
Tampere *- Finl - 0,5 - A3 — FX 00

2552

2553,5

2556

Cyrenaica - Liby/G - 0,4." A3 " FX CO

i
i
i
i
i

Ata/fsklekOBSS - 1,0 - Al A3 ~ FX CP .
..
.
.4
' U '-.--------- ' J .....
Tuba «■ Egyp - 0,25 - Al A3 “• FG CP
Ship shore

Ba

i

■i

Egyp

0,25 - Al, A3 ■«* CP
River Nile

I
1
i

~ 22. -

1

2

3
-.- -r

2557

2559

Petrozadovsk — URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 — FX CP

~ D - 0,25 - Al - LM CO
. Trr#-r^.,

2562, 5

Penza - URSS **■ 1,0 *- Al A3

2565

Salisbury - RhoS - 1,5 ~ Al - FX CO

2566

%3akal - Egyp — 0,25 - Al A3 — FC CP

FX CP

Ship Shore — Egyp — 0,25 — Al A3 -* CP ** River Nile

2569

Ship Shore - Liba - 0,1 >- A3 - FC

2572

El Kantara - Egyp - 0,05 - A3 - LM

2573

Batumi * URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2576

Khartoum - Egyp ** 0,25 - Al A3 - FC CP

2576

Ship Shore - Egyp — 0,25 ** Al A3 - CP ^ River Nile

2577

Ulianovsk - URSS *■* 1,0 *» Al A3 — FX GP

2582,5

Anadir - URSS - 1,0 ~ Al A3 ~ FX CP

2592,5

Nyda - URSS - 0,25 - Al A3 - FX CP

2595

Seychelles <*■ Sey - 0,5. - A3 — FC CP
Aden - Aden — 0,5 - A3
FC CP
Mombasa - Keny - 0,5
A3 - FC CP

2599

Ulianovsk — URSS •» 1,0

2606

Novoselovo ~ URSS — 1,0 »*»Al A3 — FX CP
Provedenia — URSS « 1,0 — Al A3 ~ FX GP

Bz

1^—

Al A3 — FX CP

r--i—t-v-n-1-*~-™-

~ 23 -

1

3

2607

Bahrain
Gol£ «- 0,5 - A3 - FC CP
Doha - Golf - 0,5 - A3 - FC CP

2613

Ialsk - URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 ~ FX CP

261$;

Bender Cassim - Son I ~ 0,1 - Al « FX CO

2617

Novyi Port - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2618

Salisbury - RhoS - 1,$ - Al - FX CO Met,

2621

Beit Bridge -* RhoS
Fort Victoria-RhoS
Que Que - ■ KhoS
T3*tali . RhoS
Bulawayo «
RhoS
Salisbury RhoS

2622

Semipalatinsk - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX GP

262$

Bai Doa - Sonil — 0,1 - A3, — FX CO

2627

Iagens - Azor - 3,0 - Al - FAX CO

2627,$

Ez

2

—
-

1,$
1,5
1,5
1,$
1,$
1,5

- Al
- Al
- Al
- Al
--A1
- Al

-

FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX

*

GO
GO
CO
CO
CO
CO

. , Uka - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2628

Bender Cassim - SomI *- 0,1 - Al - FX

2629

Tananarive - I'feda «• 0,3 - Al « FX CP

2630

Alexandria - Egyp - 0,05 - A3 - IM

2633

Terter - URSS - 0,2$ - Al A3 ~ FX CP

2637

Stalingrad - URSS - 1,0

Al A3 - FX CP

Aerial directed West

- 24 2

X '

3

2638

Interior - Golf - 0,05 - A 3 - LM
D 0,05 - Al - LM CO

2642,5

Ghelendjik - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2645,5

Khalde - Lita - 2,0 - Al - FX

2647,5

Novyi Port - URSS *» 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2656

Bahrain - Golf'- 0,5 - A3 - FC CP

2657,5

Sukhmili- URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2661

Khanduza - URSS — 1,0 « Al A3 — FX CP

2666

Na.ria»4&r - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2672

Dakar - Col<>6, au lieu de FX CP lire FAX Met
Lire : Pozuelo del Rey - E - 0,5 - A3 - FX FC CP

2673

2677,

-

p

D - 0,025 - Al A3 - LM CO

Batumi - URSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
i;
lr

2678

2680

2681

Alouter «
Athinai - Grec ** 0,25 w Al - FX
2,0*- Al — FX

Suuurime.r t
Athinai - Grec - 0,25 - Al - FX A.ioujer
Aleksaudrovsk - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

/

2693 '
_,
_B&v

Venant de 2681

Okha - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

Transfer! sur 267&

- 25 ~
2

1

3

2703

Vladivostok <-URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX O P .

2705

Tel Aviv - Xsra - 0,2 — A3 — FX

2712

Innsbruck - Aut/F - 0,1 - A3 - FX GO

2721

Sverdlovsk - URSS - 1,0 *• Al A3 — FX CP

2729

Tel Aviv «* Isra - 0,2 - A3 - FX

2730

Thesseloniki. ** Grec ~ 0,3 -- Al - FX CP

2732,5

Astrakhan •* URSS «*• 1,0 — Al A3 ** FX CP

2734

Ismailia - jCol» 3 > au lie^

a l ^ W

(Aerial directed WorthSouth)
•

(Aerial directed Worth”
South)
-

G

•

(Cola 6, ajouter *Mohafzat El Sanal

2737

Okhotsk *" URSS *» 1,0 ** Al A3 *•* FX dp

2733

Interior ~ Qolf - 0,05 - A3 *- IM

2740

Dzaoudai - % d a - 0,2 ~ Al
FX CP
Vil3abruzzi 4 Soml - 0,1
Al - FX GO

11

Tobolsk *- URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Egpargos ~ CapV - Col»5 - a jouter Al

2741

2742 '

2743

•

•

Aosta
Chivasso flanthia Torino -

i
X ~
X X X > !

0,07
0,07
0,07
0,07

*• Al
- Al
- Al
- Al

A3
A3
A3
A3
.

** FX
- FX
- FX
- FX

♦

Aosta Chivasso Santhia Torino -

X «
I X; I -

0,07
0,07
0,Q7
0,07

-

A3
A3
A3
A3

- FX
«• FX
- FX
- FX

Al
Al
Al
Al

| Venant de 2743
-'
)
) Transfere sur 2742
>

*• 26

1
---- -—

- .....
•
•
Al ~ FAX CO

2744-

Marignane - F

274-6

Turukhansk « URSS - 1,0 «- Al A3 - FX CP

2752

Tol Aviv - Isra - 0,25 - Al - FX

2755

Mogadiscio - SomI
0,4 ** Al - LM
I&gos - Nige - 0,5 *» A3 <- FC CP

.
2758

|

3

2
-- --- ^

—

0,3

Ambanja - J&da - 0,05 - Al A2 - FX CP

— ------ 1
r.■-- -— ****’
--- ..... JU........ — .... .........
'..u,— », ■- ,...
f'
•
|
2762
j
Banana - Cong *■ 1,0 - Al * FC

2763

Marian - Mir - -URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX OP

2765

Belet Uen - SomI - 0,1 — Al « FX CO
.. ...
lakutsk « URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Serpnkhov-'URSS « 1,0
Al A3 - FX CP

2767

2772

2772*5

■
...
...............
l
j
S„Miria - Azor - 0,5 - A3 - BAX
.1

.........................
..............

j

Ticuli ~ URSS - 0,5 - Al A3 - FX CP
r■ ■
. .
.
.
...............
.
.
.
.
..

............

................. .............. .....................

Petrozadovsk - Interieur - URSS - B,0 «
Al A3 - FX CP
..........
.............. ...,.
■
‘
Ahmadi - Golf - 0,02 « Al - FA CV

2777.5

,--

2735

2787.5
........-

.,

Taimyr - URSS « 1,0-- Al A3 « FX CP .
...
...,
llirt.. .,
.r

_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
__
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
,

^

. ...,.,

IT

,.t

-

2790
-

Bz

Fiana-rantsoa - Mida - 0,05 - Al

FX CP

..,.

j

*- 27 ~

2

1

2797

..

3

Aralsk - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 «** FX CP

2B03

Irkustk *“ URSS «» 1,0
Al A3
FX CP
Elets « URSS - 1,0 ~ Al A3 - FX CP

2813

^khatchkala *- URSS — 1,0 — Al A3

2817,5

Tchita *•» URSS
0,25
Al A3
FX CP
Navyi Port
URSS *. 0,25 - Al A3
FX CP

2820

Bllat «- Isra

2822,5

Sredne Kotymsk — URSS

2827j5

Turkestan «*> URSS
0,25 *» Al A3
FX CP
Montche^Tundra — URSS *-» 0,25 w Al A3 ** FX CP

2832,5

l%rian«lfe.r «* URSS t-» 0,25 *** Al A3 «• FX CP
lakastek - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP -

2836

Ifctadi ** Gong — 0,5 <-*Al

2837,5

Vl&dimim Zaliv -» URSS «* 1,0 ~ Al A3 *-» FX CP

2842,5

AJouter °
Brisk - URSS - 0,25 « Al A3 - FX CP

0,2 «• A3 ** FX

FX CP

(j)

1,0 <*> Al A3 *•» FX GP

FC

Pilenga- ~ BESS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

2847,5

Bs

A;louter :
Gheorghlevka

1,0 *-Al A3 -* FX GP

*

’'1-1 ,
j fj,,r. ■" '" ■ ■

28

3156

A.iouter :
Tamsk - URSS - 1,0 ~ Al A3 ~ FX CP

3160

Maa&sfcJ
URSS «• 1,0

Al A3 -*■*

CP

Lisboa - Port - 0,1 * . « * IX Op'
.

.

.

.

*

,•

•

Vorochilbv

/

**1,0 « Al A3

H

GP

3163
Tananarive ~ Mada -* Q>3 ^ A3 <** FX CO
Rudolfa Oatrot ~ URSS * 1,0 ~ Al A3 ~ FX CP

3164
Alula
Brava
Dante
Ha la
Merca

3166

2j0 ** Al *. FX CP
Al - FX CP
-* i>9
Al - FX GP
SomI * 1 60
SomI A 1.0 A Al a FX GP
Al A FX CP
SomI •a 1,0
SomI

Aioutgr i
Alta «
Nor
Banak Nor
Bardufoss- Nor
Bodo *Nor
Evenskjar- Nor
Hammerfest-Wor
Harstad *~ Nor
Kirkenes- Nor
Lodingen- Nor
rn
*»
•iromso -> Nor
Nor
Vadso **

<«t}

+m
—
* »

M n
*r*
**»

1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0
1,0

FX FA
Al
Al
FX FA
iM Al
FX FA
Al 0 FX FA
Al
FX FA
optAl
FX FA
Al
FX- FA
Al
FX FA
# Al - FX FA
FX FA
Al
30 Al
FX FA
«B *
V *

tm*
«FIA

**

*

-

tN«

«(#

**

'

«

-

3172

Athenes ** Grec

3174

Poghibi - URSS ~ 1,0 •**Al A3 *« FX CP **Interieur

0,5 •* Al A3 « FX WET

Rybatocba - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Interieur
3175

Bz

Tamatave ~ Ifeda « 0S2 «* A3 «• FX CO

)tenant de 3176
>
)

<«* 2*9 *r?i

3176

Suppr.lmer

Toutes stations noxA/egiennes

Transfere sur 3166

A.iouter :
Bergen •inn
Nor
1,0
1,0
Bronnoysund -Nor
1,0
Kristiansund-Nor
Oslo.—
Nor
h 0
1,0
Roivik
Nor
1,0 .
Stavanger «* Nor
Trondheim - Nor «* A ,0

3177

Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al

FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX

FA
FA
FA
FA
FA
FA
FA

A.iouter z
GuLE - 0?5 - A2 A3 - FX CP
Mombasa - Keny (Colo A,, au lieu de 0,1,
(
lire 0,5
(CoU5> ajouter A3

3178

4iouter
Dubai •*
Golf
Fields Camp --Golf
Sharjah «- ,Golf
t o Said ~ Golf
Dukhan
Golf
Doha Golf

0,05 - Al A2 A3 ~ FX CV
0,05 .- Al A2 A3 - FX CV
0,02$ - Al A2 A3 - FX CV
0,05 - Al A2 A3 - FX CV
0,05 - Al A2 A3 - FX CV
0,05 - Al A2 A3 - FX CV

3180
Moramanga «*• l*fe.da - 0,05

A3 - FX CO

3182 Xoronzo — ICan *** 0*3 049A 1 «*» FX GP

3183

Aloutjgr,
Bulun «: URSS - 1,0 *. Al A3 - FX CP

3183

4iout^.r
Fianamntso.a

3186

Bz

Mo.da *** 0 $2 sf*A3 <’
*■ 5X CO

;cer :
Lisboa
Pert ««* 0,5 ** AX A3 *** FX GO
Kighiliakxi Mys
URSS ** 1*0 — Al A3-** FX CP
URSS
1,0 ««**al A3. FX CP
Mogotcha

)Venant de 3190

- 30 1

3190

Sn-pprlraor f
Bergen «
Nor
Bromoystmd - Nor
Kristiansond-Nor
Oslo Nor
Rorvik
Nor
Stavanger - Nor

Diego Suarez
I%janga
Taimtave.
Tulear

Mada
Nhda
Mada
Mada

- 0,2 - A3
0j,2 A3
- 0?2 - A3
0„2 <*• A3

Birreia ** URSS «» 1,0

3192,5

1.95

1.0 - Al ** FX
1.0 - Al ~ FX
1.0 ~ Al - FX
1,0 Al ~ FX
1,0 Al - FX
1,0 Al « FX

FA
FA
FA
FA
FA
FA

i
) Transfere sur 3176

- FX GO
** FX CO
- FX CO
** FX CO

Al A3 *» FX CP «»* interieui

. Government Stations ~ RhoS « 0305 ^ Al A3 **,FX
Ohisimaio ** SomI

0?A :r Al A3 <•'■*FX CO

i2JPMter ?
. A OF (Ouest) ^ A OF ** 0,5 - A 3 « LM

3196

Eilat •>*' Isra <-«> 001*2,. supprimer :(Gulf of Aka bat)

3197

Ajc&tex *
AOF (Ouest) -*■ AOF — 0,5 “ A3

LM

3203

•
Ajottter s
■
"'"’Dukhan -> Golf ~ 0.05 ** Al A2 A3 - FX CV
Doha ~
Golf - o'o5 - Al A2 A3 ^ FX CV
Uma Said- Golf - 0,05
Al A Z 13 - FX GV
.Dubai - Golf - 0,05 ~ Al A 2 A 3 - FX CV
•Sharjah - Golf -0,025 -Al A2 A 3 >« FX CV
P®DOT0CO Camp — Golf 0,05 ** Al A2 A3 «> FX GV
lermez *-• URSS
1„Q « A3 ■*■*■BC

3205 •

Ajouter

s

Lisbon — Port — 0,5

320S

Bz

Al A3 <** FX CO

Aiouter
Tel Aviv *, Xsra ~ 7,5 - Al FI - FX -(2300-0200)
**;wSs—

~

Transfere srtr 3197

Venant de 3195

33* * *
"1

3209

Aiouter t
Ura~Tlube -

URSS -1,0 - A3 - BC

3211

A.iouter. :
Thess&lonika - Grec - 0,4 - Al - FX CP

3232 '

Alouter :
Tananarive - Mada - 0,4 ^ A3 - FX

Venant de 3213

3213
Tananarive - *feda - 0,4 - A3 - FX

3215,7

Alouter :
Cheorghievka - URSS ~ 1,0 - A3 - BC
Billings URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Razdolnoe URSS - 1,0 '** Al A3 — FX CP
Indigo URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP
Lerik URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC

3216

Queiro - Au lieu de • Queiro, lire : Aveiro
k,1outer :
Beit Bridge FtoVictoria Que Que Urntali Bijdamyo Salisbury -

RhoSRhoSRhoSRhoSRhoSRhoS-

1,5
1,5
1,5
1,5
1,5
1,5

•* A3
* A3
- A3
- A3
* A3
- A3

—
—

FX CO.
FX CO
FX 00
FX CO
FX CO
FX CO

3221
,Tavil-Dora - URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC
Spassk Balnii - Interieur - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3
FX CP
Je3ania Mys - Interieur - URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 FX CP

3226
Olga Bukhta - Interieur - URSS - 1,0 « Al A3 FX CP
lalsk - Interieur - URSS - 1,0 ~ Al A3 <■* FX GP
Chirabad — URSS
1,0 — A3 - BC
3230
M ?bambua — Tang ** 0,025 *- A3
Bz

Transfere sur 3212

32 ■<*

2

1

:

3

3231,4

Ajonter •
Erunze - URSS - 1,0 - A3 ~ BC
Zarubino Bukhta — URSS <*> 1,0 «* Al A3 — FX CP
Jelania Mys - URSS - 1,0 «-■Al A3 - FX CP

3237

A.iouter :
Limbe •».
Nyas
Monkey Bay *- Nyas
Saiina Nyas
Kota Kota Nyas
Nhata Bay *Nyas
Karunga 'Nyas
SS XI Ala II - Nyas
' SS Mpasa Nyas

3237,5

- 0,075
— 0,075
- 0,075
*■ 0,075
- 0,075
- 0,075
- 0,075
- 0,075

«'*Al
*=•Al
- Al
- Al
Al
- Al
- Al
- Al

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3

-

FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX

GR
GR
CR
CR
CR
CR
CR
CR

Aisaato: »
' D ~ 0,25 - Al - LM CO

3238

Ajouter i
Chaidan r- URSS - 1,0 - A3 - BC
Bata
GulE « 0,5
A2 - FX CP

3243

4jouter :
Farlch - URSS ~ 1,0 ** A3 - BC

3245

Aiouter s
1
Sura$:euka ~ URSS
1,0 - Al A3 — FX CP
Serdtse^Kamen Mys - URSS -1,0 - Al A3 ** FX CP

A .iouter :
Terter w URSS — 1,0

3246

A3 ™ BC

AjoujiSE s
Lisboa - Port <« 0,5 - Al A3 «■ FX CO
Aero Stations (Interior)- RhoS - 1,5 - A3 FA 00
Majunga - Mads,
0,2 c~ A3 °* FX CO

3251

4i,p.iltgx i .
Stepanakert *** URSS «* 1,0 - A3 *»- BC
Ihr-es-SalAam
Tang
1,0 «*»A3
BC
.

A
-

3250

---B2

■

*** 33 *■"*

3252

3255

3

2

1

AjputeE i
Ship Shore - Liba « 0,1

A3

CP

Pazim *« Youg ** Gol« 4, au lieu de 1,0 lire 0,3
A.iouter t
Espagne *» E *•* 0,2 «** Al >» FAX CO •* Int*

3256,2

Aiouter :
iugorskii Charpvodiv - URSS ^ 1,0 — Al A3 *i* FX CP
Khoe URSS ~ 1,0 « Al A3 ~ FX CP

3266

Aiouter i
Tachauz
-'URSS *» 1,0 •» Al A3 ^ BG
Ust-Kantchatsk -URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

3271

Maito :
.Novyi Port — URSS *» 1,0 >* A3
BG
Murgat <"* URSS <» 1,0 — A3 &a BC
Liban •» Liha - 0,5 ** Al A2 A3 ** LM
- D - 0,05 - Al - LM CO

3275

&3S8&SR !
Providenia: Bukhta ** URSS ^ 1,0 - Al A3 ** FX CP
&dair ~ URSS - 1,0 - Al A3 - FX CP

3277

4Jto3to 1
T childehliar ** URSS - 1,0 - Al A3

FX CP

3278

F & x M -(Golo 3> au H e u de e Egyp-Suez/Ct
(
Lire : *Egyp
(Col*6, a jouter. : ^Mohafzat El Canal

3283

lavil-Dora - URSS *-* 1,0 «■ A3 •** BC

3286

Ajoiittr *
Lisboa ** Port

3^88"

,Litdn.** tctbi

0,5 •#* Al A3 ** FX CO

0,2

Al A2 A3 *» FX

**• 34 **'

3289

3290 •

3297

A jouter s
I'fouarin. Mys ** URSS
1,0 «. Al A3
Keirabad *- URSS - 1,0 *■*A3 ~ BC

A.iouter :
Falakara Mada
%intirano Mada
>Morondam Mida
Tamatave Mada
Antsirabe %da
Fianarantsoa - Mada
Mbrananga Jfoda

0,2
0,2
0,2
0,2
0,2
0,2
0 92

-

Al
Al
Al
Al
Ai
Al
Al

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

FX CP

-i
~
~
*

FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX

A .iouter ;
Kampala * Ugan - 7,5 — A 3 « BC

3303

Aiouter ;
Lisboa ■* Port - 0,1 « A3 «- FX CO

330696

Aiouter :
Alma-Ata ** UHSS « 1,0 ~ A3 ** BC

330957

AJoute^;. i
Jelania Mys ** UHSS - 1,0 *- Al A3 - FX CP

3314,6

Msiatex s

Murgab •* UHSS •« 1,0 *• A3 - BC

3316,6

3317

A.iouter t .
Turii Hog
Tuxukbansk **

UHSS ~ 1,0 - Al A3 ** FX CP
URSS «- 1,0 «•*AJ A3
FX1CP

Alouter *
Ship Shore **> Grec

0,1 ^ A3 ^ CP -

Mediterranee

~ 35 -*

1
3320
Al&Ia
Brava
Chlsimaio
Itala
Obbia
Crlspi

ea

«*s
<r>*
-

«■»

SomI
Scan!
SomI
SomI
SomI
SomI

3322

Colo

1,

lire 3321

3323

Cole.

1,

lire 3322

- 2*
•* 1*
- 2,
~ 1,^
*• 3-v
h

- Al ~ Al ~
- Al - Al - Al -> Al -

FX
FX
FX
FX
FX
FX

GP
CP
CP
CP
CP
CP

3325
Bogdarin - URSS - 1- - Al A3 - FX CP

3326
Tananarive

Mada **• 0 ?2

A3 <■* BC
7

:•+■ ****:+.

■mxeVjstmtr

3330

Mogadiscio ** SomI •» 0*4 •« A3 ^ FX CO

3331,7
Namangan *»■ UHSS *» 1? ■* A3 ** BG

3.335

cr*>

M s m m i
Bender-0 as aim *• SomI «*• 0*4 w Al — IM
Fort^-Dauphin - Mada - 0f/2 «* Al - FX OP
•T P is * ^ e « ’tins^t^=s=aPs±SyTw^-Kee^st-* -

N(xcM*»ME^«ejai

>337
Termez
**UESS ** 1, ** M3 — BC
Iugorskii Chat’ Eroliv r Xnierieur^URSS^l^Al A3*FX CP
Khandoza
**Xnterienr-URSS-l ,~A1,A3-SX CP

3340
Karla - Nige - 0*5 - Al - MET BC

3346

....
;£ 2 8 ii-M
Colo

“

« n 0 au lieu de * Egyp - Suez/0
Colo 3 13xe
,^
»
Egyp

6* ajouter * * Mohafzat El Canal

Supprigier :
Capetown <* AfrS « 5$ «* A3 ~ BG
&taLex i
Lusaka
^EhoN «* 10 ? ** A3 *- BC
•n.’rv r* ^ ^ ^ ^ s t-- v r y * r- .r 'z * - *.5.-#-.-

01

ng‘j y ^

Tr*i

*— 3 6 **

3347

Aiouter s
Terme z - URSS ~ 1, ~ A3 ~ BC

3330

Aiouter s
Spain «-» E ■>*■♦0,2 •** Al <**>FAX CO
Tulear - Mada

0«2 - A3

Gouvern« Stations
Suporimer :
Sintra - Port

Int

FX CO

RhoS - 0,05 — Al A3 - FX
Transfere sur 3397

0,15 *- Al - FX

3352,5

Alouter ;
Doha - Golf ^ 0*,2 - Al A2 A3 - FX CP

3357

A.iouter :
Intership - F «* 0,05 «* A3 — CP

3361

Alouter
D ^ 0 ^2 »-* Al «* IM CO

3363

Almim, •
Intership

3369

Grec tM) 0pl - A3 - CP

Mediterranean

A.iouter i
Bolzano ~ I — 0,1 - Al - FX

3370
Diego-Suarez
Mada
Dzaoudzi
Mada
Fo3.akara
Mada
Majunga
Mada
Maintirano
Mada
3 Mada
Morondava
Tamatave
Mada
Mada
Tulear
Antsirabe
Mada
Fianarantsoa
Mada
Moramanga
- Mada
«<»

*>!*

..
tpifi
—
A*

wm

**

-

-

-

0,2
Al A3
0,2
Al A3
Al A3
0,2
0,2 0 Al A3
0,2
Al A3
Al A3
0,2
0?2
Al A3
0,2
Al A3
0,2 - Al A3
0,2 - Al A3
0*2
Al A3
pm

«N»

vm.

—

-

U *

...

-

«■*

-

-

-

-

-

•«*

FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX
FAX

3371
Kongwa «** Tang - 0*02 - Al - FX

01

Transfere sur 3373

~ 37 -

3373

Aiouter $
Kongwa - Tang - 0,02 - Al ~ EX

(1500-0600)

Venant de 3371

3375,S

A.iouter :
Kirovabad - interieur - URSS - 1, - Al A3 •- FX CP

3380

A.iouter :
Tananarive - Mada - 0,3 - A3 - FX CO

3382

Ismailla - Col, 3

^

ieu de ’ g *

; W

g

Colo 6, lire : * Mohafzat EL Canal
A.iouter : Cold Coast - CotO ~ 0,25
A3 «« FX CO
3383

A.iouter i
Salisbury ** RhoS
0,05 -> A3 - FX
Bevalia
- RhoS ~ 0,05 - A3 - FX

3386

A.iouter :
Okhotsk
*■» URSS
1,
Navian-Mar - URSS - 1,
ManzoVka
~ URSS -* 1.

33S9

3390

Aiouter ;
Germ «• URSS

A1 A3 ~ FX OP
Al A3 - FX CP
Al A3 - FX CP

c-tmpfgi'tmiwi

T
i§gos - Nige,

12 - A3 - BC
n t /au lieu de i 0,1
Colo A lirQ
: 0,5
Colo 5

A3

ajouter

3390

3391*8

01

Limbe
Monkey Bay
Salina
Kota Kota
Nhata Bay
Karunga
SS II Ala II
SS Mpasa

Nyas
Nyas
Nyas
Nyas
Nyas
Nyas
Nyas
Nyas

Baidoa

SomI - 0,A

Mou&e£ s
Spas sic

0,075
0,075
0,075
0,075
0,075
0,075
0,075
0,075

Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

Al A3

A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3
A3

- FX
«- FX
~ FX
~ FX
- FX
- FX
- FX
- FX

CR
CR
CR
CR
CR
CR
CR
CR

~ FX CO

Dalnti - URSS - 1 , - Al A3 - FX CP

-'38

1
3397

2

3.

Ajonter 5
Sintra - Port - 0*15 - Al - FX

Venant de 3350

3399

4.1outer, i
Iarensk - URSS -» 1* ~ Al A3 ~ FX CP
Tavalza - UHSS •* 1* — Al A3 - FX CP
Kitab
- UHSS - 1 * - A3
- BC

3501

A.iouter t
Kirovabud
*- URSS-l* ~A1 A3^FX CP
Mogotcha
«* URSS-l* -Al A3-FX CP
Vranghela Ostrov - URSS-1* -Al A > F X GP

Jbssstess. •
Giza *• Egyp «** 0*5 r Al - FX

3504

Aiouter. i
Beze2ovo - URSS « 1* — Al A3 - FX CP

3506

Ajonter ?
Cape Toun - AfrS - 0*05 * A3 - IM

3507

Aloutey s
Olekndnsk - URSS <-1* — Al A3 — FX CP

3508

TaMO!n4«

-5 au lieu de 5 Egyp-Suez/G

Col. 3

lire

, Egyp *

6* ajouter * * Mohafzat El Canal

3509*6

Aiouter i
Aryk-Balyk «- URSS *-» 1* m Al A3 - FX CP
Tyrma
- - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
Onega
- URSS - 1* - Al A3 - FX CP

3514

Aiouter %
Helsinki - Finl - 3* - Al - FX MET.;*.. .............(Directive Aerial
South East)
Alexandria - Egyp - 0*05~A3 — IM

3517

'Aiouter :
Giza - Egyp - 0*5 - Al - FX

3517*5

01

-/

,s
r1
\4

3502

Colo

.

^

Ajonter ?
Utianka - URSS - 1* - Al A3 - FX CP

• 'd

/s** 39

2

1
Aiouter s
Tananarive «-* Mada — 0,2

3519

3

Al w FX GP •

3520,7

A.iouter j
Ust-Enisask - URSS - 1, ~ Al A3 - FX GP
Tachkumyr
♦- URSS
1, - Al A3 «- FX CP

3527,3

A.1outer :
Stavropol

- URSS - 60 - Al A3 - FX CP

3532,5

Alouter :
Novaia Zemlia Su.ssl.cala -* URSS«1, -Al A3-FX CP

3535

A.iouter t
Surajevka- *-* URSS ** 1^ ^ Al A3
FX CP
Novoselovo
URiSS - 1, -* .AJ. A3 <*° FX GP
Khazarasp
URSS «*■» 1, «*> Al A3 ~ FX GP

i

V

T
Ismaill

3536

Col*

ajouter

3545
v

A.ionter s
Gasan-Kuli
' arkarem Ostrov
m
■ .
Tananarive

—

~

Mohafzat El Canal

% #

Grec

-

Aj outer :
Leskin Mys

3542,3

3547?5

6,

- au lieu de s Egyp-Suez/G
Gols 3„
™
*
lire
i Egyp *

Aiouter s
Intership

3540

3546

a ,

*+

0,1

-

A3 — GP

-

Mediterranee

URSS

-

1,

-

Al A3

-

FX CP

URSS
URSS

•«*
-

1,
1,

■**»
~

Al A3
Al A3

***
-

FX CP
FX CP

au lieu de
n
lire

%

FX CO
FX CV

n _ ,
Colo 6
v

Ajouter :
""UfaT m URSS - 1, « Al A3

:

FX CP
•—

3555^3

01

Alouter s
Umalta
~ URSS ^ 1, w Al A3 « FX CP
Belyi Ostrov - URSS - 1, - Al A3 « FX CP

—

-- ---- —

—

■

'

-

1

40

-

2

3

3557

Mpi£te£ ;
- D - 0*25 - Al - IM CO

3561

Ai&ssMr *:
— liuchi - URSS «. 1# - Al A3 - FX CP

3563

Aiouter :
Davalu
-URSS-1* -Al A3-FX CP
Navarin
-URSS-1, -Al A3-FX CP
Ustie-Toly Pristau -URSS-1, -Al A3-FX CP

3569

Salisbury'*- RhoS - 1*5 - Al - FAX CO

3571

'Qim - £gyp - h ? - ai - fx

3572,3

Lemtebat
- URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
Allaikha
- URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
Muaek Ostrov - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

3577

-

Lisboa - Port - 0,1 - A3 - FX CO

3577*6

Terter - URSS - 1, ~ Al A3 - FX CP

3582*5

:Artarafe Ostrov — 1* - Al A3 — FX CP

3585

Galcaio
SomI — 0*4
Al A3 - FX CO
Borzia - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP
Isfana - URSS - 1, - Al A3 - FX CP

3587*5

Aiouter *.
Iicha —5 URSS —* 1* — Al A3

3593

4joute£ :
Oleminsk

- URSS - 1, - Al A3 ~ FX CP

Jerusalem - Isra — 1* - Al

3597*3

01

FX CP

- FX CO

Aiouter :
Vladimira Zaliv - URSS ~ 1* ~ Al A3 - FX CP

International Police
Commission Network

<«» 43 —

. 2

1

3

3603

Aiouter 1
Tchilik ~ URSS « lf « Al A3 - FX CP

3605^5

Ajouter s
Morgab
- URSS - 1, « Al A3 - FX CP
Providenia Bukhta — URSS #. 1*. *• Al A3 - FX CP

3608

S u p p r im e r

Firenze
Ajouter :
Sassari

3612

:

*** I

Transfere sur

1* ** Al **> FX GP

Venant de 3632

- I * 1* - A3 - FX OP

A io u te r *

Iarensk - URSS

3614,6

■

1* ~» Al A3 - FX CP

4iPAltjg£ :
Muminabad
Khody
Vstretchnyi Ostrov

• 1# ^-.Al AJ *- FX CP
- 1* - Al A3 - FX CP
URSS * .1, - Al A3 ~ FX CP

3617

A.iouter s
Penza — URSS »• 60 — Al A3 ** FX CP

3619

A.iouter :
Rodos
— Grec ** 0,3 — Al « FX MET
Myiilini - Grec - 0*3 ■" Al «*> FX MET

3620

Aiouter :
Salisbury ** RhoS ** 1*5 ^ Al A3 - FAX GO
w

3622

Alouter j
RuMmalei - Finl « 0*5 - Al A2 A3

FX CO

IsmaTlia* Cole 3* au lieu desEgyp~Suez/g
lire
jFgyp *
Col®

6% ajouter * *Mohafzat EL Canal

u
3622*3

A h eu-tey «
Bolchoi Nemny ** URSS

- Al A3 - FX CP
'.yes-.— ’* W—

01*

M A H * rt k ’ ^

,aas/j».afp»wat..

■»*1

■

*- 4-2 —

2

1
3623

SuEPiiiiM: •
Tananarive

3

!
j

Mada ** 0j2 «•* Al ■«* FX CP

Transfere sur 3625

AiQu1>e£. :

Alula
*■* SomI — 1? - Al — FX CO
Mogadiscio- « SomI *-l# -*Al-*FXC0

A.iouter, ;

3625

Tananarive ~ Mada *~.0^2 - Al *■* FX GP

Venant de 3623

|

Ajouter :

3627,5

Gus«*Khrustalnyi - URSS *-> 1? — Al A3 *•* FX CP intei■ieur
Burn^Boital
~ URSS *•*
~ Al A3 -* FX CP
’
Tcher&aia
+* URSS -»
*» Al A3
FX CP
1

3628
Aden *- Aden — 0,5

A3 »■>FC CP

3631

Ar
ienter s
interior •« G ~> 0^035 ** A3 *-* FX CO

3632

S&pg&ssz: *
Sassard =« 1 ^ 1 ^ <«* A3
Ajoute^ s
Firenze

3637,6
'

3643

01

1 ? ^ Al — FX CP

Aj mitei: s
Tanisk - URSS ~ 13

3633

'3640

** I

FX GP

transfere sur 3608
Venant de 3608

Al A3 ^ FX CP interieur

Aloutex ;
BaiMi

- URSS - 1P - Al A3
FX CP interieur
* Uca-Tinbe - URSS
1, - Al A3 - FX CP
»
Bureia
- URSS - 1* - Al A3 -■ FX CP
2

Alouter. :
Kerkyza
*•* Grec — 0^3
Al «■> FX MET
Tesselarika *- Grec - 0^3 •« Al *-* FX MET

Alouter i
Tisul
- URSS ~
~ Al A3 ~ FX CP interieur
Tsagheri - URSS - 1# - Al A.3 - FX CP
*

t

*>" 43 ***

2

1
3650

A io u te r

3

*

‘v a fn a v e in o
-U R S S -1 , «*A1 A 3~ ^X CP in t e r i e u r
U ijn e T om bovsk
~URSS-1 ? - A l A 3-F X CP
11
V e iin e n ia O s tro v ~URSS~1 , - A l A3"*FX CP
»

3652,5

N &pos

—

3657

kimtm: *
V e rk h o ia n s k

3662*4

3665

- A l. A3 ?* FX CP in t e r i e u r

URSS —

** U R SS-&, *»A1 A3 A 4AFX CP i n t e r ie u r

A io u te r s
T a jn in B u k h ta N au
-

A,io u te r s
D jib o u t i

’
-

URSS~1 , ~A1 A 3 -F X CP i n t e r i e u r
DRS&-1 , —A l A 3-F X CP
«

.
SomF «* 0^1 *** A l A 3

-

FX CP

*
3666

& & £& §£ 1
Torts «* L ib a ** 0 ?1 *•> A3 *■* FC CP

3667,5

*

*

Tom m ot *- URSS«1 ^ — A l A3 -F X CP i n t e r ie u r

3670

&&£&§£ *
U n io n o f S o A fr ic a *» A frS ** 0*1 ** A 3 *■* IM

3672,4

3673

A .io u te r s
T Iu v a C tu b a

A io u te r . s
A th e n s

Sg&&&2§£ «

G re c

r

'
URSS-1 ? - A l A3-F X GP in t e r i e u r

1 ^ «* A l — FX MET

.

T r ip o li
- L ib y /G ~ 0,1 « 42 43 *> FX CP
D u b ro v n ik - Y oug
- 0*1 - A l A 3 *- FC

3674

A i o u te r :
S a lis b u r y ~ RhoS - 0,5 ** A l - FX CO

3675

iy ^ o u te r s
D a v ll- D o r a
*">URSS~1 ? —A l A3-F X CP in t e r i e u r
T e r e tie
~URSS~1 , - A l A 3-F X CP
"
V e rk h n e -- In b a ts k -URSS~ 1 ? - A l A 3-F X CP
«

■
01

T r a n s fe r e s u r 3727
T r a n s fe r e s u r 3694

s” 44

1

.1

r~

2

3

3677

Aiouter.s
3^eviso «- I — 0,3 r* A3 ~ IM

3677,6

A.iouter i
Sredne~Kolym.sk -URSS'*!, **AX A3-«FX GP interieur

3680

Aiouter :
Aralskoc More
- URSS
1, ^ Al A3 «- FX CP
Kotelnyi Ostrov - URSS « 1, •*. Al A3 *** FX CP
*

3682
Tananarive ** Mada =*> Q?2 ?- A3. «-> FX CP

3687,4

Aiouter %
Kinghisepp ~ URSS - lf - .41 A3 - FX CP

3690

A.iouter i
~
Oran
** F (Alg) «-« 0,5 ** Al «-* FX CO
Taza
-,MarB
- 0*5 ■«» Al - .IX 00

3694

Aiouter :
Verkharaaia Sosva — URSS
1, *- Al A3 -* FX GP
Dubrovnik ■
.** Youg - 0,1 «• Al A3 « FC

3697

Pskov

3696

Sadi
Col&

3700

A -1

«• URSS «**

c0lo

3,

Venant de 3705

Venant de 3673
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC WORKING GROUP TO COMMITTEE 7

Dear Mr, Acton?
In accordance with its terms of reference? the ad hoc Working
Group of your Committee has studied the various texts which delegations
have proposed in replacement of the Preamble to Part I of Annex 2 to
Document 218 (Page 6)0
We recommend that Document 218 as a whole should be prefaced with
an Introduction in accordance with the draft at Annex 1, and that this
Introduction should farm part of the Preamble to the Final Acts of this
Conference,,
The Group suggests that? as a consequence of this recommendation?
the Preamble to Part I of Annex 2 to Document 218 should be replaced by the
draft contained in Annex 2 to this letter*
The Group recognizes that the incorporation in Document 218? of
the draft amendments annexed? may involve consequential amendments to other
parts of the Document, If your Committee so directs? the Group will formulate
further draft amendments? taking into account the suggestions of the
Committee? including that of the French Delegation,
Yours sincerely?
(signed)

Robert Craigie

Chairman of the ad hoc Group
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ANNEX

1

The' final arrangement of frequency usage for those parts of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table corresponding to Fixed, Land Mobile
and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4-000 kc/s in Region 2) and
27 500 kc/s, shall be determined by plans, as far as the High Frequency
Broadcasting Service is concerned, and by the future International Frequency
List as far as the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services,
are concerned, In principle, the implementation * of these plans and this
List should coincide with the implementation of the Atlantic City Allocation
Table for other services. The basis and procedures for the preparation and
acceptance of these plans and this List are outlined in :
Part III, Chapter
Article
Section III for the Fixed,
Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services
Part III, Chapter
Article «•.., Section IV for the High
Frequency Broadcasting Service,
.In the meantime, and as an interim measure, Administrations will
avoid, as far as they find it practicable, establishing new assignments to
the said services in the bands allocated at Atlantic City to other services,
and will make efforts by voluntary transfers to eliminate the existing
assignments to the said services situated in bands allocated at Atlantic
City to other services. The interim procedures to be used for this purpose
are outlined in :
Part I, Chapter
Article «,*« for the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services
Part I, Chapter
Article
- Broadcasting Service,

for the High Frequency

Committee 8 may require to revise this sentence.

i
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ANNEX

2

SECTION I ~ Preamble, '

The following interim procedure provides , se far as the
Fixed, Land Mobile and High Frequency Broadcasting Services, betweai
3950 kc/s (4.000 kc/s Region 2) and 27 500 kc/s are concerned, for
Administrations gradually to eliminate by voluntary transfers, exist
ing assignments to the said services situated in bands allocated at
Atlantic City to other services, and to establish new assignments in
the bands allocated at Atlantic City to the said services. This
procedure will apply only untolsuch time as Members of the Union agree
on^^specii!icj^lans, or frequency lists, for these services.
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Corrigendum No. 1
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R A D IO CONFERENCE

1 9 M o V ^ b e r" 1 9 51^

Geneva, 1951

COMITIEE.. 7

CORRIGENDUM No.l
to
REPORT

OF

COMMITTEE 7

8th Meeting, Part 1.-27 October 1951, 9h.30 a.m.

Page 1 - the third paragraph should read as follows :

"The Delegate of Egypt said that, when, seconded by Pakistan, he
had called for a vote on Document 225 at the previous meeting, he had fully
realized the important effect that vote would have on the fate of the
Conference. Now that an unknown result of a possible vote on the proposal
had put the two parties face to face with the serious consequences of such
a vote, he hoped that a better spirit of comprehension would be established.
For this reason, he suggested that the document should be considered an
amendment to Document 218 and that an effort should be made to conform as
far as possible to Document 225 when Document 218 was being discussed. He
thought that the Committee could at once begin commenting on Document 218."
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Geneva, 1951

C 0 M | GTmj7
Methods

Report of the Eighth Meeting - PART ONE

The meeting was opened by the Chairman, Mr© GeJg Acton (Canada)*
1.1

The Chairman said that delegates should bo in possession of the
report of the meeti-eg of the Steering Committee on 26 October (Document 232)*.
The Delegate of Egypt said that, when, seconded by Pakistan, he
had called for a vote on Document 225 at the previous meeting, he had not
realised the important effect that vote would have on the fate of the Con
ference 0 He suggested that the document should be considered an amendment
to Document 218 and that an effort should be made to conform as far as
possible to Document 225 when Document 218 was being discussed* He thought
that the Committee could at once begin commenting on Document 218©
The Delegate of Pakistan supported the Delegate of Egypt in a
spirit of cooperation and hoped that delegates would bear Document 225 in
mind when discussing Document 218©
The Chairman thanked the Delegates of Egypt and Pakistan for
their cooperative spirit*
In reply ib the Delegate of the Philippines, the Chairman explained
that each delegation would bo free to propose amendments during the discussion
of Document 218* Such amendment©
would be studied by the Committee©
The Delegate of Chile
felt that a document of suchc greatimpor
tance os Document 218 should be adopted almost unanimously* He thought that
there should have been no question of putting Document 225 to the vote*

1.2

The Delegate of the USSR mode the following statement :
nMr0 Chairman,
At yesterday’s meeting of Committee 7 a number of delegates, e.g.
the Delegate of Yemen, India, Egypt etc*** indicated that the proposals
contained in Document ‘218 take no account of the interests of many countries
and in particular those of small countrieso
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It is known that the task of the ad Hoc Group was "to take into
account all the proposed methods before this Committee, the comments and
statements of delegations, and to prepare draft texts for consideration n.
It is clear that the first task of the ad Hoc Group was to study
and examine the statements made at the meeting of the Committee on 20 October
all the more so since it was at that very meeting that all the delegates,
some of them actually for the first time, explained their position fully?
Nevertheless, the ad hoc Group organized its work differently*
The first meeting of the Group was held, as is known, on the
evening of 20 October, about an hour and a half after the end of the meeting
of Committee 7*
It is known that a text prepared beforehand - the text which is
now contained in Document 218 - was submitted for consideration by the ad hoc
Group at itemeeting. It is perfectly obvious that no account whatsoever
was taken in this text of the statements and comments made by delegates at
the meeting of Committee 7 held on 20 October. In proceeding to examine this
text premrod beforehand, the ad hoc Group for an incomprehensible reason,
departed from its terms of reference under which it was obliged to take
account of the views and comments of delegates. It is therefore not sur«*rf
prising that the Delegates of Yemen, India and Egypt failed to find that
Document 218 took into account the interests of many Members of the Union.
In view of the above, I would request you, Mr. Chairman, to reply
to the following two questions s
1)
Who exactly was it that prepared
to the ai hoc Group ready made ?

ho proposals which were submitted

2)
When exactly were these proposals, now set out in Document 218 ,
prepared, and what considerations were the authors of this toxt guided by,
since they took no account of tho statements made by delegations on 20.10.51?”
In reply to tho statement by the Soviet Delegate, the Chairman
explained his point of view : the Chairman of a Committee would not bo doing
his duty if he did not prepare a working document. The ad hoc Group took that
working document as a basis for its work.
The Delegate of the USSR wished to stress the fact that Document
225 had not been considered bV the ad hoc Group.
Tho Chairman pointed cut that Document 205, end not Docuenent 225,
had been taken into consideration by the ad hoc Group.
The Delegate of the USSR said that Document 205 had not been
taken into consideration. How could the ad hoc Group take account of the
statements made by delegates if the text submitted to it for study was
drafted in advance ?

Bd
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Tho Delegate of India thought that the recent debates in the
Committee had shown that major amendments had to be made to Document 218.
Agreement would have to be reached on a compromise at the outset of the
discussion of the document*,
All the delegates were in agreement on one point : there should be
order in the spectrum, A vote on that point would show unanimous agreement*
In his opinion the desired result would be achieved by preparing a frequency
list based on sharing and not by giving priority to the first occupant.
He proposed setting up and ad hoc Group composed of members with
divergent opinions and suggested representatives of the following countries :
Egypt, United States, India, Pakistan, United Kingdom, URSS. The Group’s
terms of reference would be to determine how far agreement was possible.
The Delegate of the P*R«, of Albania and the P*.R0 of Bulgaria made
the following statement :
MThe Delegations of the P.R* of Albania and the P.R® of Bulgaria
have closely followed the reading of the statements made by all the
delegations at the Conference on 20 October. Those statements, contained
in Document 213, lead us to the conclusion that a large majority of the
delegations is opposed to the voluntary method of gradual Implementation of
the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table® However, the ad hoc Group,
in spite of the wish of the large majority of delegations in favour of the
organised and coordinated method of transfer to the New Frequency List, only
prepared Document 218 on the basis of Documents 125 and 131 alone.
Committee 7 obliged the ad hoc Group to express the facts as shown
by the statements by delegations, but that Group, in betrayal of its trust,
arbitrarily reproduced the American thesis contained in Document 22 and
subsequently developed in Documents 125 and 131»
The theory put forward in Document 54, which is supported by a
whole series of delegations including those of Albania and Bulgaria, is
not reflected in the ad hoc Group’s document, from which we are obliged to
observe that the Group was not objective. Gn the contrary, in Document 218
the Group proposes adopting the American theory, which is entirely
contradictory to the Radio Regulations in that the New International
Frequency List has not been drawn up and approved as stipulated in Article 4-7
of tho Regulations.
The Delegations of the P.R. of Albania and the P.R. of Bulgaria
think that it is the principal duty of the present Conference to find a
method of drawing up the International Frequency List which will allow all
countries clearly to assess their position withiegard to radiocommunications.
This duty is well defined by the Convention and the Radio Regulations.
The proposal made by the ad hoc Group to adopt the voluntary
procedure is contrary to the Radio Regulations and consequently illegal.
Ch
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According to Document 218, the I*FoRoBc. is to receive a centralizing
and controlling part in the transfer tc the Atlantic City Table * which is
quite contrary to the Radio Regulations* That body has no right to function
until the New International Frequency List has been drawn up and approved*
According to Document 218 the Bern List should no longer exist and
should be replaced by an Interim International Frequency Listfta This is
contrary to No« 1077 of the Radio Regulations which stipulates that the
procedure provided in the Cairo Radio Regulations for the notification and
registration of frequencies and the part of the Cairo allocation Table
shall remain in force until the effective date of the New International
Frequency List,, Consequently the proposal by the ad_hoc Group in this
connection is also illegal,,
The analysis made in Document 218 shows that that document
reproduces the contentsof Documents 22, 125 and 131 which wo consider
unacceptable and contrary to the stipulations of tho Radio Regulations*
The Delegations of the P»Rc of Albania and the P*RP of Bulgaria
wish to state that they do not accept Document 218, that they consider it
illegal and propose that it be rejected by the Committee*
In the event of a vote, the Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria
will vote against Document 218*!f
The Chairman pointed out that, in the ad hoc Group, every member
was free to propose aItorno.to texts* No member had done so* Further,
everyone was free to ask all the questions he wished*
Mr* Bramel de^ ClejouaX entirely agreed with everything the
Chairman had said, which was absolutely true*
speaking as a member of the ad .hoc Group, endorsed
what Mr Bramel de Clejoulx had said* During the discussion of Document 218
which was to take place in the Committee he would speak on behalf of tho
Delegation of New Zealand and not as a member of the ad_hoc Group*
The Dej-egot^of^^ypt noted that it was the first time that a
Working Group had boon criticised0 He thought it would be better to examine
the Groupfs work*
Mro_Raq said that no delegate was justified in doubting the way
in which the Group had dono its work®
1*3

The Pjllpgate,. pf_thpjLJGfoitpd^
said that the aim was to put the
house in order - to have order in the spectrum - and that It was preferable
to fit the services into the bands* If anything was to be achieved in the
spectrum, end if space was to be found for the maritime and aeronautical
services, the bands in the Atlantic Clby Frequency Allocation Table would
have to be adhered to* His country felt that a practical method was
essential if results were to be achieved; the progressive method would
achieve that aim*

Ch
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With regard to tho proposal by the Delegate of India, he thought
that as there was already an ad hoc Group which had submitted a document
to the Committee, the problem would not be solved by trying to set up a
new group# It would only afford an opportunity for delegates to repeat
statements they had already made*
He suggested that the Committee should immediately start to discuss
Document 218,
The Delegate of the Philippines and the Delegate of Portugal
seconded the proposals
The Delegate of Switzerland asked the Chairman whether, after the
discussions of the last two days, Document 218 might not be improved if it
were returned to the ad hoc Group®
The Delegate of Iran asked that Document 218 be discussed with
Document 225 »
The Chairman recalled the statements he had already made on the
method he intended to adopt for the discussion of Document1218. Though he had
assisted in drafting tho document he had no special author’s pride in it#
1.4

The Delegate of Egypt suggested the following amendment : delete
the present text of the Preamble, Section 1, page 6 of Document 218 and
replace it with the following}
Section I - Preamble
The part of the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table
corresponding to fixed, land mobile and broadcasting services between
3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s in Region 2) and 27 500 kc/s# shall be brought
Into force through Plans, the implementation of which should coincide
in principle with the implementation of the Atlantic City Allocation
Table for other services» In the meantime, the Administrations will avoid,
as far as they find it practicable, to establish new assignments to the
said services in the bands allocated at Atlantic City to other services,
and will make efforts by voluntary transfers to eliminate the existing
assignments to the said services situated in bands a.llocated at Atlantic
City to other services*

Ch
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Tho Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR mode the following statement :
nMr% Chairman, gentlemen*
The discussion which took place in Committee 7 on 20 October
during which 62 delegates expressed their views regarding the problems of
the fixed services and high frequency broadcasting has shown that the basic
question now Confronting the Conference is the following : is a disorderly,
unorganized and chaotic changeover to the new Table admissible and acceptable
to the Members of tho Union, or can the changeover be effected only on an
organized basis after the New International Frequency List has been prepared
and approved ? Reference to the decisions of the Atlantic City Conference
and the provisions contained in tho Radio Regulations would eliminate all
doubt concerning this question* A changeover to the Atlantic Citv Table
before the International Frequency List has been prepared id inadmissible a
Tho Atlantic City Conference decided, and this is perfectly clearly set out
in Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, that the changeover to the new Table
can be begun only after the International Frequency List has been prepared
and approved iae* it must be effected on an organized basis. The decisions of
the Atlantic City Conference regarding the preparation of the New International
Frequency List and the retention of tho old Cairo Table and tho old frequency
registration procedure until such time as tho new List has been prepared
and approved, were motivated and necessitated by the fact that the changeover
to the new Table cannot bo effected in a disorderly and chaotic fashion, but
must bo carried out only on an organized basiso
Consequently, in view of the decisions of the Atlantic City
Conference and the provisions of the Regulations, only one conclusion is
possible, i*ec that the proposals that a changeover to the new Table in the
absence of an International Frequency List is illegal and inadmissible,.
What is the present attitude of the delegations towards this
question ? An analysis of the statements mode by delegates in Committee 7
shows that the majority of delegations in principle still consider an
organized changeover based on a Frequency List or Plan prepared beforehand
to be the best and most acceptable solution* There is also a different
point of view 5 certain delegations have alleged in the course of discussion
that an International Frequency List could not be prepared and that therefore
they were in favour of beginning an immediate, disorderly and chaotic
changeover to the new Table. However, only a few delegations - about 15, in
all, including the USA - were of that opinion, What, then, was the attitude
adopted by the ad hoc Group in preparing a so-called compromise document
and to what extent did it take account of the statements of delegates
made on 20 October ?
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It must be frankly stated that the ad hoc Group took no account
of the necessity of an organized changeover to the new Table, It reproduces
in Document 218, completely and entirely, the unacceptable proposals of
the US Document (Document 22) regarding the disorderly, unorganized and
chaotic changeover to the New Table in the absence of an International
Frequency List0 Document 218 proposes that the changeover to the new Table
should be begun immediately while the preparation of the International List
is regarded as a reproduction of the chaotic situation which will result
from such a disorderly changeover* That, of course, does not correspond
to the Atlantic City decision which is contained in the Regulations, The
proposals set out in Document 218 force the Conference to take the course of
illegal decisions as regards the changeover to the new Table, the path of
the infringement o f ,the fundamental articles of the Radio Regulations,
What would tho repercussions be if the proposals contained in Document 218
were adopted ?
It is known that the fixed service and high frequency broadcasting
bands are already overloaded. What then would happen if Administrations
began an additional transfer of approximately 15000 stations at present
utilizing 3500 out-of-band frequencies into tho reduced fixed service bands
of the new Table, and that in a disorganized, disorderly and chaotic manner,
on the principle of first come first grab, and without any rules or limitations?
It is perfectly clear that this would lead to a marked increase
in interference and to a race to increase the power used by transmitters,
as well as to the elimination of low powered stations and a complete
disorganization of radiocommunications, Can Administrations agree to this ?
Of course, they cannot. It goes without saying that such a method of a
gradual changeover would give no guarantee to countries that their fixed
service and high frequency broadcasting requirements would be satisfied and
that it would be possible to accommodate all the fixed service stations in the
reduced bands of the Atlantic City Table,
It is clear even now that such measures would result in a marked
deterioration in the position of the fixed services as compared with the
present positionQ
How, under these conditions iv? it proposed in Document 218 to solve
the controversial problem of interference ?
This question is one of the basic problems confronting our
Conference, At the beginning of the Conference when this question, i©e,
what should be done in the case of a new assignment ..for a transferred outof-band station causing interference to a station of another country already
operating in the band, was put to the US Delegation, the latter replied that
in such a case, priority should be accorded to the old frequency and that the
Administration would have to give up its new assignment. There is now no
mention of this in Document 218® It is proposed in Section V of Document 218
that cases of interference should be solved by "special agreement" between
Administrationso
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This means that the question of eliminating interference would
depend on the willingness of the country causing interference to conclude
such agreements* Would countries be willing to conclude such agreements or
not ?
It is obvious that countries possessing high powered transmitters
(as for instance the USA) are hardly likely to be interested in concluding
such agreements with countries which have only low powered transmitters at
their disposal.
In cancelling the priority of notification dates, the USA reserves
the right to continue the operation of its high powered stations thus showing
little concern for interference and ways and means of eliminating it.
It is obvious that the services of many small countries will be
placed in an intolerable position«
It goes without paying that the proposals contained in Document 218
take no Account whatsoever of the interests of countries whose radio
communications are at present underdeveloped and which intend to develop then*
Thus Document 218 repeats in their entirety the proposals made by the
US Delegation in Document 22 advocating a planless and disorderly changeover
to the new Table in the absence of an International Frequency List* This
procedure is inadmissible since it is contrary to Article 47 of the Radio
Regulations^ and is unacceptable since it will lead only to disorganization
in radiocommunications* Therefore we consider that the proposals contained
in Docunont 218 should be rejected*
We consider that a complete International Frequency List must be
prepared and approved before any adjustment of frequencies can be begun#"
The meeting was suspended from 11 to 11*AO
1*5

The Chairman thought the ad hoc Group might try to prepare
compromise texts in the three languages on the fundamental points, in as clear
terms as possibles
The Committee was scheduled to meet on Monday and Tuesday from

11 a#m# to 1 p.m#, from 3 p*m« to 6 p»m* and from 8*30 p^m# to 11 p«m*
in order to finish the work* The ad hoc Group could meet on Monday and
Tuesday mornings before 11 a#m*
The Delegate of Cuba supported the text just proposed by the
Delegate of Egypt*
Replying to the Delegate of Colombia* the Delegate of Egypt gave
the required details on Annex 1 of Document 184«

Ch

(Doc* 238/1-E)

1*6

Tho Delegate of Ethiopia said the importance of Document 213
had not escaped him. The fate of the ITU was at stake*,
He wondered how, without first having a plan, he could find a
frequency for a circuit with Europe when the problem arose*
He asked the Representative of the United Kingdom the following
question t
If, when an out-of-band frequency was transferred to its appropriate
band, the United Kingdom Administration then took an assignment which caused
interference, what would tho United Kingdom do ?
Referring to the Egyptian proposal, the Delegate of the United
States of America said that the amendment to Document 184; which had been
adopted, referred only to broadcasting* He therefore could not understand
how the Delegate of Egypt could reasonably apply it to other services* The
text proposed for the Preamble amounted to an attempt to' obtain a decision
on Document 225, which would accordingly change the tenor of Document 218*
Consequently he preferred the prosont text to that proposed by Egypt*
The question raisod by the Delegate of Ethiopia revealed the fears
of that country and of certain others* He drew Ethiopia’s attention to the
history of radiocommunications during the last twenty years? considerable
progress had been made since the beginning* At that time the spectrum was
already crowded and yet, thanks to progress, communications had developed*
It was not for the present Conference to givo the guarantee
requested* Mo Conference - and especially not the PFB — had been able to give
it* The guarantee was to be found in the help which certain countries were
in a position to give to others, and in the fact that it was the duty of
nations to back one another up*,

1*7

The Delegate of Portugal felt that, in spite of what the Delegate
of Egypt had said, the text he had proposed for the Preamble, Section I of
Document 218, was not in harmony with the text of Document 218 itself*
He proposed the following wording for the Preamble :
Section I - Preamble
The following interim procedure would permitt the fixod, land
mobile and broadcasting services between 3950 kc/s (4000kc/s in Region 2)
and 27500 kc/s to be included gradually in the appropriate Atlantic City
bands* In the meantime, Administrations shall cooperate among themselves and
give all possible assistance to the IFRB with a view to the preparation of a
draft International Frequency List to be submitted for approval to the next
Administrative Radio Conference and permitting at that time the implex
mentation of the provisions of /article 11 cf the Radio Regulations*
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The Delegate of the United Kingdom wished first of all to reply
to the question raised by the Delegate of Ethiopia * He would like to assure
him that the tfnited Kingdom Administraticn would do everything possible to
avoid harmful interference© With regard to tho text proposed by Egypt as
the Preamble, Section I, it prejudged what would happen in 4 or 5 years*
The text of the Preamble in Document 218 was clear*
The text proposed by the Delegate of Portugal seemed, at first
sight, to bo in agreement with the suggestions made by the United Kingdom
itself*
The Delegate of the Philippines
the Delegate of Portugal*

supported the text proposed by

The Doles?to of the USSR thought that the two sentences in the
text proposed by the Egyptian Delegate contradicted one another*
In his view voluntary transfer was not acceptable, for if it wore
used it would mean that plans were not desired*
Concerning the question about interference which had been raised
by the Delegate of Ethiopia, two replies had been given, both of which were
unsatisfactory*
He thought that the text proposed by the Delegate of Portugal was
not logical*
The Delegate of Ethiopia thanked the Delegate of the United
Kingdom for the reply to his question*
1*8
Tho Delegate of Egypt said thoro was no contradiction between
* ' Documont 218 and the tort he had proposed for the Preamble*
In reply to the proposal by tho Delegate of India, ho thought
that the a.d hoc Group still existed© He suggested that the representatives
of Brazil, Egypt, the United States of America, Pakistan, tho United
Kingdom and the USSR should join tho Group*
Tho Chairman said that tho discussion would be continued during
tho afternoon meeting starting at 3 p®n0
Tho meeting was suspended nt 1 p*ias
Rapporteurs %

Chairman s

Mr* J. DOUBLET
Mr* R«M» JOHN

Mr.* C„J, ACTON

Bd

International
Telecommunication

Union

Document 238/II - E
30 October 1951

.--EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7

COMMITTEE 7
Report of the Eight Meeting

“ Essl J E 27th October 1951 - 3„15 P.m.

The meeting was opened by the Chairman, Mr, Acton (Canada)*
1.

The Delegate of India said that he supported the proposal of the
Delegate of Egypt regarding the appointment of the Ad Hoc Group and he
also supported the proposal of Egypt to amend the Preamble to Part 1 of
Document 218. The Delegation of India believed that plans should be produced
and implemented for all the services* The Committee should be aware of the
very large number of broadcasting stations which wore operating outside the
Atlantic City bands. According to incomplete information which India had
been able to assemble there were 52 broadcasting stations operating in the
aeronautical mobile bands of Atlantic City* there were 77 stations in the
maritime mobile bands and 256 in the fixed service bands* Thus there was a
total of 385 broadcasting stations, by which he meant broadcasting channels,
operating outside the broadcasting bands. This was a very important problem
and it was difficult to seo how it could be solved except by means of
planning, Thoro were -449 broadcasting stations operating inside the Atlantic
City broadcasting bands and 385 outsido the bands* The Delegate went on to
say that although certain delegations were now taking a different attitude,
guarantees had existed at Atlantic City, The Delegation of Ethiopia had
asked"some questions about interference and they had received answers,
India’s experience with regard to interference had been very bad and al
though many complaints had been made the results achieved were negligible*
Everyone knew that the measure of interference was tremendous. Would
evolution solve th&s difficulty? On most of the
now operating
there were 4 or 5 stations belonging to 4 or 5 different countries. If
interference was to be cleared and if priorities \jqre to hold good there
could be only one solution ; stations operating out-of-band would have
to close down. Everybody kne who was operating stations out-of-band.
What would happen to the transmitters which have to close down and those
which are just going to open up? These were the problems delegations
would have to think about* Of course future assistance had been promised
but technical assistance was not what was nooded - it was frequoncies
that were needed*. The Delegate would .like to ask four questions %
1. What would be the repercussions on operations of interference
to in-band services?
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2.

What was the real possibility of moving into-band?

3.

What possibility would there be to open up new services?
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J+* To what extent would different countries be affected in
different ways?
The Delegate said that he hoped delegations would not commit
themselves to accepting Document 218 without thinking these problems over,
2,

The Delegate of New Zealand said that he supported in general the
proposal contained in Document 218, The New Zealand Delegate would like
to see a descriptive preface added to the whole documentP He would like to
try to allay the fears of the Delegations of the United Kingdom and the
United States and others in respect of the particular text proposed by
Egypt for inclusion in the doouon&fce This text was similar to that in
Document 205 concerning broadcasting services, Both documents were consistent
with one another. The Delegate said that the points brought out in the
Egyptian proposal were already contained in Document 218 and could be found on
pages 16 and 17. It would simply be an editorial matter to make some
‘ reference to them either before the preamble or as a separate document. The
Delegate agreed with the Chairman that the Committee should have a general
discussion on the subject and should avoid votes and decisions on these
points at this stage.

3*

The Delegate of the Philippines said that he would like to reply to
the statement made by the Delegation of the USSR in the morning session. He
had made a reference to the excessive requirements which had been submitted
to the PFB by certain delegations and he would like to point out that this
did not exclude the Delegation of the USSR, The Delegation of the Philippines
had come to the Conference with an open mind ready to listen to the views of
others. As regards the appointment of an Ad Hoc Group he thought that any
attempt to alter the present Ad Hoc Group or to introduce certain delegations
into that Group was wrong,

4-*

The Delegate of the USA seconded the remarks made by the Delegate
of the Philippines. He said that the Delegate of Ethiopia had misunderstood
his remarks on the question of priorities. The US Adminis+”ation had always
worked the problems out bi-laterally on a basis ot

5*

Cfe

The Delegate of France said that this was the first time that he
had taken part in the debate and that therefore he would be obliged to speak
at some length. The Delegate of Egypt had proposed that we should take the
text of Document 205 and insert it in Document 218, but Document 205 referred
only to broadcasting. He did not agree that it should be extended to the
other services* The French Delegation were sure at Atlantic City that it
would be impossible to agree on a complete new International Frequency List.
The Atlantic City Conference had decided otherwise. The French
* Administration hod sent a delegation to the PFB and had tried to make it a
success, but the results of the PFB had confirmed the French Administration’s
views on planning. They could not agree that we ought once more try to
plan for the Fixed services. The delegate did not believe that plans were the
only way to satisfy legitimate requirements since plans which could not be
drawn up would not help to satisfy those requirements.
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The problem was different for high frequency broadcasting and the dolcgato
accepted Document 205 solely for this service. Ho was willing to modify
Document 218 so that paragraph 1 of Document 205 should bo included. The
dolcgato proposed certain anendnents to Section 3 of Document 218 (page 16).
He proposed that it be modified so that in the spcond and third paragraphs
where tho phrase ,fclraft International Frequency List” occurs, the words
”improved Interim International Frequency List" should be inserted. In
the second paragraph the words ’’based on the Interim International Frcquoncy
List” at the end of tho first sentence should be dele ted, In paragraph 3,
in tho first sentence, the words "and adoption” should be deleted. Ho
suggested that a paragraph, 3b, should be added to say that the Ordinary
Administrative Radio Conferonce should examine all proposals put forward
by Administrations for the preparation of tho now International Frequency
List.

6.

The Delegate of Switzerland said that ho was still not clear on the
situation. The Chairman had consulted delegations on Saturday, 20th
October, on thu papers produced by Committee 7A but no decisions had been
taken. The delogato said that so far as broadcasting was concerned, ho
understood that tho Committee had decided to plan. He thought that the
broadcasting section of Document 218 v/as wrong and that it conflicted with
the decision already taken by the Committee on Document 184. There seemed
to be a contradiction of interpretation. The USA Delegation had said that
evolution would produce an International Frequency List but tho document
said that tho IFRB was to produce a list. The delegate thought that all
reference to broadcasting should be deleted from the document and that
it should be made clear that it referred solely to tho fixed, land mobile
and tropical broadcasting services.

7.

The Chairman said that page 17 of Document 218 (page 18 Spanish text)
made provision for the drafting of a broadcasting plan.

8.

Tho Delegate of Switzerland said that he had referred to the distinction
between pages 16 and 17. Tho document appeared to imply that broadcasting
should go through an evolutionary process. He did not think that evolution
was suitable for broadcasting. In any case tho Committee had agreed that
broadcasting should be planned. This contradiction could only bo eliminated
by dotaching broadcasting.

9*

The Delogato of Ethiopia said that ho had misunderstood tho USA
statement yesterday and that his worries on the question of interference
were allayed by tho statements which had been made by the UK and the USA
Delegations.

10.

The Delegate of Egypt said that he thought the word "priority" should
be abandoned because it had a legislative flavour which he did not like.
The Delegate was pleased to see the effort at concilliation which had
been proposed by the French Delegation. When he was in difficulty, he
always w$nt to France, because the French were logical. When the Delegate
of France said that plans could not be produced, he said so because he
was convinced but there were other Delegations who were equally convinced
that plans could be produced 5 but this was not a technical problem any
longer because diplomacy was amongst us. The decisions of this Conference
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would be judged by the next Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference.
That next Conference would be sovereign and could do anything it wished*
He hoped we would have a sufficient majority at this Conference to influence
the next Conference. He proposed again that a new Ad Hoc Group should be
established to draft a text.
11*

The Pol or-,ato of Sweden said that the Agenda of the Conference referred
to 3now methods for bringing tho Atlantic City Table into force”. He would
like this phrase to be used in the title of the douunent.

12.

Tho Delegate, of_India said that he thought it was strange that
paragraph 1 of Document 205, which was the only paragraph which had been
accepted by the Committee, was not included in Document 218 although all
tho other paragraphs were there.

13#

The Chairman said that the document required some redrafting but
that he could not accept this task* He thought it was impracticable to
appoint a large Ad Hoc Working Group since such a Group would take a week
to produce any results. He proposed a small group consisting of the
Chairmen of Working Groups 7A and 7B, and the Chairman of the IFRB*

14*

The Delegate of Hew Zealand said that he had taken part in the work
of tho Ad Hoc Group but only in the interests of the Conference, not in
tho interests of his own Delegation* He hoped that the Chairman would set
up a similar group in which Now Zealand would not be included.

15.

Tho Delegate of E^ypt said that in the circumstances, ho proposed that
the Ad Hoc Group should consist of the Delegations of the USA, UK, Brazil,
Chile, Pakistan and Egypt.

16.

The Dele frato of Brazil asked to
Ad Hoc Group.

17.

The Delegate of Portugal said that he found the procedure very strange.
Two delegations had proposed appointing Ad Hoc Groups in which they would
tako part. He had always understood that an Ad Hoc Group should be appointed
by tho Chairman* He would oppose the appointment of an Ad Hoc Group on
the Egyptian proposal, but if the Chairman proposed it he would support the
appointment of such a group.

18.

The Delegation of the Roumanian PR made the following statement:

be excused from participation in the

’’This is the third meeting that has been devoted to the discussion
of Document 218 proparod by the Ad Hoc Group of Committee 7* Bearing in
mind the opinions voiced by various delegations, we feel bound to make
known our delegation’s view, We do not want to go into details, but we
doom it necessary to throtj light on certain problems that have been discussed
here.
I should first like to deal with a problem that has often cone up
and which constitutes one of tho theories in Document 218; ’’voluntary
transfer”, the gravity of which has not yet boon sufficiently stressed
and mado clear.
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However, this is one of the most serious problems, which may have
grave consequences, not only for the present Conference but also for the
future of radiocommunications in general.
It seems to me that, in today*s discussions,some delegations have
clearly appreciated the different aspects of this question:

1.
The Head of the Swiss Delegation has already raised the point of
the redundancy of "voluntary transfers" and the simultaneous preparation
of the plans. We agree with him and should like to examine this aspect
rather more closely:
A large number of the delegates here are highly qualified technicians.
They therefore know tho full meaning of adjusting a transmitter^ oxpecially
a high-power transmitter. It means procuring a new crystal - which is
difficult enough - and readjusting all tho stagos and the antennas, which in
turn means interrupting all transmission for a considerable period of time.
Do you think, gentlemen, that many administrations would be prepared,
once the ’'voluntary transfor" had been made with its attondant expcnsos
and difficulties, to go through the whole business at loast once again?
Personally I don’t think so! Once a transmitter has boon voluntarily
transferred to a given frequency it will remain there. That is one aspect
of the problor.. But thore are ether noro serious ones.

2.
The Delegate of India was right when he said that, with tho
present congestion of the bands, when each frequency is being used by
several transmitters, there are no frequencies available. Whore do you
expect to place the out-of-band frequencies, without any control or coor
dination? What will be the situation in those bands if, in a haphazard
manner, you place further loads on already heavily loaded frequencies?
The consequences are obvious: the powerful transmitters will choose any
frequency belonging to the weak transmitters, whoso futuro will thus bo
finally compromised.
3* I think that aspect was clearly grasped by the Delegate of
Ethiopia, who, prompted by concern for the future of his services, asked
a direct question of tho Delegations of the United Kingdom and the Unitod
States of America; ho asked whether, should a complaint be made regarding
interference caused by the transmitters of those two countries, they would
take the necessary steps to stop the interfering transmissions. You all
heard tho replies. The Delegate of tho Unitod Kingdom said that his
administration would immediately take the necessary stops to stop tho
interfering transmissions. The Delegate of the United States, in his turn,
gave the assurance that such casos did not ariso since for the last thirty
years it has not proved necessary to have recourse to arbitration on such
matters, because the United States had always found a satisfactory solution.
However, I should like to give a concrete example of tho real
significance of those big words and the practical value of such assurances:
Gn
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During tho war tho United States installed in Tunisia a transmitter
on the frequency of our medium-wave transmitter at Bucharest, whose trans
missions wcro thus seriously interfered with. The war came to an ond, but
the transmitter in Tunisia continued to interfere with our transmissions.
This was vrcll known, for wo raised the matter several tinos. The years 194-6,
19471 1948 and 1949 cane and went and yet no steps were taken to end this
annoying state of affairs, and it was our transmitter which, in 1948, finally
obfi&god its frequency in accordance with the Copenhagen Plan.
But X shall give you another example: the Bucharest transmitter is
now operating on its oxclusive frequency of 854 kc/s, officially assigned to
it by tho Copenhagen Plan. However, the armed forces of occupation of tho
United States of Amorica in Germany, which do not respect any convention or
plan, have quite illegally and unjustifiably installed transmitters on the
same frequency. That is a woll known fact; we have protested through the
ITU but not the least effort has been made by the appropriate Amoncan
authorities, and we are not the only ones in this situations
Day and night, without interruption, the American and British Armed
Forces are interfering with the transmissions of dozens of European broad
casting stations with their transmitters - often of high power - installed
quite illegally on frequencies belonging to other countries. And all that
in spite of tho high sounding assurances given today.
Those words cannot conceal the facts, and those facts are the very
oppositeI Knowing tho facts, I address myself to all the countries concernedt
Beware of "voluntary transfers" ! They may moan the ond of your
transmissions! Beware of promisos, for the facts have already
proved what they aro worth!
4* I should now like to refer to the remarks made by tho Hoad of tho
French Delegation, according to whom it is not possible to prepare plans
for the fixed services. This assert:-xi roquires some analysis. Why can
plans bo prepared for all tho other services and not for the fixed services?
What is the basis for such an assertion? In our opinion we have all tho
necessary elements for the preparation of all tho plans. There arc separate
bands with their frequencies, and there are the transmitters of the various
services, which arc already operating today, but without any planned distri
bution.
The plans are precisely tho planned and coordinated expression of tho
use by the various transmitters of the various bands. It was for just such
coordination that the preparation of plans was envisaged. The plans arc
therefore intonded to establish order in the ether. They must guarantee
the rights of all. And if such planning has proved generally necessary,
it is essential for the very important fixed services, which cannot operate
without it. It should be stressed that Document 213, which contains the
statements by tho various delegations, reveals that a very largo majority of
them would like to prepare plans for those services and consider it possible
to do so. It should also bo stressed that the maintenance of tho status quo
Gn
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can only benefit a few countrios which possess high-powor transmitters and
utilize a very largo number of frequencies and therefore prefer to keep
their present privileged position, scorning the needs and rights of all
tho other countries.
But for the vast majority of countrios tho preparation of plans and
of tho complete International Frequency List, as provided for at Atlantic
City, is the only moans of guaranteeing their rights and the operation
of their services without interference.
That is all I have to say for the moment.
I shall take up tho other points in Document 218 as thoy come up in
the discussion.*’

19.

The Delegate of the USA said that he supported the Portuguese
suggestion and hoped that the Chairman would accept the proposal of Egypt,
to establish an Ad Hoc Group. The Committoo was still discussing the Pre
amble of Part I. Was the Preamble necessary? It seemed unnecessary to
agree on tho summary statement of what tho text contained before the contents
of the document had been agreed. In reply to the Delegate of Roumania, tho
Delegate said that tho PFB had tried to prepare plans. Everybody know the
results of the work of tho PFB and the cost of the PFB to the Union as a
whole.

20.

The Delogato of Portugal said that he understood tho USA proposal
to delete the Preamble but if the Committee deleted every part of the docu
ment which gave rise to discussion, there would be no document.

21.

Tho Chairman proposed that an Ad Hoc Group should be established to
consider the various amendments put forward by France, Portugal and Egypt,
The Ad Hoc Group should consist of 1 member each from tho Delegations of
the USA, UK, France, Chile, Pakistan and Egypt, Tho terms of reference
would bo as follows:
MTo examine written texts of proposals handed in by Delegations on
changes of substance to Document 218 and to prepare revised texts
for consideration by Committee 7”.
He proposed that dologatos should hand in written texts of any
proposals.

22*

Tho Delegate of France said that he would prefer not to take part in
•a new Ad Hoc Group.

Gn
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23*

After sono discussion it was agreed that France*. should _b.Q replaced
by Denmark since tho Delegate of Denmark was tho Chairman of Committee 8*
and tho Chairman of the IFRE would also toko port in the. .work .of tho Group.

2U*

After discussion the Group as proposed was set up. with no objections.*

2£.

The Chairman suggested that the Delogato of Egypt should convene tho
Group and that tho Group should appoint its own Chairman. Delegates who
had made proposals woro askod to hand in written, texts on any point in
Document 218.
Tho mooting was then adjourned.

Rapporteurs :

Chairman..^

J. Doublet

C.J. Acton

R.M. Johns

Gn

International
Telecommunication Union

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

Document 239 - 35
29 October 1951

Geneva, 195!

COMMITTEE 1

STEERING COMMITTEE

Agenda of the meeting
to be held on Tuesday

12S1j.JLe*S<

1*

Approval of the report of the meeting held on 26 October (Doc* 232)*

2.

Progress of work.

3*

Other business.
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Methods
Report of the sixth meeting, 25 October 1951* at 3 Coin,

The meeting was opened by the Chairman, Mr. C#Jo Acton (Canada).
1.1

The Chairman announced that the report of the fifth meeting
containing delegationsf statements would be published the following morUing#
The delay in publication was due to the fact that one or two delegations
had wished to revise their texts before they were included in the report.
He then pointed out that Document 218 contained the report of the
ad hoc group and that the draft recommendation referred to in that document
had been issued that morning# In addition, document 225 had been distributed
to delegates. It contained a proposal submitted to the Committee by the
Delegation of Egypt.
He thanked the Members of the ad hoc group for the work they had
done# On the basis of the statements made on 20 October, the group had done
its best to draw up what it thought would be a compromise text. However, one
of the Members of the group thought that insufficient attention had been
paid to planning. He hoped that the discussion which would ensue in the
Committee would show that the member^ wishe-s had been fulfilled*
He also thanked the Secretariat for its effic5.ency in issuing
document 218, which was admirable and accurately presented0 Together with its
additional pages, it was submitted to the Committee in the form of a draft.
He proposed that the afternoon be devoted to a general discussion
on document 218, which might throw light on the texb and show up its weak
points# Detailed study of the actual text could perhaps be undertaken at the
meeting on the following day.
Delegations of any countries incorrectly classified on page 2 of
document 218 were requested to inform the Committee accordingly,so that a
revised page 2 could bo issued.
He requested any delegation envisaging major modifications to
document 218 to submit suggestions in writing $ they could then
carefully
examined by the ad hoc group#
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1*2

The Delegate of Egypt had thrue points of order to raise:
First point: The Chairman of the Committee was also Chairman of the
ad hoc Group.
If. he wished to defend the document personally, he would have
to cede the Chair of tho Committee to the Vice-Chairman.
If he wished to retain the Chair, he would have to appoint a
rapporteur to defend Document 218.
Tho Chairman, in reply, said that he was expecting all kinds of
violent criticism and hoped to prove quite impartial.
What the Canadian
Delegation might say was another matter.
The Delegate of Egypt said that he had never cast doubt on the
impartiality of the Chairman.
Second point: concerned the work of the ad hoc Group.
Document 205 was to be found in Document 218.

No trace of

The Chairman replied that part of Document 205 was inserted in
Document 218 and if it were thought that the latter did not deal extensively
enough with certain parts of Document 205, arrangements could no doubt be
made to overcome that difficulty.
The Delegate of Egypt raised tho third point concerning Document 218
proper.
Delegates had been asked questions in working Documont D.T*88.
Ihose questions could bo reproduced in Annex 1.
The headings in Annex 1 as they stood bore no relation to the
questions Delegates had been asked0
Tho Chairman said that the questions in D.T.88 were in the form of
suggestions for statements.
Annex 1 had aoonod to the ad hoc Group to be in
line with tho views oxpressed by tho Delegates.
Corrections could, however,
be mode.
1.3

The Delegate of Egypt proposed "Countries supporting a technical
plan, which would agree to the evolutionary method as an interim moasure11 as
tho heading for column 3 and "Countries supporting a process of gradual
voluntary implementation" as tho heading of column 4*
The Chairman said that tho ad hoc Group had endeavoured to classify
countries with an eye to the various trends of their statements.
Tho Delegate of Italy proposed the following for tho hooding of
Column 3: "Countries primarily supporting the preparation of plans or lists
and agreeing to the evolutionary approach as on interim moasure (or as a
compromise)."
Tho j2olejgqte_>>of .PorJjaSQi preferred the existing heading of column 3
in Annex 1 to that proposed by Egypt.
He could accept the Egyptian
proposal for the heading of column 4«

Ge
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The Delegate of Egypt supported the Italian proposal for column 3.
It would be nore logical for classification purposes to delete tho words
between brackets from the heading of column 3 of Annex 1,
The Delegate of Saudi Arabia and Lebanon made the statement set
out in Annex 1,
The Delegate of Italy said that the heading to column 3 should
mention lists as well as plans.
The Delegate of Portugal would prefer to retain ”as a compromise” and
delete ”as an interim measure” in the heading to column 3.
The Delegate of Switzerland thought that the Table was very sketchy.
The Swiss statement had oxprcssed a preference for the preparation of plans
for high frequency broadcasting and for the evolutionary approach for the
fixed services.
Not one of the columns, therefore, corresponded to the
Swiss statement.
The Chairman, to satisfy the countries which shared that view,
proposed that they be classified in column A with the mention ”HF broadcasting”
in brackets after the name of the countries.
The Delegate of Sweden said that there was a mistake for his country.
The Chairman replied that the transfer requested would be carried
o u t.
The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. said that the classification on
page 2 of Annex 1 was not clear.
He proposed a consultation of tho various
Delegations so that each could say in which column it idshod its country to
appoar.
The Chairman said that tho headings should be decided on first.
Delegations could then bo asked whether they felt that their countries were
correctly classified under the now headings.
1*4-

Tho Delegate of the United States of America thought it was difficult
to arrange countries in broad categories.
He proposed that Annex 1 be
deleted.
Tho Delegate of Egypt asked for his proposed amendment to be put to
the vote.
Tho Delegate of India considered that, in connection with the question
raisod by the Delegate of Egypt, the expression ’’evolutionary approach” was
misleading^ what was really meant was a displacement of frequencies.
The Delegate of Canada considered that, sinco Annex 1 had fulfilled
its purpose for the ad hoc Group, it could be cancelled.
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Tho Delegate of Pakistan felt that Annex 1 did not explain the views
of certain countries. Sone of then hod opinions on broadcasting, others on
the fixed services.
Pakistan should be classified in column 3 for broad
casting ond in column 2 for tho fixed service. He proposed that there should
be two ports, one for tho fixed service, the other for broadcasting.
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. found the classification inaccurate.
Two tendencies hod been revealed in the statements, one for an organized
changeover, the other for an immediate changeover without a plan approved
after the Conference.
Consideration should be given, on the one hand, to
countries which favoured an organized changeover end which appeared in columns
1 and 2 of Annex 1, and on the other hand, to countries jwhich desired a plan
and whiph accepted the evolutionary approach as an interim measure.
Lastly,
a third group could comprise those which favoured a gradual changeover.
The Delegate of tho Philippines supported the Delegate of Portugal as
regards the heading of column 3 and considered that the word ”but” should
replace the word ”and".
✓

♦ There followed an exchange of views concerning the U.S.A. proposal
between the Delegates of Australia. Cuba. Egypt. Brazil. Uruguay, the
Ukrainian S.S.R. and India.
1.5

The Delegate of Egypt requested that theare should be no further
discussion of Document 218 until the written statements had been submitted
by Delegations and published. The Delegate of Cuba seconded this proposal.
The Chairman reminded Delegates that the statements would be issued
by the following morning and said that they could be-attached to Document 218
as annexes.
The Delegate of the United States supported this suggestion*
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following formal proposal:
f,To suspend discussion of thoso questions pending the publication of
a document containing all the statements.”
In reply to the Delegate of Egypt and the Delegate of India, the
Delegate of the U.S.S.R. explained that he had made a formal proposal to
postpone the discussion until such timo as the statements had been issued.
The Chairman said that if this proposal wore adopted, tho discussion
could be resumed the following afternoon.

1.6

The proposal Of the U.S.S.R. was put to the vote by a show of hands.
The Chairman said that as the vote was inconclusive a roll-call veto
would be taken.

Ge
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The following countries voted in favour:
P.R. of Albania, Saudi Arabia, Belgium, Biolorussian S.S.R., Burma,
P.R. of Bulgaria, Chile, Belgian Congo, Cuba, Dominican Republic,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Hungarian P.R., India, Indonesia, Iran, Israel, Italy,
Lebanon, Luxembourg, Pakistan, Peru, Republic of Poland, Ukrainian S.S.R.,
Roumanian P.R., Czechoslovakia, Portuguese Oversea Territories, Union of
South Africa, U.S.S.R., Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen.
The following countries voted against:
Argentine Republic, Commonwealth of Australia, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil,
Canada, China, Colombia, United Kingdom Colonies, Denmark, Spain,
United States of America, France, Greece, Ireland, Iceland, Japan, Monaco,
Norway, New Zealand, Paraguay, Netherlands, Netherlands Antilles and
New Guinea, Philippines, Portugal, Morocco and Tunisia, F.P.R. of
Yugoslavia, United Kingdom, Sweden, Territories of the United States,
French Oversea Territories, Spanish zone of Morocco and Spanish possessions.
The following countries abstained:
Vatican City, Switzerland, Turkey.
Corrections regarding the vote:
The Delegate of the Portuguese Oversea Territories said that he
would have voted differently if his country’s name had been called in the
usual order, but it had been erroneously called out as ’’Portuguese Colonies•”
The Delegate of the Union of South Africa said he had voted in favour
by error as a result of the general confusion. In actual fact, he had meant
to vote against.
1.7

The Chairman said that as Chairman of the Committee, he could not
accept corrections which would alter the result of the vote.
This result
was as followsi
32 votes in favour of the U.S.S.R* proposal
31 votes against
3 abstentions
The Chairman said that he had thought the meeting should have taken
the form of a general discussion, during which the text of Document 218 could
have been improved and amendments made where the ad hoc Group had not taken
the statements by Delegates sufficiently into account. Then, the study of
the actual text could have been broached at the following meeting. As,
however, there was now a sLight majority in favour of postponing the
discussion, no useful work could be done by continuing the meeting, since it
was essential to have the Committee’s full cooperation.
He pointed out that tho ad hoc Group had endeavoured to do everything
within its power.
If success were not achieved, tho fault wffiuld lie with
the Delegates.

Go
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1*8

The Delegate of Portugal said he could see no practical or logical N
reason for suspending the discussion of Document 218,
He protested strongly,
although ho was aware that his protests would go unheeded, and wished to
point out that he had cone to the meeting with the intention of discussing
serious natters.
The Chairman thanked the Delegate of Portugal and said that his own
views were similar.
The Delegate of Egypt said that the Committee had ‘Document 225 to
hand and suggested that they begin the examination of that document.
The Delegate of the Fhllionines endorsed the protests of the Delegate
of Portugal*
The Delegate of Cuba said that the attitude of the Delegation of
Cuba in voting on the formal ptfopssaLhad been dictated by a desire to defend
the interests of its country.
The Chairman said that tho vote had been taken and was valid.
According to the vote,one half of the Delegates were not in a position to
discuss Document 218 with the degree of attention which it warranted.
Therefore, it seemed useless to prolong tho meeting further. He
hoped that the following day tha Delegates would show a spirit of cooperation
and make an effort to ac'hieve some result.
The meeting rose at 4*56 p.m.

The Rapporteurs:
J. Doublet
R*M» John

Ge

The Chairman:
J*C. Acton
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ANNEX

1

DECLARATION OF SAUDI ARABIA AND LEBANON

The Delegation of Saudi Arabia
Document 218.

and Lebanon hoce studied

At the last meeting of this Committee we stated that the
evolutionary method of implementing the Atlantic City Tables might be
acceptable to the smaller countries provided there was means by which
the interests of these smaller countries would be protected.
However no such protection appears in Document 218 and therefore
the Delegations of Saudi Arabia and Lebanon believe that the implementation;
of the Atlantic City Tables should bo according to an accepted plan and
support the proposal made by the Honourable Delegate from Egypt and which was supported by the Honourable Delegate from India. The Delegations of
Saudi Arabia and Lebanon cannot accept this document unless and until
some means is found to protect the interests of the smaller countries. ■
We therefore request that Saudi Arabia be moved from Column 3 to
Column 2 of Pago 2, Annex 1 of Document 218 until such time as this means
is found.

J* E. Content
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The meeting was opened ty the Chairman, Mr* Acton (Canada) .
1*

The Chairman said that the statements which delegations had made
at the meeting on 20th October had now been published in Document 213>
and the attitude of delegations could be judged from their statements. The
text contained in Annex 2 of Document 218 had been drafted after taking
these statements into account*
At the previous meeting there had been
some dispute about Annex 1 and he thought that it could be deleted as
there was now no further need for it.
He proposed that Document 218, from
pages 3 - 2 6 inclusive, should be discussed as a chairman's transactional
text.

2.

The Delegate of the Vatican City made the following statement:
•The Delegate of the Vatican City thought that Annex I to
Document 218 was useful and should be retained, after revision and correction
of the lists of countries in each column.
It gave an overall view of the
opinions and since the opinions were divergent, i.t showed that a compromise
was necessary.
To achieve a compromise solution, the two theories expressed by
the titles of columns 3 and U of Annex I would have to be amalgamated.
A compromise would be impossible if one or other of the two
extreme theories - one requiring that the results of the so-called
’’evolutionary" method should not be taken into consideration when the lists
and plans were being drawn up, and the other requiring that the results of
applying that method should alone be taken as a basis of the final lists
ond plans - were adopted.
In conclusion, he ma.de the following formal proposal, suggesting
that it should be taken into consideration only when the various Delegations
had expressed their general comments on Document 218:
"Committee 7 approves Document 218, in principle, insomuch as it
represents a compromise between the two fundamental theories, and on the
understanding that the details will be corrected and steps taken to ensure
that no paragraph reflects either of the extremes thus making compromise
impossible.”
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3.

The Delegate of Brazil said that he was not prepared to accept or
reject Document 218 until there had been further discussion. Ho formally
moved that Annex 1 be deleted.

4.

The Delegate of Egypt said that it had boon decided at tho previous
meeting to delete Annex 1 to Document 218 and replace it with the texts
contained in Documont 213*
The Chairman said that this was correct.

6.

The Delogate of tho U.S.S.R. said that he could not agree with the
Chairman. He was the author of the proposal which had boen accepted at the
previous meeting.
His proposal had boen to discontinue discussion until
the statements of Delegations wore published, not to cancel Annex 1. The
Delegate objected to cancellation of Annex 1 and insisted that this paper
should bo maintained.

7.

Tho Chairman said that too much time had already been wasted on
this discussion and he would put the Brazilian proposal to the vote.

8*

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that he did not wish to waste tine
and he agreed that there was no need to discuss Annex 1 but none the less, it
was a useful document which should be maintained.

9.

The Delegate of Egypt said that Document 218 was the Chairman's
document which had not yet been approved.
He said that the Chairman of the
ad hoc Group could make any change that ho wished or withdraw the document
entirely.

10.

The Chairman said that if any Delegation objected to Annex 1 he
would withdraw it.

11.

The Delegate of Italy said that he wished to support the Vatican
City proposal to maintain Annex 1.

12.

The Delegate of Brazil insisted that his proposal to cancel Annex 1
should be put to tho vote.

13.

The Chairman said that ho would
Brazilian proposal.

14.

The Delegate of India said that the Chairman should first put the
Vatican City proposal to the vote. This was to maintain Annex 1.

15,

The Delegate of the Vatican City said that he had not made a
formal proposal on this point and he agreed that the Brazilian proposal
should bo put to the vote.

Ge
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16.

At tho request of the Delegate of Egypt, the Delegate of Brazil
explained that his proposal had been put forward because discussion of
Annex 1 could only result in a waste of time ? because it was inevitable
that Delegations would wish to alter the headings of the various columns
and alter their positions in the various columns.

17.

Tho Delegato of Israel asked what would happen
Document 218 which referred to Annex 1.

18.

The Chairman said that if the vote was carried and tho Annex was
annulled he would withdraw paragraph 3 of the report contained in Document
218.

19#

Tho question was put to the vote and carried by 37 votos in favour,
25 against and 4 abstentions.

to paragraph 3 of

Fort Argentine, Australia, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, China,
Colombia, U.K. Colonies, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Spain,
U.S.A., France, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, Nicaragua,
Norway, New Zealand, Netherlands, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Morocco and Tunisia, United Kingdom, Sweden, Switzerland,
U.S. Territories, French Oversea Territories, Portuguese
Oversoa Territories, Turkey, South Africa, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Spanish Colonies.
Against: P.R. of Albania, Saudi Arabia, Belgium,
Burma, P.R. of Bulgaria, Chile, Vatican
Cuba, Ethiopia, Hungarian P.R,, India,
Lebanon, Luxembourg, Pakistan, Republic
Yugoslavia, Ukrainian S.S.R., Roumanian
U.S.S.R.

Bielorussian S.S.R*,
City, Belgian Congo,
Iron, Iceland, Israel,
of Poland, F.P.R. of
P.R., Czechoslovakia,

Abstentions; Egypt, Italy, Paraguay, Yemen.
20*

Tho Chairman said that Annex 1 of Document 218 was therefore
cancelled and if the members of the ad hoc Group had no objection, he would
formally withdraw paragraph 3 of the report of the ad hoc Group which
referred to this Annex. There being no objection this wasdone.

21.

The Delegate of Egypt said that he wished to speak on theVatican
City proposal. If the end product of the process of voluntary transfer
outlined in Document 218 was to be legalized as a new International
Frequency. List, this meant that we would bo going to approve certain
priorities and principles which had never before boon accepted. The
United States had always adopted the position that priorities of date of
notification hod no legal status.
The Unitod Kingdom, on the other hand,
had always insisted that these dates did have some kind of status.
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22.

23*

Tho Chaim a n said that the Delegate of the Vatican City had made
a formal proposal that the Committee accept Document 213 from pages 3 - 2 6
inclusive for examination and such modifications as might be considered
necessary.
After some discussion in which the Delegates of the Vatican City
and India took part, the Delegate of the Vatican City proposed that his
motion should read x 15that the Committee should accept Document 213 in
principle subject to amendments and on the understanding that no extreme
points of view were contained in the document. n

24.

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that the agenda of the meeting
was to discuss Documents 213, 213 and 225, containing the Egyptian
proposals.
The Committee wanted to discuss these documents not to adopt
Document 218 in principle, and he thought that the proposal of the Vatican
City had been put forward with too much haste.

25.

The Delegate of Egypt said that he wished to speak on Document 225.
He wished the principle to be clearly recognized that no temporary mea.sure
of an evolutionary or voluntary character could in any way constitute a
basis for a new International Frequency List*
It had been proposed that the
IFKB should produce a plan based on the Interim International Frequency List
mentioned in Document 213.
If this were done it would mean that the statu
quo would be approved and it would confirm the principle of priorities of
frequencies which had never been adopted by the IKS .A* Administration., We
were not going to establish in Committee 7 a principle which had never been
accepted since 1912,
The Delegate said that his Delegation would accept
any compromise provided he was sure that evolution would not be the basis
of the new International Frequency List.

26.

The Delegate of the Vatican Cityasked tho Egyptian Delegate to
amend his proposal so that it would read : '‘Evolution should not constitute
the sole basis of the new International Frequency List but should the IFEB
find in the future that the results of evolution did provide a suitable
basis, they should be free to take it into consideration;;:1

27.

The Chairman said that he considered that the points contained in
Document 225
wore covered in Document 218in Section III, paragraph 2,
(English text, page 16, French text, page 17, Spanish text, page 18). The
point was also covered in tho resolution on page 21 (English text). In
point 3 (c) where it said that Administrations should study and submit
methods for the improvement of the use of the spectrum, thero was a
provision for planning in Document 218,
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28.

The Delegate of India said that as everybody knew he was the
dissenting member of the ad hoc Group* The use of the word nevolution"
implied leading towards some result., The Conference had already reached
compromise which lay between those who had previously held that there should
be no movement whatever before the International Frequency List had been
prepared and those who wished to start a voluntary movement* Ke wanted it
to be quite clear that the result of evolution should not compromise the
preparation of a Final List on the basis agreed on at Atlantic City., He
objected to procedural arguments being used to cover points of substance
and he thought that at the next ordinary radio conference there might be a
decision to adopt the interim International Frequency Lisb as final by a
snap vote,

29.

The Delegate of the United States said that in reply to the Dele
gate of Egypt he would like to make it cjaar that the USA had always,
among other factors, taken dates of priority of notification into consider
ation when considering the status of frequencies. As regards Document 225
he wished to make it clear that if the evolutionary movements were not to
be considered in preparing the final International Frequency List, the
Conference might as well close up straight away because agreement on this
basis would mean that Administrations would no longer have any incentive to
move into band during the evolutionary phase -

30*

The Delegate of Yemen said that his Delegation was against
Document 218 and was in favour of implementation by means of plans and lists.
He said that the principles outlined in Document 218 obliged underdeveloped
countries to beg for frequencies and that it put the more advanced countries
into too strong a position* He begged the delegates to help small countries
to do their share in the work of international cooperation. He said that
first of all plans and lists must be elaborated and that the needs of small
countries must be taken fully into consideration.

31.

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement s
w — 1 1 r 11hi —111 iiiti~i~imi■ mmm in »i n r ■

w

v!The USSR Delegation has studied Document 218 and deems it
necessary to make the following comments :
First of all it must be pointed out that in the accompanying letter
to Document 218 the Chairman of Committee 7 states that the ad hoc Group
"took into account the comments and statements of delegations" and alleges
that the proposals contained in Document 218 are a "compromise" between the
various points of view* This statement does, not correspond to reality since;
a)
no account is taken in Document 218 of the opinions and comments
expressed by a number of delegations, in particular the Soviet Delegation,
and based on the necessity of respecting the Radio Regulations and the
provisions of the Atlantic City Conference. In particular, the reference
in the draft Resolution annexed to Document 218 alleging that Document 54.
submitted by the USSR had been taken into account in the Resolution must be
deleted* In actual fact, the Resolution takes no account of Document 54 and
any reference to it must be flaLsSad*
Cp
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b) the proposals contained in Document 218 are nothing but a slightly
amended text of the US proposals submitted earlier in Document_22. as veil
as in Document 131 and 125.
It must be noted that the ad hoc Group being unwilling to take
account of the views of the majority of delegations, endeavours in Docu
ment 218 to impose on Committee 7 methods of disorderly, planless and
unorganized re-arrangement of frequencies in spite of the fact that the
majority of delegations clearly stated in the course of the discussion in
Committee 7 on 20 October that they preferred an organized, planned approach
to the problem, A number of delegations have proposed today that Annex 1
to Document 218 should be •*cancelled”. This Annex is clearly not to the
taste of certain countries since it clearly indicates that the majority of
delegations support an organized method.
Let us now study the proposals contained in Document 218 in greater
detail.
1.
It is known that it is proposed in Documents 22, 131 and 125 that
a ’Voluntary11 (i.e. a gradual, disorderly, unorganized) actual changeover
to the Atlantic City Table be started and that, at the end of that change
over period, when .the re-arrangement of frequencies has in actual fact been
Completed, a new International Frequency List be prepared. Document 218
contains a proposal to adopt the sane decisions first a gradual (i.e. a
disorderly and unorganized) changeover ond then the preparation of an
International Frequency List.
As you see, the coincidence is complete.
Thus the proposals
contained in Document 218 are not a 11compromiseM but a repetition of the
U.S.A. proposals.
In order to create the impression that some sort of
planning is being carried out and to give it an air of quasi-legality, it
is stated in Document 218 that the International Frequency List will be
approved by the Administrative Radio Conference.
However, this is but
a travesty of planning; it is nothing but an attempt to create an illusion
of legality.
In reality, the decisions of Atlantic City and the Radio
Regulations provide for prior preparation and approval of the International
Frequency List as a guarantee for:
a) the satisfaction and coordination of the requirements of tho various
services;
b) the satisfaction of the requirements of the various countries and
first and foremost of countries whose radio communications are under
developed.
When such a draft Frequency List has been prepared then it will
still be possible to amend it in order that it may be implemented after
approval. But when the actual changeover has been completed, when
considerable expenditure has been incurred, and a colossal task carried out,
and when radio stations have effected an actual changeover to new frequencies
and begun utilizing them, thon it will be too late to introduce corrections:
then there will be no sense in preparing a Frequency List.

Ge
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In such a case, the preparation of a Frequency List would meroly picture the
chaos which will have arisen, and the privileged position of countries which
possess powerful transmitters.
Some Delegations wrongly imagine that such a Voluntaryn changoovor
to tho Table can be permitted, and that then it will be possible to revert
to tho International Frequency List at a later date, taking no account of
the changes in frequencies effected.The intention not to take
into account
the changes in frequencies effected in a disorderly fashion is in itself a
good intention? nevertheless, in practice tho situation will be as follows:
those countries which will have altered their frequencies will say : Mwe have
expended our material means, we have spent much effort, our stations of
radio communication have been rebuilt, we cannot change frequencies again.”
Such Countries will insist on retaining the changed frequencies. This is what
will happen in practice.
In order to avoid such a situation, a clear
decision must be taken forthwith: that no disorderly frequency changes
whatsoever bo effected until a complete International Frequency List for all
the services and the whole band from 14 to 27,500 kc/s has been prepared and
approved.
It can be seen from the above that the proposals contained in
Document 218, being in actual fact a repetition of the proposals submitted
in Documents 22, 131 and 125, -

are completely contrary to the Radio Regulations and are illegal,

-

are incapable of ensuring the satisfaction of the interests of the
various services and first and foremost of the fixed services and
of high frequency broadcasting,

-

ore incapable of guaranteeing the satisfaction of the interests of the
various countries and particularly of underdeveloped countries,

-

will only result in chaos.
In view of the above, these proposals are altogether unacceptable.

2.
It is proposed in Documents 22, 131 end 125 that an "Actual Frequency.
Usage Record” be compiled, which, according to tho authors of these proposals,
should replace the existing Berne List of the I.T.U.
As it became evident that tho idea of the establishment of such a
’’Record” did not meet even with the support of many partisans of the
Voluntary "method, the title "Actual Frequency Usage Record" in Document 218
was hastily changed to a new titlo, i.e. "Interim International Frequency
List”.
However, such an attempt to "repaint the sign" cannot deceive
anyone:in actual fact, it is still the same
"record", only with a
different name. Its aims too, are the same, i.e. to replace tho Berno List.
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The Delegation of the USSR has already expressed its views regarding
this natter. Neither the preparation of an "Actual Frequency Usage Record"
nor that of an "Interin International Froquency List" is provided for in the
Radio Regulations; therefore, it is contrary to the Regulations•
Nunber 1077 of the Regulations clearly states that the existing
Cairo registration procedure shall remain in force in its entirety until
the now International Frequency List has been approved and Implemented#
Therefore, inter alia, the existing practice of the publication by the Inter
national Telecommunication Union of frequency lists in their' present form
(and not in the form set out in Annex 6 as proposed in Document 218) shall
also remain in force#
Consequently, the proposal contained in Document 218 regarding the
establishment of an "Interim International Frequency List" to replace the
Berne List is contrary to the Radio Regulations, and is illegal and there
fore unacceptable•
3#
It is proposed in Document 218 to assign to the IFRB the functions
of a centralizing and directing agency on all matters relating to the change
over to the new Table. In this connection the following should be pointed
outj
a) these proposals are directly contrary to the ITU Convention which
in Article 6 clearly defined the functions of the IFRB0 Any changes in the
functions of the IFRB can only be made by a decision of a Plenipotentiary
Conference. The present Conference, in view of the provisions of the
Convention, is not entitled to alter the functions of the IFRB. Therefore,
the proposal containod in Document 218 is illegalf
b) in view of the absence at iuo present time of an approved Inter
national Frequency List, the functioning of the IFRB is devoid of any legal
foundation and is not based on the provisions of the Radio Regulations and
the decisions of the Atlantic City Conference$
c) it should also be pointed out that Section IF of Document 218 in
dicates the dates by which Administrations should (we repeats "should") inform
the IFRB of any intended changes in frequency usageD Such a proposal con
stitutes, in fact, on inadmissible attempt on the part of an international
agency to interfere in the domestic affairs of countries, and to violate their
sovereign rights#
On the basis of the above, the USSR Delegation states that all pro
posals purporting to assign any additional functions whatsoever to the IFRB
are contrary to, the Convention and, ^gul.ations, and are aJlegal and, there
fore, unacceptable#
A#
The USSR has already expressed its views on the Mexico City high
frequency broadcasting Plan and the PFB Plans for the fixed service#
The serious substantial defects of these Plans are well known# We
consider that the above-mentioned Plans cannot serve as a basis for the pre
paration of on International Froquency List for the above services#

Bn
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5.
It must be pointed out that the proposals submitted in Document 218
relate only to separate services, i-e* the fixed services, high frequency
broadcasting, land mobile services and tropical broadcasting* In actual
fact, therefore, the whole problem of the preparation of a single, complete
coordinated International Frequency List is torn to pieces. This is con
trary to the Atlantic City Provisions and the Radio Regulations*

It is known that both the provisions of the Atlantic City Conference
(see, for example, the "Resolution relating to the preparation of the Inter
national Frequency List") and the Radio Regulations provide for the prepara
tion and approval of a single, complete and coordinated Frequency List. Only
in this way can the problem of frequency adjustment be solved correctly. It
is only such a list that can take account of the requirements of small coun
tries*
On the basis of the above arguments and as a general conclusion, the
USSR Delegation states that the proposals contained in Document 218 are con
trary to the Radio Regulations and the provisions of the Atlantic City Con
ference. They ore contrary to the Convention as regards a number of problems
and are therefore illegal* Likewise, these proposals take no account of the
actual requirements of many countries.
In view of the above, the USSR Delegation considers that the pro
posals contained in Document 218 must be rejectedo
The solution to the problem confronting the Members of the Union
consists in that the preparation of a single, complete International
Frequency List for the whole froquency spectrum from 14 to 27 500 kc/s should
be started.
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I should like to bo put right re
garding a certain matter* I am not quite clear as regards tho proposals by
the Delegate of Egypta Does he consider it necessary that his resolution sub
mitted in Document 225 should be examined before Document 218?"*
3*.

The Delegate of Egypt said that ho supported strongly the state
ment made by the Delegate of India* A compromise had been reached between
those who had previously refused to make any move before the preparation of
on International Frequency List and those who had wished to begin a voluntary
. movement® He wished to make it quite clear that he would not compromise on
point (a) of Document 225o

33.

The Pglejgafto,of Portugal said that his Delegation would vote against
Document225 aHe had no objections to die principles contained in that
document but he thought that it must be placed on one side for the moment
while Document 218 was under discussion.

34.

The Delegate of. Pakistan said that the decision of the Committee on
Document 225 would determine the attitude of many delegations to Document
218. He thought that Document 225 deserved prior consideration and decision.
He proposed that the document should be amended in the following manners
In (a), delete the words "evolutionary arrangements" and substitute
the words: "movement of frequencies", and at the conclusion of this paragraph
after the words "the future International Frequency List" add the words:
"based on appropriate engineered plans".

Bn
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35#

The Delegate of Egypt said that he would accept this amendment*

36*

The Chairman said that he would prefer to decide on Document
225 at the next meetihg but since the Delegate of Egypt pressed him he would
agree to take a roll call vote straight away#

37*

The Delegate of the USA said that the Delegate of Egypt was trying
to force a decision on a basic point and tie down the Conference in such a
way that a well thought out solution could not be found* If the Committee
accepted Document 225 we should go right back to the position we had been in
at the beginning of the Conference* In particular some of the points in the
"considering" part of tho document were highly controversial*

38*

The Delegate of Egypt said that he would agree to the amendment of
the document by the deletion of all the paragraphs under "considering"•

39*

The Delegate of the PSA said that in that case ho would discuss the
"deciding" port of tho document* He said that if these decisions wore reached
by the Committee and incorporated in tho proposals in Document 218 they would
take away from Administrations all incentive to move into the Atlantic City
bands* He thought that voting on Document 225 would fix the verdict before
the Committee had heard the evidence in the discussion of Document 218* He
urged the examination of Document 218 on this basis*
Tho Delegate of the United Kingdom said that tho Committee was being
asked to vote on a fundamental quostion before he had had time to consider
it* Amendments had boen proposed to Document 225 which were not at all clear
and delegates would not know what thoy were voting on* Such a decision would
in any case appear to prejudge the isstio* Tho problem before the Committee
must be considered carefully and as a whole and he thought it was unwise to
p'leh for a vote on Document 225*

40*

41*

The Delogate of Egypt said that the United Kingdom Delegate had said
thatthis was an important question* The Egyptian Delegation agreed, it was
a straightforward question which must be answered.

42*

The Chairman Said that he would proceed to tho vote on Document 225*

43*

The Delegate of Brazil said he had not had tine to consider the
document adequately and ho proposed the adjournment of tho meeting*

44#

By a show of hands the Committee agreed to adjourn by 39 votes to 5,
with 4 abstentions*
The meeting was accordingly adjourned at 6 p em*

The Rapporteurs j

The Chairman:

J* Doublet
R*M. John

C.J* Acton

Bn
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COMMITTEE 7

Mr* Acton,
Chairman of Committee 7*

■ Dear Mr. Actpn,
The Ad Hoc Working Group of your Committee has studied the
various texts submitted by Delegations for the amendment of the draft
article on page 19 of Document No* 218 headed "The Interim Status of
Frequencies .*«.11•
The Group suggests that this article should be deleted
and that the Annex to Part III (page 15) should be replaced by the draft
annexed to this letter, (subject to possible further amendments as result
of a detailed suggestion by the French Delegation)0
The Group realises that consequential amendments to the
document will be necessary, including the deletion of all references to
the "Interim Status of Frequencies"•
We are continuing our study of written proposals for the
amendment of other parts of the document and will report in due course*

lours sincerely,

(signed) ROBERT CRAIGIE
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group

_ 2(Doc, 242 - E)
ANNEX
ANNEX TO PART III. ARTICLE

FREQUENCY LISTS”.SECTION II

A,
The
columns of List I, Appendix 6, which are to beutilized for
submission of minimum information for inclusion in the InterimInternational
Frequency List,
1#

Frequency in kc/s

2c,

Date of Putting into service,(a)

3#

Call sign
Name, geographical position (b) of the transmitting station and name
of country to which the station belongs

4b,

Local!ty(s) or region(s) with which communication is established (h)

5,

Class of station and type of service (c)

6,

Class of emission and bandwidth (d)

7,

Type of transmission (e)
Power in kW

. 9a,

Azimuth of maximum radiation of the antenna in degrees from true
North (clockwise)

9c,

Gain in decibels (db) in direction of the maximum radiation at the
assigned frequency (f) (g)

10,

Maximum hours of use of each circuit to each locality or area for
which the frequency is utilized (G,M.T,) (h) (i)
(a) See paragraph B below
(b) In degrees and minutes
(c) Use the symbols in Appendix 7 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations
(d) SeeArticle 2 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulatiohs
(e) Seenote j of Appendix I of the Atlantic

City Radio Regulations

(f) Seenote g of Appendix I of the Atlantic

City Radio Regulations

(g) Although
this information would be very useful in calculating the
risks of interference, Administrations need not furnish it unless
it is easily available
(h) Note change from List I Appendix 6
(i) As complementary information, indicate by a letter I any part of
the period during which the operation is intermittent.
B,
With reference to column 2c, the date will, insofar as the Fixed,
Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2)
and 27,500 kc/s are concerned, be determined as follows :
1*

Rg

Froquency assignments appearing in the last edition of the I,T„U, List
of Frequencies, and which are within the appropriate Atlantic City
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bands, will retain in Column 2c of the Interim International Frequency
List the date recorded in Column 12 of the I.T.U, List of Frequencies*
Those assignments, if the frequencies involved are slightly adjusted
as a result of negotiations between Administrations in consultation
with the I.F*R,B,, to enable more efficient use of the spectrum, and
provided these adjustments do not cause harmful interference to
established assignments, shall also retain in Column 2c the date
recorded in Column 12 of* the I.T.U* List of Frequencies,

Rg

2*

Assignments contained in the last edition of the I*T*U* List of
Frequencies, but not considered in paragraph 2 above, shall retain
in Column 2c of the Interim International Frequency List the date
shown in Column 12 of the I.T*Uo List of Frequencies provided that
these assignments continue on the same frequencies* When these
assignments are transferred to an appropriate band in accordance with
the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations, they shall receive
in Column 2c, the actual confirmed date of transfer, subject to the
provisions of Chapter
Article
Section IV. However, should
harmful interference occur within a maximum period of six months to
established in-band assignments, the Administration concerned may
revert to its former frequency, and the assignment will retain the
date in Column 12 of the I,T*U* List of Frequencies, However,
Adninistrations should make every endeavour to have such assignments
transferred to an in-band frequency as soon as practicable *

3*

Assignments which are made in the appropriate Atlantic City bands to
satisfy new requirements shall receive in Column 2c of the Interim
International Frequency List the actual confirmed date of use, subject
to the provisions of Chapter .,**, Article 0*»„, Sections III and IV*

Union internationale
des telecommunications
CONFERENCE ADMINISTRATIVE EXTRAOPDINAIRE
DES RADIOCCI#KJNICATIONS

Document 24.3 F/ e /S
31 octobre 1951

Geneve, 1951
COMMISSION 5
G*Te 5C

la delegation du Viet-Nam et celle des Territoires de la France d 1Outre-mer, qui avait
primitivement sounds les demandes a la Conference Administrative de la Region 3, signalent conjointement que les assignations de frequences pour la Region 3 figurant ci-apres doivent porter le non de
Viet-Nam dans la colonne B du plan de la Region 3 et des fascicules 1 a 5 du document 168 *
Pour la frequence de 3214- kc/s, la liaison

R-EZ 2 continuera a figurer sous le non "Indochine",

The Delegations of Viet-Nan and of the Oversea Territories of the French Republic which
originally submitted requirements to the Region 3 Administrative Conference state that the annexed list
of frequency assignments for Region 3, should appear in the name of Viet-Nam in Column B of the Region 3
Plan and in Booklets 1 to 5 (Document 168),
In the case of frequency 3214- kc/s, circuit R-EZ 2 should continue to appear under the name of
"Indochina"*

La Delegacion del Viet-Nam y la de los Territorios de Francia de Ultramar, que primitivamente
habla sometido solicitudes a la Conferencia Administrativa de la Region 3, senalan conjuntamente que
las ad juntas asignaciones de frecuencias para la Region 3 deben llevar el .nombre de Viet-Nam en la
columna B del plan de la Region 3 y de los fasciculos 1 a 5 del docunento 168*
Para la frecuencia de 3214- kc/s, el circuito R-EZ 2 seguira llevando el nombre "Indochina"*
Bw

Saigon
Tourane
Tuy Hoa

417,5

3185

Tourane

3200

Tourane

f
460

Paracels
Poulocondore

.3220,5

Haiphong
Haiphong

477,5

Haiphong
Phuquoc
Nhatrang

3271

Hanoi

3295

Dalat

Hanoi
Haiphong
'Phuqtioc

3330

Saigon

3377«5

Paracels

1755

Saigon
Haiphong

3530

Hanoi

3605
1775

Hhatrang

Viet Nam
Viet Nam
Viet Nam

1815

Tourane
3610

Saigon

2620

Haiphong
Tourane.
Saigon

1680

,

2737,5

Saigon

2775

Saigon

2805

Haiphong
Namdinh
Saigon

2822,5
' 283Q

2832,5

2840

2845

Cap St* Jacques
Travinh
Soctr&ng
Hanoi
Hue
Hue
,, Hue
Hue
Hanai
Hanoi
Tuy Hoa
Tuy Hoa

362$

*

Poulocondore

3630

Dalat

3655 ’

Haiphong

3667,5

Dienbienphu
Tuan Giao

3690

Hanoi

3695

Saigon
Saigon
Saigon

3715

Viet Nam
Viet Nam

3720

Dalat

3745

Dalat

3770

Saigon
Tourane
Haiphong
,

Hongay
Hongay
Vinh
Sonia
Laich&u
Moc Ch&u
■Phulaagthuong
Van Yen

3792,5

Banmethuot
Kontum

3817,5
3867,5

Saigon
Saigon
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S W E D E N
Proposal concerning restricted use of frequency 2.182 kc/s
as the calling frequency in the maritime mobile service#

The combined use of one frequency both for regular calls and for
distress traffic that has been made of the frequency 1,650 kc/s in Region 1
since the year 1936 will continue in principle after the implementation of
the Atlantic City Table, when the frequency 2,182 kc/s will take over this
function of 1,650 kc/s in Region 1 at the same time as it becomes the world
wide calling and distress frequency*
In the North East Atlantic, the North Sea and the Baltic areas, the
experience from the last few years of the combined use of 1,650 kc/s as
both calling and distress frequency has been most alarming as regards the
safety of life at sea, for the following reasons.
Most accidents in these waters happen during the darker part of the
year, when the propagation ranges of the frequencies 1,650 and 2,182 kc/s
are considerable.
Thus, during the dark hours, a station in Scotland may
be fairly well heard on these frequencies in the Baltic, and vice versa*
Now the number of ships in the said waters working in tho radio
telephone band 1,605 - 3,800 kc/s is about 6,000.
If each one of those
ships calls a coast station on the combined calling and distress frequency
1,650 kc/s (or in future 2,182 kc/s) once in twenty-four hours, this will
result in 6.000 calls per minute, or about one regular call every 15 seconds
24*60
on tho frequency that is also designated for distress traffic.
Indeed, the actual conditions are nowadays such that one cannot count
upon a distress call to be heard among all other calls, except in the silent
intervals.
As one instance of this fact, an accident in the Baltic last
winter may be mentioned, in which a ship went down with nineteen of her
entire crew of twenty men*
The ship’s distress calls were not heard by the
coast stations situated near by the scene of the accident, because they
were drowned by all the regular traffic calls.

de
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In view of these circumstances, the Swedish Delegation proposes
that the following recommendations bo adopted by the E.A.R.C.:
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference of Genova (1951)
considering

« M M N .«*.

mi,tA

a)

that at present very difficult conditions prevail in Rogion 1 for the
distress traffic in radiotelophony on the frequency l6f>0 kc/s5

b)

that it can be anticipated that tho use of the frequency 2182 kc/s
for both colling and distress traffic purposes in radio-congested
areas Kill jeopardize, during the darken* part of tho year, the
possibilities for distress calls to be heard$
recommends

a) that, in such areas, a coast station keeping watch on 2182 kc/s should
also keep watch on the frequency normally used by it for tho reception
of traffic from ships5
b)

that ships communicating regularly with a coast station in such on
area should noko calls and exchange traffic on the frequency used by
the coast station in question for tho reception of traffic 5

c) that with a view to improving the present difficult situation of
distress traffic in Region 1 tho proscriptions of the above
recommendations a) and b) should also apply to the frequency 1650 kc/s
between tho 1st January 1952 and the effective date of the use of the
froquoncy 2182 kc/s as the distress froquency.

Ernst Magnusson
Head of the Swedish Delegation

Go
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S W E D E N
Proposal concerning restricted use of frequency 2.182 kc/s
as the calling frequency in the maritime mobile service.

The combined use of one frequency both for regular calls and for
distress traffic that has been made of the frequency 1,650 kc/s in Region 1
since the year 1938 will Continue in principle after the implementation of
the Atlantic City Table, when the frequency 2,182 kc/s will take over this
function of 1,650 kc/s in Region 1 at the same time as it becomes the world
wide calling and distress frequency.
In the North East Atlantic, the North Sea and the Baltic areas,, the
experience from the last few years of the combined use of 1,650 kc/s as
both calling and distress frequency has been most alarming as regards the
safety of life at sea, for the following reasons.
Most accidents in these waters happen during the darker part of the
year, when the propagation ranges of the frequencies 1,650 and 2,182 kc/s
are considerable. Thus, during the dark hours, a station in Scotland may
be fairly well heard on these frequencies in the Baltic, and vice versa.
Now the number of ships,in the said waters working in the radio
telephone band 1,605 - 3,800 kc/s is about 6,000. If each one of those
ships calls a coast station on the combined calling and distress frequency
1,650 kc/s (or in future 2,182 kc/s) once in twenty-four hours, this will
result in
calls per minute, or about one regular call every 15 seconds
on the frecp^nc^- that is also designated for distress traffic.
Indeed, the actual conditions are nowadays such that one cannot count
upon a distress call to be heard among all other calls, except in the silent
intervals. As one instance of this fact, an accident in the Baltic last
winter may be mentioned, in which a ship went down with nineteen of her '
entire crew of twenty men. The ship’s distress calls were not heard by the
coast stations situated near by the scene of the accident, because they
were drowned by all the regular traffic calls.

Cp
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In view of these circumstances, the Swedish Delegation proposes
that the following recommendations be adopted by the E.A.R.C.:
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference of Geneva (1951)
considering
a) that at present very difficult conditions prevail in Region 1
for the distress traffic in radiotelephony on the frequency
1650 kc/s5
b) that it can be anticipated that the use of the frequency 2182 kc/s
for both calling and distress traffic purposes in radio-congested .
areas will jeopardize, during the darker part of the year, the •
■possibilities for distress calls to be heard;
recommends
a) that, in such areas, a coast station keeping watch on 2182 kc/s
shall also keep watch on the frequency normally used by it for
the reception of traffic from ships;
b) that ships communicating regularly with a coast station in such
an area shall make colls and exchange traffic on the frequency
used by the coast station in question for the reception of
traffic 5
and 1
'
recommends
that with a view to improving the present difficult situation of
distress traffic in Region 1 the prescriptions of the above resolution
should also apply to the frequency 1650 kc/s between the 1st Januaiy
1952 and the effective* date of the use of the frequency 2182 kc/s as the
distress frequency.
Ernst Magnusson
Head of the Swedish Delegation
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COM M IT T E E 5

S.W.G. 5DI

CORRIGENDUM No, 1 TO DOCUMENT 2Z.5 - E
REVISED DRAFT FREQUENCY LIST FOR THE BAND 1L - 150 ke/a

hssmJL
Page 1.

Col* 1 heading.

Should read "Frequency (kc/s)" 0

Page 9-

70,6875

Col. 5.

Page 9.

71,1357 Hjorring.

Page 9.

Add. 71,583 Espagne. E

Page 10o

73,25

Page 12.

84,825/ Suede.

Page 12.

Add. 85,900 Espagne

Page 18.

103,40

San Juan.

Page 19.

105,85

Ferrol die Cauiiillo. Col. 3.
read "Ferrol del Caudillo".

Suede.

For "0,5" read "1".

Col. 1.

Dutch Harbor.

For "71,1357" read "71,1375

2,5

FC AO

Col. 6,

Col. 5
E

Decca.

For "FX" read "FQ".

Add "1".
2,5

FC AO

Col. 8.

Decca,

Add "Simplex"—
For "Ferrol de Caudillo"

Page 19.

105,85

Palma de Majorca. Col. 3.
read "Palma de Mallorca".

Page 19.

108>30

Col. .3. For "Varnachoka" read "Staline Chokara".

Page 20.

109,35

For "Paris' F Europe 2 FX Al" read "Lisboa Port - 3 FC. A l" .

Page 20.

109,70

For "Lisboa Port - 3 FC Al" read "Paris F Europe 2FX Al" .

Page 21.

113,100 Suede,

Page 22.

113,90

Page 22o

Add. 114,533 Espagne

Page 23.

116,00

Page 24«

Col, 5.

Niigata.

For "Palma de Majorca"

Add "1".

Col. 6.
E

For "FX" read "FC
2,5

FC AO

Decca,

For "Moss&nedes" read "Mogamedes".

'For "li7,60 Norvege, etc." read "117,16 Norvege etc." and placeentry in correct numerical order. Amend Col. 2 to conform.

Page 28.

122,65 For "Mbssamedes" read "Mogamedes".

Page 32*

127,2375

Page 32.

128,318

Page 32.

Add,

Page 37.

138,05.

Bn

FX".

Suede.

Col. 5.

Rodez. Colo 5o
Tours. Cole 5.

128,849

Espagne E

Maizuru0

Col. 6.

Add "1".
Add "2,5". Col, 7. Add "AO".
Add "2,5". Col. 7. Add "AO".
2,5 FC AO Decca.
For "FX"read "FX FC".

- 2 (Gorr. 1 to Doc. 245 - E)

Page 41*

English text only * For "COMMENT" read "NOTE",
Amend second paragraph to reads "This also applies to Fixed
and Coastal stations which have been assigned a frequency in
the draft list in the band reserved for continuous wave systems
of Radio Navigation".

Annex B

For "57,20"

Annex C

Page 2a Add new sentence to end of Recommendation 2.
"However, it should be possible to implement, in Region 1,
numbers 111 and 113 of the Radio Regulations more rapidly."

Bn

read "64,20".

International
Telecommunication Union

Document 245 - E
30 October 1951

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 5
SeW.G* 5D1

Genovs, 1951

REVISED

DRAFT

FREQUENCY

LIST

FOR THE BAND 1A - 150 kc/s

Report by Sub-Working Group 5D1

1.

Activities of the Sub-Group (see Document 191)a
1*1
As decided at the meeting of Working Group 5D on 24 October 1951*
Sub-Working Group 5D1 has been engaged in the revision of the Draft
Frequency List for the band 14 - 150 kc/s* This was carried out with a view
to improving the List on the basis of new Comments which delegates have
submitted and to accommodating in the Draft List requirements which had not
been previously included but which were contained in the Annex B thereto.
1.

2.

Because of the cooperation received from all delegations
concerned, it was possible to enter in the List a number of
■ these requirements, and this was done* Accordingly a revised
Draft List was prepared and is contained in Annex A to this
report.
There remained, however, a few requirements which the SubGroup did not find possible to include in Annex A. These are
new requirements whose power and location are such that their
inclusion would be likely to deteriorate the plan to an un
acceptable level. These are listed in Annex B to this report.

1.2
In accordance with the additional terms of reference received by
the Sub-Group at the third meeting of Working Group 5D, viz.: nto report to
Working Group 5D any special considerations which should b© taken into
account in bringing the List for the band 14 - 150 kc/s eventually into
effect11, the Sub-Group studied the subject of the implementation of the
afore-mentioned band* Annex C to this report contains a draft recommendation
for bringing the 14 - 150 kc/s band into force.
2.

Recommendations.
2.1
The Sub-Group recommends adoption of the draft frequency List as
presented in Annex A.
2.2
The Sub-Group, concluding that the requirements contained in
Annex B could not reasonably be included in Annex A, suggests to the
Administrations concerned that their unsatisfied requirements may be
accommodated after the implementation of the plan as a result of monitoring
•and/or further consolidation of their services*
2.3
The Sub-Group recommends that Working Group- 5D submit the recommend
ation contained in Annex G to this report to Committee 5 Tor approval*

Gh

W.D* Benton
Acting Chairman Working Group 5D1

ANNEXE A-r ANNEX. A - INEXD A
PROJET DE LISTE RE FREQUENCES

14 - 150 KC/S

DRAFT FREQUENCY LIST 14 - 150 KC/S
PROYECTO DE H S T A DE FRECUENCIAS 14 * 150 KC/S
Frequence Separation
Frequency Separation
Frecuencia Separacion
____\

2

3

4
Polo

USA, China.

Ostachkov Frisian
Piltun
Preobraj enskoe

URSS
URSS
URSS

Interior
Interior
Interior

Casablanca'

MarF

World wide

Kodiak
Guam
Puget Sound
Lualualei

Alas
Guam
USA
Hawa

World
World
World
World

Summit

PanZ

Croix dTHins
Bombay

F
Inde

Kodisdk
Guam
Puget Sound
Lualualei

Warszawa

14,29 -

6

7

!

8

200

FX

■ 15
1
1

FX
FX
FX

500

FX

Al

wide
wide
wide
wide

1000
1000
1000
1000

FC
FC
FC
FC

Al.
Al
Al
Al

World wide
World wide

1000

FC

Al

500
100

FX
FC

Al
Al

Alas World wide
Guam World wide
USA 1 World, wide
Hawaj World wide
i
USAj World wide
Hawa World wide

1000
1000
1000
1000

FC
FC
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al
11

1000
1000

FC
FC

Al
Al

USA World wide
USA World wide
Hawa World wide
'

500
500
1000

FG
FC
FC

Al
,Al
Al

£i,

-

10
14,30

5

Service - Emission j
Service Emission!
Servicio1Emision
|
•
!

- M

C_ / S

Zone de reception Puissance
Area of reception Power
Zona de recepcion Potencia
(»0

w&t

! r
,.. .
,
..‘ - ..•
V
1

Nom de Isa station et pays
Name of Station and Country
Nombre de la estacidn y pais

.

41,3
Al,3
Al,3

14,50
200
14,70

200
14,90
200
15,10
200
15,30

•

20Q
Annapolis
Lualualei

15,50
200
15,70

Mar$ Island
Chollas Hts&
Lualualei
300

-

“SC«T

200

•

—

2

-

4

16,00

Rugby

G World wide

' V

•

350

6
FX,FC

«

7
Al

100
16,10

Algazy

DESS

Interior

FX

Al,3 .

50

FX

Al

300
Bonames

16,4-0

B Far east

/

100
16,50

Warszawa

Polo

USA, China

200

FX

Al’

Lualualei

Hawa World wide

1000

FC

Al

250

FX

Al

50

FC

Al

200

. FX

500

FX

Al

100
16,60
200
16,80

.

Paris

F

'
200
17,00

Shanghai
Osaka
New York

*
Vizagapatam

Xnde

200
17,20

Varberg

S

Yosami

J World wide

Europe, USA

*

240
17,44
160
17,60

Warszawa.

Polo

USA, China

200

FX

ill

Annapolis
Lualualei

USA World vide
Hawa .World w^de

1000
1000

FC
FG

n
Al

Salair

URSS

1

FX

Al,3

2 CO
17,80
100
17,90

Interior

100
,■18,00

Mare Island
Chollas HtSo

USA World wide
USA World wide

1000
1000

FC
FC

Al
Al.

New York

USA

Europe

200

FX

Al

New York

USA

Stockholm

200

FX

Al

FC •
FO
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al
Al

FX

Al

200
18,20
200
18 ,4-0
200
18,60

Kodiak
Guam
Puget Sound
Lualualei

Alas
Guam
USA
Hawa.

World
World
World
World

wide
wide
wide
wide

io o d

1000
1000
1000

200
. 18,80

New York
200
4

USA

Europe

200

.

8

*

A

19,00

Annapolis
Lualualei

USA World wide
Hawa World; wide

Warszawa

Po3.o

USA, China

Djarkent
Pereezanaia..
Povorotnyi

URSS
URSS
URSS

Kodiak
Guam
1 Puget Sound
Lualualei

Alas
Guam
USA
Hawa

j
j
w
i

6

5

j 1000
1000

I
:
!

EC
PC

Al
Al

200

FX

Al

Interior
Interior
Interior

115
. 15

FX
FX
FX

£1,3
AL,3
Al,3

World
World
World
World

1000
1000
1000
1000

FC
FC
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al
Al

190

FC

Al

1000
1000
1000

FC
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al

\

200

19,20
100
19,30

100
19,4-0

wide
wide
wide
wide

200

19.60

Criggion

G '

Mare Island
Chollas Hts
Lualualei

USA
World wide
USA
World wide
Hawa World wide

liha do Governador

B

Interior B

50

FX

Al

Rcrna

I

World wide

500

FX

Al ■

URSS

Interior

FX

£1,3

Roma

I

World wide

500

FX .

Al

Qngar/ltorchester

G

USA & Europe

120

FX

Al

New York

USA

Oslo

200

FX

Al

New York

USA

Europe

200

FX

Al

Karachi .
Chittagong

Pak
Pak

Ind. Ocean
Ind. Ocean

50
50

FC
FC

Al
Al

Iazo
Matotchkin Char
Mi31erovo

URSS
URSS
UHSS

Interior
Interior
Interior

1
1
•15

FX
FX
FX

£1,3
- £1,3
£1,3

200
19*30

200
20o00
270
20o27
330
20o60

Darasun

51N

113E

1-

160
20.76
610
21.37
730

22.10
250
22.35
350
22.70

300

23.00

'

r
1

2

3

400
Bonames

23«40
600

Summit
Lualualei

24«00

300
Sarpa

24.o30
700

Belem

25*00
700

Pioner

25«?0
120

New York

25*82
280

Lualualei
Mare Island

26*10
900
27.00

Paris
Paris
1500
Chollas Heights

28*50

140
Moskva

28*64
860

Ongar/Dorchester

29*50
500

30*00

.
Recife

600
Chollas Heights

30*60
550

Ongar/Ibrchester

31*15
700

Polotsk (Bielo^s
Salair
Samarga

31.85

700
S *Assise

32*55
350

Summit

32.90
350
33*25

Karachi
Chittagong

- 1

2

j

6

4

■ ............ f
S^

7

700
33.95

Jeloy

Nor

Europe

25

FX

Al

Salvador

B

Interior B

20

FX

Al

Moskva

BBSS

Interior

30

FX

Al

Jeloy

Nor

New York

25

FX

Al

Ogurtchinsk Ostrov (Turkm)

URSS

Interior

1

FX

Al,3

Budapest

Hong

36

FX

Al

Moskva

URSS

Interior

30

FX

Al

Kemigawa

J

Interior

10

Rio Grande

B

10
•

FX

Al

Varberg/Karlsborg

S

"liha d6 Ggveraa—
dor
Europe

40.

FX

A1,F1

Mare Island Chollas Heights

USA
USA

100
100

FC
FC

Ruiselede.

Belg

New York
Moskva

.40

FX

Varberg/Karlsborg

S

Europe

40

Dalnyi

URSS

Interior

17,5

FX

Al

Oxford

Q

Europe

60

FX

A4

Moskva

URSS

120

FX

Al

Canberra (Belconnen)

Aust

■200

FC

Al

Varberg/Karlsborg

S

40

FX

Al,FI

Anchorage

Alas

50

FX

. . «4F1

1050
35*00
170
35,17
1380 .
36,55
450
37o00 .

500
37,50 .

.~

1500
39*00
,
39,35

350
.

FX

FC

Al

650

40,00
400
40,40

■

*
c
c
-1*
!*
-$
V
j;

350
40,75

4liil
,1A1

750
41,50

A1,F1

1050
42,55

FX

FC

A1,F1

300
42^85

43N

132E

1
■1
i
1
j
j

' •350
43,20

■j

590
43,79

USA

210
44*00
250
44,25

• Europe

350
44®60
1•

' 350

Seattle

\
5

2

1

London
Gibraltar
Singapore
Malta *

44*95

G
Gibr
Mala
Malt

40
40
40
40

6

FC
FC
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al
Al

650
4 5 .6 0

Europe

40

A1,F1

fx m

150
250/50

FC

Fl*Al

5

FX

Al

40

40

FC
FC

Al
Al

1
15
1

FX.
FX
FX

41,3
.41,3
Al,3

500
Europe

10

FC
FX

Al

40

FX

URSS

Agores,Europe
Madeira
Interior

15

FX

AL*3

Podebrady

Tche

Europe

25

FX

Al

Budapest

Hong

Paris

10

'FX

Karlsborg
Tchita

S
URSS

Europe
Interior

40
40

FX FC
• FX

PTaha - liblioe

Tche

Europe

,25

FX

Al

F

Europe

135

FX

Al' '

40

FX

Al FI

Cana

Halifax

45.75
500

Mainflingen

46.25

D

Europe

600
46 *85

London
Gibraltar

^ G
Gibr

Djusaly (Kasakhie)
Lombovoj
isV
T.
*"Jf'Mi
\J^iV
lx
.Un.4

UMSS

Chollas Heights
Mainflingen

USA
D
"

Lisboa

Port

300
47 c15

uhss

Interior
Interior
Interior

300
47o45
600
4^ >05
350
Arkhara

46*4°

49W130E

Al
"

Al

250

48,65
350
49 >00

A l,2
A l. S F 1

550
49*55

ai

650

50*20
550

Iyon

50*75
500

Ruiselede

51*25

i

350

Belg

Moskva
Warszawa
Wien

.r-

4

2

»

5

\’d

7
Wt

Chollas Heights
London

5IJ66

USA
G

Iceland

100
10

FC
FX

60

FX

Al,2

100

FX

Al,2

40

FX

Al

FC
FX
FX
FX

Al
Al
Al
Al
Al
Al

0,1A1
A1,F1

350
0 Warszawa

Oxford

51,95
350
.52,30

Moskva

URSS. G, 0

Reykjavik

Isla

Adak
Adak
Kodiak
Mainfiingen

Alas

Alas San Francisco
Alas' San Francisco
0 Europa.

50
50
50
10

Narsarssuak
Argentia

Gron
Cana

50
50

.FC
FC

Moskva,

URSS

G, 0

100

FX

Balboa (Summit)
Berne
Chollas Heights

PanZ
Suis
USA

50
London

20
50

FC
FX
FC

IXha do Gorornador

10

FX

AL

Atlantic, Europe

20

FX

Al

Europe

10

FA

Al

350
52.65

Hew York
London
Copenhagen
Gander

350
53,00

350
53.35
250
53,60

Al,3

450
54,05

•

Al
A1,F1
•1A1

350
B

Jj&U&JrXv

54,40
250

Trihmsshbgda

54.65

Her

-B e ll

600
Mainfiingen

55,25

*

0

250
55,50

Lualualei
Lualualei

Hawa
Bawa

San Francisco

50
40

FC
FX

ill
AL

Simplex

Radom

Polo

Europe

40

FX

Al

Hell

0Grboehka Zaton

URSS ,Interior

.

15

W

&::3

Spain, Port

25

ft

AL, 2

- 250
55,75
im
56*5,5
200
56.35

Ongar •

0

-

'

1

■

2

56,70

'

3

4

Sofia Chiak
Ekaterinoslavska.
Evlakh, Azerb*

Bulg
URSS
URSS

Copenhagen

Dnk

Trondheim

Nor

Puget Sound
Budapest

USA
Hong

Krakow

Polo

Europe

Singapore
Rocky Point
Rugby
Rugby

Mala
USA
G
G

London
New Xork
World wide

Qngar/Dorcfaester
Kodiak

G
Alas

Ruiselde
Ak-Iar
Dekastri
Kim (Tadjikie)
Radom.

6

5

7

13
1
1

FX
FX
FX

41,2,3,4
41,3
41,3

Praha
Bruxelles

20

FX

AL

2000 km»

60

FC

AL

50
15

FC
FX

AL
‘ AL

5

FX

Al

40
200
80
80

FC
FX
FX
FX

AL
43a
A3asFX
A,1,2,3

Europe

15
50

FX
FC

AL,F1
AL

Belg
URSS
URSS
URSS

Europe
Interior
' ti
U

40
1
1
15

FX
FX
FX
FX

AL^Fl
41,3
AL,3
Al,3

Polo

Europe

40

FX

AL

Interior
Bruxelles -Ankara
Belem

10
10
10

FX
FX
FX

AL
Al,2
AL

—

—

■

Interior
Interior

8

400
57,10

-

600
57,70

ilntermittent'

200
57,90

london
Copenhagen
Stockholm

350
58,25
60,00

h

1750
61,75

10-11, 05-07
Standard Freq<,

350
62,10

350
62,45
350
62,80

Tallinn
Cairo
Manaus

Est/RSS
Egyp
B

350
63,15

Budapest

Hong

Berne, Sofia

15

FX

AL,2

Moskva

URSS

B

30

FX

Al

Paris

P

Europe

40

FX

Al

340
63,49
360
'63,85
350

:0600~2200

(Poo. 245-E/f /S)

1750

1 •
64,20

1
j

2

3
Annapolis
Budapest

•

1 '
4
|
USA
Hong Bucuresti
Rome

6

7

50
15

FC
FX

Al
.a,2 .

Al'

{
!

8

1 350
Oxford

64,55

G

Europe

60

FX

Radom

Polo

Europe

40

FX

Rome
Dargylakh (Far East)

I
URSS

Medito Area
Interior

15
15

FX
FX

Al
Al,3

Sofia

Bulg

Praha, Budapest
Warsaw

13

FX

Al,2,3,4

50
50

FC
FX

Al
Al

10

FX

41,FI

30

FX

Al

200
80

FX
FX

A3a
A3a,FI

FX

Al

FC
FX

Al
AI

*

350
64,90

FI,A1

Hell

350
65,25
350
65,60

cfaiak

>
350
Mare Island
San Francisco

USA
USA

Amsterdam

Holl

Moskva

URSS

Rocky Point
Rugby

USA
G

London
Hew fork

Dalnyi

URSS

Interior

Puget Sound
Rome

USA
I

Europe

70,233

United Kingdom (SM)

G

2,4

AO

Decca

70.5375

Neston
Kidsdale

G
G

2,4
2,4

AO
AO

Decca
Decca:

70.6875

Suede

S

0,5

FC

AO

Decca

70,83

Warwick

G

2,5

FC

AO

Decca

70,838

Persian Gulf

Golf

0,6

AO

Decca

70,85

Korsakov

URSS

Al

See Note

70,983

Italie

I

AO

Decca

71,1357

Hjorring

Dnk

AO

Decca

65,95

.

0700-2300

350

66,30
1700
68,00
1100
69,10
700
69,80

Interior

50
15

3

FX
s

2,5
*

1

FC

(Doe,, 245-E/F/S).

Havaii
Alaska
Europe

2

1

3

71,288

Montlugon
Rodez

F
F

71,433

Coburg

D

72,00

Bakou

URSS

Interior

S Assise

F

Sofia Chiak

Bulg

6

5

4

I
f

7

2.5
2.5

AL
AL

AO
AO

Decca.
Decca

-

FC

AO

Decca

20

FX

Al,3

Lisboa

45

FX

Al

Praga
)
Budapest )
Warszawa )

13

FX

•£*1,2,3*A

8

FX

Al

45

FX

Al

.

100
72,10
100
72,20

250
E

Europe

Jeloy

Nor

Interior
London

Dutch Harbour
Malta

Alas
Malt

50
40

FX
FC

Al
Al

Halifax
Bombay

Cana
Inde

. 250/50
100

FC
FC

Al ,F1
Al

Wien

Autr

Europe

30

FX

A1,2,F1

London
Akkul (Kazakh! e)
Osaka

G
URSS
J

Europe
Interior
Interior

10
1
3

FX
FX
FC FX

Al
Al,3
Al

Varberg/Karlsborg

S

Europe

10

FX

A1,F1

Anchorage
Manila
Geneve

Alas
Phil
Suis

Fairbanks
Cubao
Europe

6
0,05
50

FX
FX
FX

c4Fl
Al,3
id-

Europe

10

FX

Al

Europe

20

FX

Al

40
50

FCi .
FC

jiAranjuez

72,45

400 .
400
73,25

Hell*

(s/fyte-svz <’!>0G)

72,85

350
73,60
250
73,85
350
74,20

350
74,55
350
74,90

j

350
Tall:Lnn

75,25
1

j

EstcRSS

350

75,60

f

.Copenhagen

Dak

350
75,95

;Gibraltar
i Tutuila
,

Gibr
Samo/USA

,

■Al >
i\
*
■I N.
.

.

i
1

2

3

4

i
6

5

8

7
.

I
4.00
76,35

Radam
Tchoibolsan

Polo
Mong Europe

40
10

FX
FX

-±il
Al,3

Moskva

URSS Interior

30

FX

Al,3

Agde
Narsuarssuak
Argentia

F ^
Gron
Cana

6
50
50

FC
FC
FC

Al
Al
Al

Qngar/Dorchester
IfeinflJiigon

G
D

10
10

FX
FX

Al
Al

Podebrady

Tche Berne

5

FX

Al

40
1
15
15
10

FC
FX
FX
FX
rv
rAr
I
1.

Al
ill,3
Al,3
Al,2
Al

Hello

4.00
76,75

400
77,15

350
77,50

Paris
Europe

(Time
(Sharing

350
77,35
73,20

350

73,55

London
'Oiappe (.'jaour Region)
Djilikul (Tadjikie)
.Budapest
Mar del Plata/Buenos *dres

G
URSS
URSS
Hong
Arge

S.Assise
Pontoise
Guam

F
Stockholm
F
Budapest
Guam

45
30
50

FX
FX
FC

Al
Al
Al

0700-2400
0800-2400

Radom

Polo Europe

40

FX

Al

Hell.

Parets (Barcel)

E

8

FX

Ail

Lisboa
Vizagapatam

Port
IHDE

0,03
50

FX
FC

Al

Rugby

G

Interior
Interior
Polo, Autr
Ushuaia (2500 km)

Ret e1400-2200

350
78,90

350
79,25
350
79,60

Europe

350
79,95
350
80,30

Kazatchie

Helsinki
Moskva
URSS Interior

30

FX

Al

'15

FX

Al,3

USA
Lett.RSS Interior

50
20

FC
FX

Al
Al

40

FC

ai

Hell.

350
Puget Sound
Riga

30,65
350

London

31,00
350

G

j

i
(

(sA/3-ste ®o°a)

350

1

2

81,35

6

3
Radcan

Polo

Europe

Paris
Summit

F
PanZ

Europe

Berne

Suis

Beograd

Youg

London
Gibraltar

G
Gibr

Nummela

Finl

Podebrady
Seattle
Lyon

8

40

FX

41

10
50

FX
FC

41
41

Europe

20

FX

41,FI

(Beyrouth
(Stockholm

10

FX

41.2

(1600*2200
(1800-2400

40
40

FC
FC

41
41

5 other UK
Stations

Europe

40

FX

41

Tche
USA

London
Anchorage ,Juneau,
Ketchikan

5
50

FX
FX

41
,4F1

F

Budapest

45

FX

41

20
1
1
1

FX
FX
FX
FX

41.3
41.3
41.3
41.

2.4

FC

40
41.3
41

Decca.
See note

41

Decca

FC

40

Decca

FG

41

Decca
Decca

10

FC
4L
FX

10
10

FX
FX

41
40
40
40
.141
40
.68F1
41

Hell.

350
81,70
350
82,05
350
82,40
350
82,75
350
83,10
350
83,45

0800-2400

200
84,00

Ulan Bator
Bermanit Gora
Ilek
Konevo

Mong
(Georgia)URSS
URSS
URSS

United Kingdom (SW)
Peredvijka
Ilha do Governador

G
URSS
B

84,645

Kidsdale

G

84,825

SuMe

a

85,000

Hertford

G

2.5

85,006
85,180
85',365
85,545
85,70
85,720
85,90
'

Persian Gulf
ItaHe
Samso
Montlugon
Santiago
Brilon
4dak
Belem

Golf
I
ink
F
Chil
D
4las
B

0,6

84,280

Interior
Iadario

0,05 FX
10
FX
2.4

2.5

l\b
2.5
Arica
Europe
Tokyo
Manaus

Decca
Decca
Decca

Decca
.

(Doc„ 245-E/F/S)

350
83,80

1

2
Keflavik

86,05

Isla

6

5

4

3

8

7
\-

Stephanville
Narsarssuak

30

FX

Interior

10

FX

Al

Europa

40
40

FX
FX

A1,F1
Al

40 _

FG

Al

Europa.
Acharage
Nome
Anchorage
Fairbanks

10
6

FX
FX

Al

2

FX

Interior
Interior

30
5

j&,,6Fl/Mux

200
Tallinn

86,25

Est& BSS

350
86,60

Varberg/Karlsborg
Tchita

S
URSS

Gibraltar

Gibr

Bonn
Fairbanks

D
Alas

350
86,95
' 350
87,30

Nome

■Alas

87,65

Moskva.
Mainfiingen

BESS
D

Station transportable

Nor-

FX
FX .

Al
Al

IG

AO

220
87,87

0,6

Dacca

i3
on
I
O
Bartang(Tadj ikie)
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REMARQUE
Le Sous-groupe 5D1 est d ’avis que'cette station, bien qu'elle soit
situee dans la Region 1, pourrait utiliser une frequence de la bande
130-150 kc/s qui, dans cette Region, est reservee aux stations de navire**
Cette exception se justifie par le fait que la"station, vde par so, puissance
et sa position geographique (ou seulement par l ’un de ces deux facteurs), ne
parait pas devoir provoquer de brouillage nuisible au trafic des navires k
destination des stations c6tieres de la Region 1# Cette exception est
eonforme au Chapitre III, Article 3> N° 88 du Reglement des radiocommunica
tions d TAtlantic City#
Ceci s’applique egalement aux stations auxquelles le projet de liste assign© une frequence d ’une bande reservee au Decca#

COMMENT
In the opinion of Sub-Working Group 5D1, this station, although
situated in Region 1, could utilize a frequency in the 130-150 kc/s band,
which is reserved for ship stations in this Region* This exception is
justified by the fact that owing to its power and its geographical position
(or to one or the other of these factors) this station is not likely to cause
harmful interference to communications between ships and coast stations in
Region 1*
It is
in conformity with Chapter III of Article 88 of the
Atlantic City Radio Regulations«
This also applies to stations which have been assigned a frequency
in the draft list in the band reserved for Decca#

OBSERVACION
El Subgrupo de trabajo 5D1 opina que esta estaci&n, aun cuando
se halla situada en la Region 1, jpodria utilizer una frecuencia de la banda •
de 130-150 kc/s
que, en esta Region, esta reservada para las estaciones
de barco* Esta modificacion se halla justificada por el hecho de que la
estacion, por su potencia y su situacion geografica (o solamente por uno
de ambos factores), no parece que pueda provocar interferencias perjudiciales
en el tr&fico de los barcos con destine a las estaciones costeras de la
Region 1* Esta modificacion esta de acuerdo con el mljmero 88, articulo3,
Capitulo III, del Reglamento de Radiocomunicaciones de Atlantic City*
Esto se aplica tambi^n a las estaciones que el proyecto de lista
asigna una frecuencia de una banda reservada al Decca,

Ch

ANNEXE B * ANNEX B - A i X O j
Fernandes non comprises dans le projet de Liste pour la

bande 14 ** 150 kc/s

Requirements not included in the draft list 14 *- 150 kc/s
Solicitudes que no se han incluido en el proyecto de lista para la

banda 14 *• 150 kc/s

Frequence
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Area de recepcion Potencia
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ANNEX

G

DRAFT RECOMMENDATION
FOR BRINGING THE 14-150 kc/s BAND INTO FORGE

Committee 5,
considering

1*
that the frequency list for the 14-150 kc/s band, prepared by
Committee 5, is acceptable to the Conference)
2.

that that portion of the band between 14 and 55 kc/s, as it is
contained in the frequency list, represents to a great extent present
operating frequencies and that operations in this band involve world-wide
coverage 5

3.
1952 5

that the band 14-55 kc/s could be brought into force 15 August

4*
that, for the purpose of bringing it into force, tho band 55 to
150 kc/s may be regarded as boing of a regional character and therefore may
be brought into force regionally providing that no harmful interference is
thereby caused to operations in other rogions which have not yet brought
tho now list into force5
5*
that Administrations in Rogions 2 ond 3 desire and are in a position
to bring into force the bond 55 to 150 kc/s at an oarlior date than Administra
tions of Region lj
6*
that the band 55 to 150 kc/s could be brought into force in
Region 1 on 15 August 1953?
7.
that tho band 55 to 150 kc/s could bo brought into force in
Rogions 2 and 3 on 15 August 1952 1

Vi

(Ann* C to Doc a 245-E)

recommends to Committee 8
lo
to toko tho nocossary measures for implementing tho froquonoy
list and,tho Atlantic City Table for the, band 14-55 kc/s as woll os tho
Articles and Appondicos of tho Radio Regulations relating thoroto on 15
August 1952*
2*
to toko tho nocossary measures for implomonting tho froquoncy ,
list and tho Atlantic City Tablo for tho band 55-150. kc/s os woll as tho
Articles and Appondicos of tho Radio Regulations relating thereto on the
15 August 1952 for Rogions 2 and 3 and on tho 15 August 1953 for Region 1;
3»
that, until 15 August 1953, in casos whero harmful interference
is caused to oxisting services operating in Region 1 in tho band 55-150 kc/s
by services operating in Rogions 2 ond 3 } tho sorvicos causing such inter
ference should bo adjusted so os to oliminato the interference.

Vi

International
Telecommunication Union
— —
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Genova, 1951

COMMITTEE 8

SHSCIAL CONSIDERATIONS RELATING to the BRINGING of the COAST TELEGRAPH and
TELEPHONE ASSIGNMENT LISTS into EFFECT in .FULFILMENT of TERMS of REFERENCE
BOINTJLof COMMITTEE 6

Mr. J.D.H. van der Toorn,
Chairman,
Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference,
Geneva.
Dear Sir,
1*

I have the honour to advise you that W. G. 6B Document 202
concerning the subject matter, as amended in Committee, was approved by
Committee 6 on 23 October 1951 by 47 votes in favour, with 9 votes
against and no abstentions.

2.

The amendments, to which reference is made above, are listed
hereunder:
a)

page 2, paragraph 3, delete ,fIt is assumed that Committee 6 will
recommendn and substitute "Committee 6 rocommends", ■

b)

page 3, paragraph 7, delete "Working Group 6B that, unless Committee
6 decided otherwise," and substitute "Committee 6 that",

c)

page 6, paragraph 16, under Chapter IV 2) after "application of"
add "paragraphs 340 to 345 inclusive of"»

3.

Since document 202 pages 2 to 7 inclusive, with drafting amend
ments as adopted by Committee 6, are intended for the consideration of
Committee 8, amended copies, on in each of the three working languages,
are being sent to tho Chairman of that Committee.

4.

By copy of this letter the Chairman of Committee 8 is advised that
tho French Delegation has reserved its right to return to the subject
under point B.3 at the time tho matter is discussed in Committee 8.

5.

Furthermore, particular reference is invited to paragraph C.7 of
Document 202 concerning the two alternative methods. The Committee
decided that the Report of its meeting should be sent to Committee 8 in
order that the various views expressed in Committee 6 can be used.
Yours faithfully,
R. Lecomte,
Chairman, Committee 6

Ge
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COMMITTEE 6

Special Considerations Relating to the Bringing of the Coast Telegraph ■
• and Telephone Assignment Lists into Effect
A*

General
1*
The implementation of the Coast Telegraph and Coast Telephone
assignment lists is unavoidably connected with the implementation of the new
Atlantic City ship bands 5 consequently this report will cover the problems
of ship station frequency changes as well as those of coast stations* The
implementation of these lists is also bound up with the bringing into force
of certain of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations and, Appendices which are ■
applicable to the Maritime Mobile service., and these are also covered in
this report*
2*
It is realised that the matter of implementation proceduresj
including dates* will be determined by decisions taken in Committee S* and
will be considerably affocted by the outcome -of the work of Committee 7
with regard to methods for containing fixed and broadcast services in their
Atlantic City frequency bands* Accordingly* this paper will not recommend
particular implementation processes or dates for the maritime mobile services*
but simply point out certain features of these services which will require
attention regardless of the implementation method used* .

B#

Status of Registration and Notifications
3*
Committee 6 recommends that assignments which appear in the basic
frequency assignment lists for the Coast Telegraph and Coast Telephone
services* will be given no priority amongst themselves and will be accorded
Registration status in the new International Frequency List* The Coast
Telephone assignment plan makes provision for some additional assignments
to be given Notifications status? In the ordinary course of events* once
the Atlantic City Radio Regulations have been placed fully in force?
registrations will receive certain protection against notifications in
accordance with the terms of Article 11* In order to provide similar
protection for registrations in the early stages it is recommended that
arrangements for implementing these frequency lists include provisions
which will s
a)

Ab

Ensure that .notifications will not be converted to registrar
tions until the frequency bands have been cleared of present
users $ and have been in use by the Coast Stations fox* a
sufficient period of time to determine if the notified
assignments are causing interference to registered
assignments« This might be accomplished by suspending the
application of Section V of Article 11 of the Radio Regulations
until at least two years after the Coast Telegraph and
Telephone plans have been generally implemented*

*-* 3 —
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b)

C*

Ensure that those notifications which do ultimately become
registrations do not bear the same or earlier date that those
of the original registrations* This might be done by
applying a somewhat later date to the earliest notifications
than is applied to the original registrations*

Technical and Administrative Considerations
4«
Some serious technical and administrative problems will have to
be solved to effect smooth transition from existing to new frequency
assignments# Some of the more important are outlined below*
Ship Telegraph
5*
Because of the magnitude and expense of changing frequencies on
approximately 10,000 ships throughout the world* many of which are absent
from depots for many months at a time, it is important that ship stations
should not be called upon to move to any intermediate frequencies but
should go directly from their existing frequencies to their final assignments*,,
6*
It is impracticable to maintain double watches at Coast stations,
owing to the additional equipment and operators which would be required%
hence, it appears to be essential that the calling frequencies of all
ships be moved into the new bands simultaneously on a given date# To
accomplish this it will be required s
a)

That the narrow -ship calling bands (4177-4187, 6265,5-6280,5,
8354-8374, 12531-12561, 16708-16748* 22220-22270 kc/s) be
first cleared of existing users* This must be done in all
frequency bands*

b)

That all concerned be given sufficient notice of the
impending changes so that they may take the necessary steps to
enable their equipment to be changed to the new calling
frequencies* In this respect, two opinions have been
advanced !
(1)

that a period of 18 months would be sufficient, and

(2)

that a period of 24 months would be required to
have all the ships made ready*

No final decision on this point was taken* It was left to
Committee 8 to decide if the length of this period would be
critical having regard to the overall implementation of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table*
7*
Two alternative proposals have been advanced with respect to the
method of implementation of ship telegraph working frequencies* It was the
feeling of Committee 6 that the choice between the two methods should be
made in Committee 8, since the methods decided upon for moving services
other than maritime into their new bands will have considerable bearing on
this decision* Both methods are covered below i
Ab

This method would require that before making any ship telegraph
frequency changes, including the moves to the new ship calling bands
mentioned above, the whole of the ship telegraph frequency bands
(4133-4238, 6200-6357; 6265-8476. 12400-12714* 16530-16952, 22070-22400 kc/s)
should first be substantially bleared of other users* The procedure would
then consist of moving all ship telegraph frequencies, both calling and
working,,to their new assignments simultaneously on all ships throughout
the worlds It is felt that a period of at least 24 months would be required
for ship preparations in advance of these changes0 If this procedure should
be adopted, paragraphs 12, 13, 14 and 15 below, would not apply
Method B
This method would not depend on the clearance of the whole of the
ship telegraph bands prior to the move of any ship working frequencies, but
only on substantial clearance, in turn, of fa) the cargo ships5 bands
(4187-4238, 6280,5-6357, 8374-8476, 12561-12714, 16748-16952, 22270-22400
kc/s) and (b) the passenger ships1 bands (4133*’4177, 6200-6265,5 , 8265-8354,
12400-12531, 1.6530-16708, 22070-22220 kc/s) >
This method is suggested in view of the feeling that clearance of
the whole of the ship telegraph bands within a reasonably short length of
time may not be practicable. Under this method, following the move of ship
calling activities to the Atlantic City calling bands, all ships of the
appropriate class would change their working frequencies to the new bands as
the respective sections are cleared* Thus, all ships would not make their
changes simultaneously, but it is nevertheless highly desirable that hhe
changes should be completed within a relatively short periods
Whichever of the foregoing methods is adopted, it is essential
that, because of the necessity for maintaining harmonic relationships
between frequency assignments in the 4, 6, 8, 12 and 16 Mc/s bands, the
related assignments to each ship in all these bonds be changed over
simultaneously* The 22 Mc/s assignments are not harmonic,ally related to the
others and can be changed over independentlyA
Coast Telegraph
8*
It is highly desirable that the coast stations should not be
called upon to move to any intermediate frequencies, but should change
directly from their existing frequencies to their final assignments»
9*
Except for those Coast Telegraph Stations which may be called
upon to vacate the Atlantic City ship calling bonds, no particular measures
are needed for coordinating the moves of the several frequencies used by
coast telegraph sto/tionsf each individual frequency may be changed.as its
new assignment is cleared of present users ,>
Ship and Coast Telephone
10*
In generol, because existing ship telephone bands ore close to or
overlap the new coast telephone bands, it will be necessary to shift ship
telephone operations to their new frequencies before coo.st telephone sto.tions
can move into theirs. This follows from the fact that substantial separation
must exist between the frequencies tronsmitted and received by ships in the
telephone service*
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11.
Inasmuch as'no harmonic relationship exists between the frequencies
for ship or coast stations in tho Maritime Telephone Service, there appear to
be norestrictions, other than observing the procedures described in
paragraph 10, on changing both ship and coast telephone stations, frequency
by frequency, as their new channels become available.
Programming
12*
Because a sorious tangle exists among the old and new bands
assigned to ship ond coast stations, both telegraph and telephone, a certain
amount of programming of frequency shifts would be highly desirable. It is
suggested that the order of operations outlined below would be conducive to
effecting the changes with minimum confusion.
Before each of the successive
steps is taken, it is necessary that tho band in question be cleared to the
fullest extent possible of other operations.
a)Clear the new ship calling bands and move all ship
calling
frequencies to the new assignments (all frequency bands
simultaneously).
b)

Move cargo ship working telegraph frequencies to new assign
ments (all frequency bands simultaneously on each ship). ,
This will help to clear the new ship telephone and passenger
ship telegraph bands.

c)

Move passenger ship working telegraph frequencies to new
assignments (all froquency bands simultaneously on each ship).
This will help to clear ship telephone bands.

d)

Move ship telephone frequencies to new assignments.

e)

Move coast telephone frequencies to new assignments.

(Apart from coast telegraph stations now operating in the Atlantic
City ship calling bands, coast telegraph frequencies need not be included in
the above general programming, but can make individual moves as their now
assignments become available),
13*
If, in addition to setting up a general order of procedure as
outlined above, some approximate target dates for each step were to be agreed
Upon, both the ship and shore stations would be helped considerably? they
could then plan their moves with some accuracy, being sure to have the
necessary new equipment ready in tine and yet avoiding expenditures in
advance of the time actually required.
14*.
A possible minimum schedule, subject of course to the ability of
fixed, broadcast and other services to move out of tho bands concerned would
be (using the letters shown for each phase in paragraph 12):
a) Can be commenced, on an agreed date, not less than IB (or 24-**)
months after the closing of this Conference, and completed
within about two weeks.

*
Ge

See paragraph 6 (b) above.
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b)

Can be completed not more than six months after (a).

c)

Can be completed not more than six months after (b).

d)

Can be completed not more than six months

e)

Can be completed immediately after «#.#•....... (d).

after (c).

15#
It is believed that implementation might be facilitated if
those ship telegraph stations which can vary their operating frequencies, be
permitted to operate slightly off their assigned frequencies when required
to avoid interference during the transition period.
D#

Radio Regulations
16#
In connection with the implementation cf the new maritime mobile
frequency assignments, it appears desirable to bring a number of inactive
sections of the Radio Regulations into force as covered below# Unless
otherwise noted, it is considered that the date of application of the
sections listed below should be simultaneous with the general move of
stations to their respective new frequencies#
Chanter III
l) That part of the frequency allocation table between 4 and 27,5
Mc/s allotted to maritime mobile service.
2) Paragraphs 232, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 268, 270, 271, 272, 277#

1)

Article 10, insofar as Maritime Mobile frequencies are concerned*

2)

Article 11, insofar as Maritime Mobile frequencies are concerned,
except that application of paragraphs 340 to 345 inclusive of
Section V should be postponed for two years after general
implementation of coast telephone list#

Chanter VI
1)

Article 17, insofar as Maritime Mobile services are.concerned#
This includes the frequency tolerances of Appendix 3»

Chanter VIII
1)

Paragraph 447 (that portion of tho I#F#L# dealing with
Maritime Mobile Services)#

2)

Paragraphs 451, 460, 461, 462, 472*

XIII
1)

Paragraphs 573

531, inclusive#

2)

Paragraphs 590 - 597, inclusive#

3)

Paragraph 621#

4)

Section V of Article 33®

5)

Sections I and III of Article 34®

~ 7 (Ann, to Doc,
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1) Appendix 1, insofar as Maritime Mobile frequencies are concerned,
2) Appendix 3,
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3) Appendix A; insofar as Maritime Mobile services are concerned,
4) Appendix 5,

,!

11

u

n

H

”

H

5) Appendix 6, parts relating to Maritime Mobile services,
6) Appendix 8, Sections I? II and III,
7) Appendix 10,
8) Appendix 12, This appendix should bo modified so that the table
of transmitting frequencies agrees with that given in Annex C
to Conference Document 14.6,

H/h
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Geneva, 195?

COMMITTED 7

Mr# Acton •
Chairman of Committee 7

Dear Mr* 'Acton,
lo
Your Ad Hoc Group, at its 3rd Meeting yesterday, studied the written
proposals concerning Part I of Document 21$, which have been received from
the following Delegations : Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Egypt,
Ethiopia,'Franee, New Zealand, Portugal, South Africa and United Kingdom*
2*
As a result of these studies, the Group proposes that Part I of
Document 21$ should be replaced by the draft annexed to this letter# For
the convenience of your Committee we have arranged for an asterisk to he
placed in the margin against each paragraph for which we are proposing
amendments *
We are in favour of the principle underlying the suggestion made by
a number of Delegations that the main parts of Document 21$ should be
divided, so that the procedures for the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone
Broadcasting services are treated separately frpm those relating to the High
Frequency Broadcasting service* We have not yet decided, however, wherher
this principle should be applied to Part I of the Document and will return
'to the question when we have examined the later parts of the Document*
Similarly, we do not yet feel in a position to recommend a firm text for
the title of Part 1.
4#
We have made a cursory examination of the proposals received so far
on Part II of the Document but we are not yet in a position to make
recommendations to your Committee*
5*
Among the proposals studied by the Group which
our revised draft of Part I of Document 21$,. is that
Delegation concerning Section IV, Paragraph 1 (b) on
to the effect that a new paragraph-(2 bis) should be

are net reflected in
of the Portuguese
page $ (English text),
added as follows :

"Whenever it proves necessary for studying the possibility of
sharing a frequency, Administrations will supply .to the IeF«R*Bf, at
its request, information on the whole of the frequencies used for
each circuit, on the operating conditions of the circuit, etc* The
I*F,RftB# will examine the value of the publication of this informa
tion, taking into account its volume»"
Bw

2
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We propose to re-examine the suggestion at a later date when
considering the draft resolution annexed to Document 218, to which we
feel the substance of this suggestion is more appropriate.
6*
We also considered the Belgian proposal to insert in Section IX
the following paragraph s
^General conditions for transfers t the succession of
voluntary transfers will take place in blocks as specified in
sub-paragraph b) of paragraph 2*2.2 of Document 131 at dates
to be determined by the I.F.RoB.'1 .
We felt that this proposal should not be reflected in our draft,
but that the substance of the proposal should be referred in due course
to Committee 8 for consideration*

Yours sincerly,

Robert Craigie
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group

Bw
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(cf. Doc* 218 - E, p. 5)

PART I

ARTICLE ..**

11Interim procedure to be followed in connection with the'Fixed* Land•
Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2)
and 27«500 kc/s •11

Note t It is proposed that Committee 4 include this Article in a
chapter dealing with adoption of methods*

Gn
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(of. Doc. 218 - E p. 6)

.

CHAPTER

________

Adoption of procedure
ARTICLE

____

Interim procedure to be followed in connection with the
Fixed. Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between
3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2) and 27.500 kc/s

SECTION I - Preamble
This procedure will apply only until such time as Members of the
Union agree on specific plans, or frequency lists, for these services,
SECTION II - Transfer of assignments which are outside the
bands allocated to the service' concerned in the
Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations
Transfer of out-of-band assignments into the appropriate bands of
the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations should be made in accor
dance with the following procedures 1

Gn

a)

Each Administration should first examine its out-of-band frequency
assignments and will endeavour to interchange assignments when
it is possible to do so between its own services, in order that
#)
the assignments conform to the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations, In such cases of interchange, due care must be taken
to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Adminis
trations 5

b)

When out-of-band assignments cannot be transferred in accordance
with the procedure outlined in a) above, the Administrations
concerned may collaborate with other Administrations to arrange
a suitable interchange of their respective Out-of-band assignments.
In this case due regard must also be given to avoid harmful
interference to the services of other Administrations?

c)

Each Administration, when endeavouring to transfer its out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies may in addition to the above,
follow, the recognized procedure for seeking suitable new frequencies
namely, to request assistance by monitoring the appropriate
frequency band in the area of reception?

5 ~
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Doc. 218 - E p*7)
»

d) An Administration may request the IFRB to study and make proposals
for the accommodation of out-of-band assignments, particularly in
those cases in which the Administration concerned has not-been
*)
able to carry out transfers without causing harmful interference to
transmissions on existing assignments. If appropriate, the proposal
should be based upon the use of directive aerials or a rearrangement
of frequencies in use, by compression of channels in accordance
with the technical possibilities, and taking into account the
practical possibilities in each individual case.
e) An Administration may request other Administrations to make slight
adjustments in the frequencies employed by their services when such
adjustments would assist in the transfer of out-of-band assignments
to in-band frequencies*
f) During the interim period, in order to reduce the number of
frequencies used, and the spectrum space occupied, and in particular
in order to assist, by these means, those Administrations who
experience difficulty in carrying out the objectives of the interim
period, other Administrations should endeavour to readjust their
operations, by the adoption of improved techniques, by accommodating
as many assignments as feasible on the same frequency, by the
#)
limitation of the hours of operation, by geographical sharing and by
all other practicable methods. Administrations should inform the
■' IFRB of the frequencies they are able to free by the adoption of
this procedure*
g) If, as a result of its studies of a particular problem, the IFRB
finds that an interchange of assignments or adjustments of
frequencies might provide a solution, and if such change is accepted
by the country or countries directly concerned, the interchange
.#) ‘
or adjustment will b© recorded in the Interim International
Frequency List*
h) Administrations should collaborate with each other and the IFRB to
facilitate the solution of problems associated with the transfer of
out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies.
SECTION III - Establishment of new assignments in the
appropriate Atlantic City bands
1*

When Administrations find it essential to establish new
assignments, the following procedures should in general be applied;
a) Those specified in Section II for transferring out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies, to the extent that they are
applicable;
*b) In particular, those specified in Section IV and Section V*

2.

Be

Administration should ensure that exact particulars of these new
assignments will be included in the Interim International Frequency List
in accordance with the provisions of

'
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SECTION VI - Information concerning changes In frequency usage
1,

a) Bearing in mind the necessity of providing precise and up-to-date
information on the use of the spectrum during the interim
period, Administrations should, whenever practicable, inform the
IFRB in advance of a proposed change in frequency usage. This
*)
information should reach the *IFRB not earlier than 3 months and
not later than 2 weeks before the date for such a change,
b) Administrations will also inform the IFRB of the actual date on
which the transfer of an assignment to an in-band frequency has
taken place. Such notices shall indicate:*)
(i) The in-band frequency occupied?
(ii) the out-of-band frequency vacated and/or the entry in the
Interim International Frequency List to be deleted;
(iii) the date upon which the transfer was made;
and should in any case reach the IFRB not later than 10 days
after such transfers.

2,

The IFRB will serve as the centralising agency to maintain
information regarding proposed, or confirmed, changes in frequency usage,
It shall, as far as the information at its disposal permits, transmit to
the Administration concerned, and to Administrations which might be
.*)
affected, its detailed comments regarding proposed changes if, in its
opinion, such changes are likely to result in harmful interference to
transmissions on other assignments.

3•

The information received by the IFRB from Administrations oh
confirmed changes in the use of frequencies, referred to in paragraph 1 b)
above, shall be used by the IFRB to keep up to date the information to be
included in the Interim International Frequency List,

4#

Where the date of receipt of the information, referred to In
paragraph 1 b) above, by the IFRB from the Administration concerned is
more than ten days after the date upon which the transfer is stated to
have occurred, the date of use to be entered in the Interim International
Frequency List will be that of the tenth day before the date upon which the
information was received by the IFRB.
SECTION V - Harmful, interferencQ
Administrations agree to exercise the utmost goodwill and mutual
assistance in the application of the provisions of Article 14 of the
Radio Regulations to the settlement of problems of interference during
the interim period.
'

Be

*)

Union international
des telecommunications
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)

Venant de 3349

Ajouter i
Chester •*. G ~ 1 ,0 - Al A2 A3 -- FX CO

Venant de 3347
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Bordeaux
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C O M IT T E E

5

SWG 5A2
Region 1

Corrigendum No 5 to the Region 1 Plan for
the bands bands between 1605 and 3900 kc/s

The delegation of countries in Region 1 will find annexed
hereto the latest amendments to the plan for the fdllotfing bands s
1605 - 2850

kc/s

3155 - 3400 kc/s
3500 - 3900 kc/s
This document will be submitted to delegations for final
approval at the last meeting of Sub-Group 5A2 to be held on Monday 5
November.

Chairman of
Sub-Working. Group 5A2
A. Henry
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NATURE DE LA MODIFICATION
NATURE OF AMENDMENT
CLASE ■DE LA MOD IFICAC l6N

, FREQUENCES
FREQUENCIES
FRECUENCIAS

OBSERVATIONS
0BSERVACI0NES

1652;5
t

Navires (vers cotieres) -D-Q,02~A1 A3-CP
Mer du Nord, Atlantiqua

Transfers sur 1657,5

| A.iouter i
[
Navires (vers cotieres) -D-0,02-Al A3--CP
brise-glaces
Ice-breakers

1657,5

Venant de 1652,5
I
... ........

I

Suoorimer :
Bratislava - Tche - 1; - Al A2 A3 - FX

1715

|_

,......

.3

Rectificatif au cor
rigendum N° A

___
1769
*Riga *-

1785

URSS - 1; - Al A3 - FX CP

Rectificatif au Cor
rigendum N° A

Viana do Castelo, Col* 2

^fr^ eU

Setubal,

au lieu de i 0,03
lire
i 0,05

Col« A

* viano
•

Aiouter ;
Ponta Delgada - Azor - 0,1 - A3 - FC CP
" "" '
1820

Vila Real Sto

1848

Bien lire : Portimao

Antonio, Col. A

^ ^ ieU

Rectificatif au Cor
rigendum N° A

Lagos
) „ 1 , au lieu de s 0,025
Matozinhos ) 0 *
lire
: 0,05

Ddverses stations - CapV ) Co:i* 5 8 a3°uter
Suoprimer :
Sodom - Isra - 0,5 ~ A3 ~ FC CV

1873

01

j Aiouter s
!
♦
Sodom - Isra - 0,5 «• A3 *- FC CV
i

A1
Transfere sur 1873

|
1
t
I

Venant de 18A8

j\

-2 -

2

1

3

1918

Col* 2, bien lire SkGRES-Port

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

2012,5

Turlen - Finl
Col* 2 au lieu de TURLEN
lire TURKU

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

Kbvires (vers cOtieres) - I
Colts 4 au lieu de 0,5
lire 0,05

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

Losella - Egyp
Col<2, au lieu de LbsaHa
lire Rosetta

Rectificatif au Corrigenda N°4

2023

2368

2419

A.iouter :
iotstsiaia Gavaii - URSS - 1-A1 A 3 - FX CJP

2421

lb.vires (entre eux) - D/G Col* 6 , a jouter Baltique

2445

2453

2459

BAseau - GuiP - 0,5 - A 3- B0 -

Venant de 2453

S Jfeia - Azor
Col* 5 > au lieu de s AC
lire : A 3

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

Subprimer 5
Bissau - GuiP - 0,5 - A 3 - BC

Transfere sur 2445

Alouter s
Oanyetta - Egyp - 0,05 - A3 - IM

2490

2493

2510
‘
2527

Majunga - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FX OP

transfere sur 2493

Aiouter 1
Sgunga ~

Venant de 2490

- 0,2 - Al - FX CP,

lire : ajouter ;
Oulu - T i n T 1*0,5 - Al A2 A3 - FX CO

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

Deux-Ponts - Zweibrucken —
Col* 1, lire 2524

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

2569

Sfevires (vers cotieres) - D/G(c)
Col* 6, a jouter s Mer du Nord «■ lteth Sea

2579

Supprimer :
Maintirano - Mada - 0,1 - A 3 - IS

BZ

3 *“■*
‘
1...
* I

2

1
..

Istres Col* 2, au lieu de s Istres, lire
Marseille

2652

Suppriner i
Fort-Dauphin - Mada - 0,1 - A3 - FC

Transfer^ sur 2712

Alouter !
Nossi-Be - Mada - 0,1 ~ A3 *- PO

Venant de 2663

Suppriner i
Nossi-Be - Mada - 0,1 - A3 - FC

Transfer© sur 2652

2652

2663

*
Dakar Col* 5 au lieu de : A3 lire a Al

2672

2712

2727,5

1

|

'

2617

i\

1

3

A.iouter ;
Fort-Dauphin - Mada - 0,1 - A3 - FC

Ve m n t de 2652

Sovetskaia Gavan - URSS - 1 - Al A3FX CP
i

2730

Col*2, au lieu de : Thesseloniki,
lire : Thessaloniki,

2744

iMarignane |Col«2, au lieu de:Marignane,
j
liresMarseille

2762

A.iouter :
Freetown
Sier - 0,1 - A3 *• FC CO
;Monbasa - Keny - OjJL - A3 - FC 00

Rectificatif au Corrigendum N°4

i

1

A.1outer :
Aden - Aden - 0,1 - A3 - PC GO
JSinonstown - AfrS - 0,1 - A3 - FC CO -

!
Bandes de
3155 a
3400 kc/s
et
3500 kc/s
3 9 0 0 kc/s

I

1Cole 6
jSuppriner toutes Indications da
Iners pour les assignations de frequences
faux navires*
|Delete all indications of seas for
j frequency assignments to ships.
I

3160

-

, ^

.

.

*Lisboa - Port - 0,1 - A3 «- FX CO
Bz

I
!
']

f
; Transfdrd sur 3356

M

3161

3165

3172

3176

M»

A.iouter :
Havires (vers c&tieres) — D — 0,05 — A3 - 03
Pays-Bas - Holl - 0,1 - Al - FX CO

Transfere sur 3165

A.iouter :
Pays~Bas - Holl - 0,1 - Al - FX CO

Venant de 3161

Col*2, au lieu de : Atheftes
lire : Athinai

Rectificatif au Corrigendum
N°4

Col.2, au lieu de : Kristiansund,
lire : Kristiansand 8

3177
Bitchevia - URSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP
3181

3184

3191

3192

Suppriner :
S.Tone - STPr - 0,08 - Al A2 A3 - FX IM

Transfere sur 3184

A.iouter :
s / T o e J - STPr - 0,08 - Al A2 A3 - FX IM

Venant de 3181

Aiouter :
Navires(vers c&tieresl~ Holl - 0,075 - A3
entre 30° N et 70° N

Venant de 3192

)riner :
Navireslvers cotieres) *- Holl - 0,075 - A3
entre 30° N et .70° N

Transfere sur 3191

3197

Ifevires (vers cotieres) -* 3D/G(c)
Col.
ajouter : A3

3211

Col»2, au lieu de : Thessalonica
lire : Thessaloniki

3225

Ajouter :
Navires (vers c&tieres) - S - 0,1 - A3

3282

Suppriner :
% vires (vers c&tieres) - S - 0,2 - A3

Rectificatif au Corrig* N°4

Transfere sur 3225

A .iouter :
Nhvires (vers c&tieres) - D - 0,05 - A3 - 03
3290-

Col»2 ~ au lieu de : Falakora
lire s Folakara

3294

Col<? 2 - au lieu de i Zodar
lire ; Zadar

Rectificatif au Corrig.N0 3

- 5 1

2

3326

Suppriner i
Tananarive - Mada - 0,2 * A3 — BC -

'

Transfer^ sur 3366 *

3327,2

Kkutsin - UHSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP

3333

Llmt&z *•
Fort Dauphin - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FX CP

Venant de 3335

Suppriiaer .
Fort Dauphin - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FX CP

Transfere sur 3333

41.QP±lQX i
Lisboa - Port - 0,1 - A3 * FX CO

Venant de 3610

3335

3356

3369

Bolzano Colo 5 - au lieu de : Al, lire *tA3
Colo 6 - au lieu de i FX, lire : IM

3366

Apouter :
Tananarive - Mada - 0,2 - A3 - BC

3520,5

3520,7

Cabinda
Colo 3 - au lieu de s Cabinda
lire : Ango

3

. Venant de 3326

Rectificatif au Corrig*N°2

A.iouter :
Sovetskaia Gavan - URSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP

3550

A4au±p x :
Suez - Egyp - 0,05 - A3 - LM -

3551

Colo2, au lieu de : Youj, lire s Youg

3552

Aiouter :
Seychelles - Sey — 0,5 - A3 - FC CP -

3566

4toter ;
Tananarive - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FX CP -

3567

Sunoriner i
Tananarive - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FC CP Reykjavik
Colo 6, ajouter : (QACI W° 1032

| 3567,5
i
Bz
t

Venant de 3567

Transfer6 sur 3566
/

!
s
j
j
j
i

- 6—

3570

3571

3576

Suppriner
Vila Luso - Ango - 1,0 - Al A2 A3 - FX

Transfere sur 3576

Giza
Col,4, au lieu de:l,5 - lire : 0,5

Rectificatif au Corrig*N°4

A.iouter :
Vila Luso - Ango - 1,0 - Al A2 A3 - FX

Venant do 3570

3565
Ifovires (entre oux) - AfrS - 0,05 - A3 - CO

3622

Ruhimlei - Finl Col«2, au lieu de s Ruhimlei, lire : Riihimki
i

3640

Col*2, au lieu de : Tesselarica, lire : Thessaloniki ) Rectificatif au
Col*2, au lieu de : Kerkyza, lire : Kerkyra
f ) Corrigendum N° 4

3662,4

Koliutchinskaia Cuba - URSS - 1 - Al A3
FX OP

3670

Alouter :
Athinai - Grec - 1,0 - Al - FX MET -

Venant de 3673

Athens - Grec - 1,0 - Al - FX MET

Transfere sur 3670

3673

3675

Alouter :
Chnidta Mys - URSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP

3677

Treviso
Col,5> au lieu de : A3 lire : Al
Col *6, au lieu de : LM lire s FX

3680
Nova Lusskii - URSS - 1 - Al A3 — FX CP
3690

3693

Suppriner..:
Rabat - MirF - 2,0 - Fl A3b3 - FX CP

El Gencina
Col,3, au lieu de : Egyp - Suez/G,
j
lire • Egyp*
jColt 6, a jouter : *Mohafzat El C a m l

Bz
m frit#;* 1,*

Transfere sur 3703
(Addend# au Corrig# N°4)

*f

f

3722,5

Sovetskaia Gavan — UHSS

3745

Toutes stations - RhoN Col* 6, ajonter : (QACI N® 7067 et 7068)

3750

Suppriner :
Antalaha - Nfoda - 0,2 - Al

3772

3834

3835

1 -* Al A3 - FX CP

FX CP *■»

Ajonter :
Antalaha - Phda - 0,2 - Al - FX CP -

Venant de 3750

Suooriner :
Diego ‘Suarez - khda - 0,2 - Al - FX CP

Transfere sur 3894

A jouter :
Tulear - Mada - 0,2 - Al - FX CP

Venant de 3885

Ajonter :
Tanatave — Micla - 0,2 - Al - FX CP -

Venant de 3835

Suppriner :
Tanatave - Mfa,da - 0,2 - Al - FX CP

Transfere sur 3834

3836

Dodona - Col* 3, lire : Tang, au lieu de :Keny

3836

Uranbo - Col*3, lire i Tang, au lieu de : Keny

3845

A ,iouter t
Kudetcha - URSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP

3852,6
3885

Transfere sur 3769

J Jiguli - URSS - 1 - Al A3 - FX CP
Supprinep :
Tulear ~ Ifada. - 0,2 - Al - FX CP -

Transfere sur 3772

\

3890

Toutes stations - F(Alg) Col 5. 6 - a jouter :(0ACI N® 7011)

3894

Ajouter :
Diego Suarez - khda - 0,2 — Al - FX CP

3896
Bz

Toutes stations - Nyas C0I 06 - ajouter : (0ACI N° 7069)

Venant de 3772
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CORRIGENDUM NO.-1
to
REPORT OF 9th MEETING OF COMMITTEE 7

PART I
29 October 1951 - 11 a.m.

Page 1

Item I d - Sir Robert Craigie’s statement should read as

follows:

Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom), Chairman of the adhoc Group,
said that the special group of Committee 7 had begun work on Saturday after
noon* It had sat for five hours and a half endeavouring
to find asolution
to the problem of drafting the Preamble* The proposals in Document 237 had
been unanimously accepted© In that document, it was proposed to add a general
preface to Document 218, which would take the form ef an introduction to the
latter document® The introduction was to be a part ©f the general Preamble
to all the documents included in the Final Act® Since the publication of
the document, the special group had wondered whether it would not be prefer
able to replace the present Preamble to Document 218 by the proposed intro
ductions. It was a matter of drafting®
Ifestaad of ’’tropical broadcasting” ’’high frequency broadcasting”
was meant.
Document 237 also said that the ad hoc group would be prepared, if
the Chairman so required, to examine any suggestions or amendments to
Document 218. As the draft wording was largely founded on an original text
submitted by Egypt, Mr* Boctor may wish to give any further explanations.

Bn

- 2 (Corr, 1 to Doe. 24.9/1 - E)

Page 8 - Two last paragraphs Sir Robert Craigie's statement should read as follows:
Sir Robert Craigle (Chairman of the ad hoc Group) explained} in
reply to the Delegate of France, that it was proposed to include Annex 1 to
Document 237 in the Preamble to the Final Acts rather than as a Preamble to
Document 218* The text would be progressively supplemented to take account
of the work of the other committees'*
The special working group had become•convinced that, in that case,
it would be unnecessary to retain the Preamble to Document 218 on page 6*

Bn
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COMMITTEE 7
Report of the 9th Meeting - 29 October 1951 - 11 a.m.
(Part I)
The meeting was opened by the Chairman* Mr* C.J. Acton (Canada) .
1.1.

The Chairman said that Document 237, the report of the special
ad hoc group *s.et up on Saturday to study the problem of the drafting of the
Preamble, had been distributed that morning« The Spanish text was being
revised and would be circulated during the meeting.
Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom), Chairman of the ad hoc group,
said that the special group of Committee 7 had begun work on Saturday
afternoon. It had sat for five hours and a half endeavouring to find a
solution to the problem of drafting the’Preamble, The proposals in
"Document 237 had been unanimously accepted. . In that document, it was pro
posed to add a general preface to the Preamble fe Document 218 which would
take the form of an introduction to the latter document. The introduction
was to be a part of the general Preamble to the whole document. Since the
publication of the document, the special group had wondered whether it.would
not be preferable to replace the. Preamble to Document 218 by an introduction.
It was a matter of drafting.
The Spanish version had had to be re-translated.. Instead of
"tropical broadcasting" "high frequency broadcasting" was meant.
Document 237 also said that the ad hoc group would be prepared, if
the Chairman so required, to examine any suggestions or amendments to
Document 218. As the draft wording was largely founded on an original text
submitted by Egypt, it would be advisable for Mr, Boctor to. give any further *
explanations*
The Chairman congratulated the special group on its work.
Mr. Boctor (Egypt) said that, acting on instructions received, he
had called the special group together. It was composed of Sir Robert
Craigie (United Kingdom), Mr. TIusain (Pakistan), Colonel Lauterbach
(United States of America), Mr. Lira (Chile), Mr,, Pedersen (Denmark),
Mr, Petit (Chairman of the IFRB), and Mr. Boctor (Egypt),
In addition to the observations made at the meeting of 27 October
by the Delegates of Portugal, Egypt and France, two comments had been .
received from Belgium and Sweden.

- 2 (Doc.24.9/l-E)

Sir Robert Craigie had agreed to bo Chairman of the ad.Jioc group*
He (Mr. Boctor) had appealod to all delegations to understand
that the Introduction could be regarded as a starting point*. If the
Introduction, to be inserted in the final report of the Committee, was
accepted, the Preamble proposed in Annex 2 would perhaps be superfluous,
since the Preamble dealt with the questions covered in the Introduction,
The Chairman agreed and supported the recommendation made by the
group that the group should take into account all the Committee’s sugges
tions. The group would continue to meet until the Committee had finished
its work.
He proposed that Document 237 should be accepted, so.that.dis
cussion could be begun on the first part of Document 218,
The Delegate of Poland 3aid that the work of the special ad hoc
group was not to prepare a Preamble but to revise Document .218.
The Chairman said that the ad hoc group bad only been able to
revise the Preamble during the week-end.
The Delegate of the USSR made the following, statement:

•The Delegation of the USSR has studied Document 237 and. finds
.it necessary to comment as'follows:
1.
The proposals contained in Document 237 are in effect but a
slightly altered version of the American proposals submitted earlier in
Document 22, also in Documents 125 and 131 and, later, in Document 218.
It should be noted that in Document 237 Committee 7.is pressed,
as before, to adopt methods for a disorderly, planless, unorganised
adjustment of frequencies before an International Frequency List has been
prepared and approved, A comparison of Document 237 with Document 218
will suffice to make that evident.
In Document 237 it is proposed that Document 218 be prefaced with
a new introduction, the text of which is given in Annex 1 to Document 237.
What is the gist of that new introduction?
It permits the commencement of so-called "voluntary" transfers of
out-of-band stations into the bands of the Atlantic City Table, that is,
jS„efcfect^beginn^to. .fhange_qyer to the new table in the absence of an
approved International Frequency List; it is proposed to prepare plans for
high-frequency broadcasting and a list for the Fixed.services at the end
of this transitional period.

- 3 (Doc.249/1 - E)

over to

What will be the point of those plans
thenew table has in fact been completed?

and lists once the change

That is but a travesty of planning*
li'i nilKiliM ■> im •mfim

Jt

W

It is known that the Atlantic City decisions and the Radio
Regulations provide for the prior preparation and approval of.an International
Frequency List, as a guarantee that:
(a) the requirements of various services shall be. satisfied
and coordinated,
'■(b) the requirements of various countries, and in the first
-place of those countries whose radio communications are underdeveloped,
shall be satisfied.
Once such a draft frequency list has been prepared, then it may
be possible to make any necessary corrections in it, so that upon its,
approval it might be brought into forced but when the transfer,of"frequencies
has been actually completed, then the overall distribution of frequencies
cannot be changed, then there is no point in preparing a frequency list.
In that case the preparation of a frequency list would merely serve to
reproduce photographically, as it were, the chaos which would arise and the
privileged position of countries possessing powerful transmitters.
It is clear from the above- that the proposals in Document 237,
which in effect are a repetition of similar proposals submitted earlier in
Documents 22, 125, 131 and 218, wholly contradict the Radio Regulations and
are therefore illegal*
The solution proposed cannot ensure that the interests of various
services, and above all of the fixed service, are met. Neither can it ensure
that the interests of various countries, especially those with underdeveloped
radio communications, are mete
s'
Document 237 proposes a new text for the Preamble to Section I
of Annex 2 to Document 218.
What is the.difference between the new and the old preamble?
There is no difference in substance. Only the wording is. slightly changed.
To sum tipa Document 237, containing a proposal for beginning
the changeover to the new table in the absence of an* approved Frequency List,
contradicts the Radio Regulations and the provisions laid down by the
Atlantic City .Conference and is therefore ^acceptable. The Delegation of
the USSR will ^r-te for the rejection of that document.”

- u —
(Doc,249/l-E)

The Chairman said that a proposal had been submitted to delete the
Preamble on page 6 of Document 218, as the Introduction in Annex 1 of
Document 237 was contained in the final report of the Committee.
Annex 2 of Document 237 was also to be cancelled.
The Delegate of Italy accepted, in principle, Annex 1 to
Document 237. He thought Annex 2 was useless.
The Delegate of Poland supported the request of the USSR for
the rejection of Document 237. It was a formal motion.
The Delegate of Portugal congratulated the Working Group and
said that he considered Document 237 to be acceptable; he supported'the
proposal that Annex 1 to Document 237 should appear as an Introduction to
Document 218. He could not see any necessity for Annex 2.
The Delegate of the Vatican City agreed with the Delegate of
Portugal and considered that the text of Annex 2, up to the third line from
the end, was the same as that of the Introduction. The final sentence was
not included in the Introduction and was important, but it was a question
of drafting, and a long discussion on the matter would be pointless.
The Delegate of the Bielorusslan SSR made the following statement:
Mr. Likhouchine

(Bielorussian SSR) stated the following:

. . ,fHaving studied Document 237, which is the report of the Ad Hoc
Working Group, the Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR must note that that
document contains, in effect, the same proposals as were submitted in
Documents 22, 12$, 131 and 218.
The report sets out in slightly different terms the proposal
for a g radual chaotic changeover to the Atlantic City Frequency Allotment
Table.
In Document 237 it is proposed to begin the implementation of
the Atlantic City Table before the Frequency List has been prepared, by
means of a so-called nvoluntary” changeover.
What is really meant by that "voluntary" changeover?
It is common knowledge that at present the transfer of one
single.frequency may cause interference to a number of radio communications,
whose frequencies will be found to coincide with the transferred frequency
or to be in adjacent channels.

What will be thejatactical results if Administrations attempt
to transfer 3«50G out-of-band assignments into Atlantic City bands on the
basis of the so-called "voluntary” method?

• - 5 (Doc. 249/1 - E)

The frequency spectrum is at present considerably congested and
there will be tens and hundreds of candidates for every channel capable of
accommodating additional frequencies.
Attempts to accommodate such out-of-band assignments can only dis
rupt the operation of existing communications and create chaos in the ether.
How can such a method of chaotic changeover be suggested, since it
can in no way guarantee that the frequency requirements of all the radio
services of national Administrations shall be satisfied.
Such proposals can only lead to chaos in the operation of radio
communications, where only those countries with powerful transmitting equip
ment will be able to ensure operation of their radio communications to the
detriment of the operation of the radio services of other countries with less
powerful transmitting equipment.
These proposals for changing over to the new Frequency Table before
the new International Frequency List has been prepared, approved and brought
into force are contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regulations (Article 47)
and are therefore illegal*
The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR considers the proposals in
Document 237 illegal and unacceptable and objects to them.
We support the proposal of the USSR Delegation to reject Document
237.
The Delegate of India asked for an explanation of the meaning of
the first sentence of the Introduction. He particularly wanted to know the
meaning of "the final arrangement". Did this refer to the period before or
after implementation?
Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom) replied that the text was the
result of a compromise; it was an attempt to reconcile the various opinions
expressed in the Committee. He wished to stress the fact that the Committee
did not know whether "implementation" was intended to mean "legal implementa
tion" or a transfer into the bands* The ad hoc Group had wanted to keep
within the limits of the agenda.
The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:
Mr. Chairman,
Document 237 merely hides the true aim and character of Document 218.
It* matters little that this Document 237 has been alleged by some delegations
to be of little importance, since it changes only the preamble to the docu
ment. But we are well aware of the importance of such preambles. They have
very often provided the most accurate explanation of the whole text. That is
why we must take into consideration the whole background of Documents 237 and
218 together, if we wish to reach fair conclusions.

Bn
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Some delegations* and you yourself, Mr* Chairman, have asserted
that Documents 218 and 237 are a compromise between the various.opinions
which were revealed at our meeting on 20 October, Document 237 should con
stitute a proof that a compromise was indeed reached»
Our Delegation wonders what
that a majority of the delegations in
that they are, above all, in favour of
Our Delegation also has expressed its
to all the delegations which defended

compromise is meant® We are well aware
our Assembly have expressed the opinion
an organized adjustment of frequencies 9
views and has given its firm support
that idea®

But what have the honourable authors of this document taken into
consideration? A great many delegations have already clearly announced
that they regard Documents 218 and 237 as purely cne-track documents expressing
a single idea, i*e, the well-known idea to be found in Document 22 by the
United States Delegation and its subsequent development in Documents 123
and 131* The Delegate of the Philippines has frankly acknowledged that
Document 218 satisfies him, since it contains all the fundamental ideas of
the American document. It matters little that the authors of Document 218
hare used a different terminology from that used in the above-mentioned
document, in order to disguise their ideas. The essence of Document 218
remains the same, i,e, the disorderly transfer of frequencies, a frequency
chaos inevitable to be followed by a power race. These attempts would only
result in absolute chaos in the other.
It is not at all surprising that the Delegations of the United
States and the United Kingdom should defend this process which might satisfy
their own requirements but which would only stifle other countries1 stations,
especially those with underdeveloped services.
The method proposed in Document 218 gives no guarantee of protec
tion to the frequencies obtained by the chaotic, so-called "voluntary”
transfer method except the guarantee that the decisive part will be played
by the power of the station. Attempts to justify the so-called "evolutionary”
method by alleging that such a method should culminate in.the preparation
of a plan are merely a mask thrown over the real situation. The so-called
”plan" prepared by this ”method" would merely endorse the chaos achieved by
the "voluntary method".
We must very clearly state that not only is this procedure
proposed in Document 218 illogical and intended purely to satisfy a very
small group of countries (the United States and the United Kingdom among
others) but it is in flagrant contradiction with the stipulations of
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, which clearly states that the transfer

Bn
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of frequencies cannot be begun before the new International Frequency List
has been prepared and approved by an Administrative Radio Conference, and
also clearly shows that the Cairo procedure (1933) must be retained until
the date of approval of the new International Frequency List. Any attempts
to do away with the Berne List or to replace it by any. other publication is ,
devoid of legality* The same lack of legality is characteristic of the
attempts to assign to the IFRB the functions of a directing agency for the
transfer of frequencies* The duties of the IFRB are very clearly laid down
in the Convention and the resolutions concerning.the IFRB and all attempts
to assign any new functions to the IFRB are absolutely unacceptable* At
present the IFRB has no legal right to exist*
To sum up:
1*
Documents 218 and 237 do not represent a compromise and the
attempts to present these documents in this light are inadmissible*
2*
The bases of these documents are contrary to the opinions of the
majority of this Committee, expressed at the meeting of 20 October*
3*
The bases of these documents are contrary to the stipulations of
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations and are consequently illegal*
Accordingly, the Delegation of Czechoslovakia fully supports the
proposal that Document 237 be rejected*
The Delegate of India said that Annex 2 was ambiguous* The prepara
tion of the frequency list was more important. He was prepared to accept the
text provisionally, subject to certain amendments.
The Chairman said that the text that might be proposed to the
Plenary Assembly might be somewhat amended after it had been examined by the
Drafting Committee*
The Delegate of France supported Document 237. He asked whether he
was correct in believing that it was proposed to include Annex 1 to Document
237 in the Final Acts of the Conference and to delete the preamble to the
first part of Document 218* He wanted to stress the fact that it was highly
desirable for every text to be submitted to the Drafting Committee in its
final form*
The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement:
The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR considers that Document 237
differs but little from Document 218 and that it contains the same unacceptable
and illegal proposals regarding the changeover to the new Atlantic City Table
in the absence of an International Frequency List, as are contained in
Documents 22, 131, and 125*
Therefore the Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR supports the proposals
by Poland and the Soviet Union that Document 237 should be rejected®
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The Delegate of the PR of Bulgaria made the following statement*
•Mr* Chairman,
.On 27 October the Delegations of the PR of Albania and Bulgaria
expressed their opinion that Document 218 prepared by the first Ad Hoc Group
of Committee 7 was inacceptable.
Our Delegations have studied Document 237 prepared by the second
Ad Hoc Group of our Committee'and I must now state, Mr* Chairman, that the
contents of Document 237 are merely a repetition of the principal idea under
lying Document 218, to which our Delegations objected categorically*
The Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria fully support the detailed
statement just made by the Soviet Delegation, which corresponds completely
with our point of view* Consequently, we also propose that Document 237 be
rejected by Committee 7*
Should a vote be taken, the two Delegations will vote against the
adoption of Document 237 and its annexes 0
The Delegate of Saudi Arabia and Lebanon made the following state
ment:
•Mr* Chairman and Gentlemen,
The Delegation of Saudi Arabia and Lebanon wish to congratulate and
to thank the Ad Hoc Group in producing Document 237* We consider the intro
duction in Annex 1 of this document fully acceptable to meet all our require
ments and those of the other countries whose communications have been under
developed up to the present time.
We therefore urge the delegates of the other smaller nations to vote
in favor of the acceptance of Annex 1 of Document 237* We are. ready for the
question*
The Delegate of the Roumanian Peoplefs Republic did not think
Document 237 offered the compromise that had been hoped for. He again
stressed the danger inherent in a voluntary transfer of frequencies.
Document 237 was an attempt to legalise the chaos that would ensue. The
Delegation of the Roumanian PR could not agree with Document 237 and proposed
that it be rejected*
The Delegate of the United Kingdom explained, in reply to the
Delegate of France, that it was proposed to include Annex 1 to Document
237 in the Preamble to the Final Acts rather than in the Preamble to Document
218c The text would be included in the Preamble to the Final Acts, which
would be progressively supplemented to take account of the work of the other
committees* .
The special working group had become convinced that, in that case,
' it would be urncessary to retain the Preamble to Document 218 on page 6-,
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The Delegate of the Hungarian PR did not think Document 237 was
‘a compromise. It merely reproduced,what had already been published in
Documents 22, 125, 131 and 218* He proposed that Document 237 be rejected*
1*3

•■ .
The Chairman said that he had a formal motion submitted by the
Delegate of Poland for the rejection of Document 237® He would put the
motion to the vote*
A vote was taken by roll-call on the rejection of Document 237 s
For rejection : Peoplefs Republic of Albania? Bielorussian SSR?
People's Republic of Bulgaria? Hungarian People's Republic? Republic of
Poland; Ukrainian SSR? Roumanian People's Republic? Czechoslovakia? USSR.
Against rejection : Saudi Arabia? Argentine Republic? Australia?
Austria? Belgium? Bolivia? Brazil? Canada? Ceylon? Chile? China? Vatican
City? Colombia? United Kingdom Colonies? Denmark? Egypt? Spain? United States
of America? Ethiopia? France? Greece? Indonesia? Ireland? Iceland? .Italy?
Japan? Lebanon? Luxembourg? Mexico? Monaco? Norway? New Zealand? Pakistan?
Paraguay; Netherlands? Peru? Philippines? Portugal? Morocco and Tunisia?
FPR of Yugoslavia? United Kingdom; Sweden? Switzerland? Territories of the
United States of America? French Oversea Territories? Portuguese Oversea
Territories; Turkey? South Africa? Uruguay? Yemen? Spanish Colonies*
Abstentions ? Burma? Cuba? India? Iran?. Israel? Viet Namc

1*4

The Chairman announced that 9 votes had been cast for the rejection
of Document 237, 51 votes had been cast against, and there had been 6
abstentions*
Document 237 was therefore provisionally approved.
»— w—
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The Delegate of Egypt stressed the fact that, as the Chairman had
just announced, the approval was provisional; it could not be taken as a
final decision that Document 237 should be included in the Final Acts.
The Chairman said that the ad hoc G r o m was entirely free to amend
the introduction on the lines of the various suggestions* The Preamble on
page 6 of Document 218 and Annex 2 to Document 237 could be deleted.
The Delegate of New Zealand thought that Annex 2 to Document 237 was
useful and might be retained with advantageQ
The Delegate of Italy had previously favoured the cancellation of
Annex 2,but felt that it contained one important sentence - the second,
which should be taken into consideration when Document 218 was being studied.
The Delegate of India thought Annex 2 eould be retained?
posed that the words "as far as possible" should be added to it*
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The Delegate of Portugal thought that was a drafting matter which
could be considered by the ad hoc Group. He proposed replacing "provides"
by "aims to provide".
1 The Delegate of Egypt thought the ad hoc Group could be left to
make a recommendation to the Committee concerning the problem entailed by
the retention of the last sentence of Annex 2* He thought Annex 1 to
Document 237 might be approved provisionally.
The Chairman noted the proposal by the Delegate of Egypt and agreed
that the text of the Introduction submitted by the ad hoc Group could be
approved provisionally.
The meeting was suspended at 12*40 p.m.
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In paragraph 17« instead of :
“But he had no other data.

If the date was not shown in the List

read :
“But if no other data were forthcoming, and the date was not shown in the
List
In paragraph 27. last two sentences, instead of :
“There would be no dates in the International Frequency List relative to the
two frequencies in question. How could the question of interference be setHed?11
read s
11If no date appoared in the International Frequency List for either of the
two frequencies in question, how could the Egyptian Administration possibly
appreciate the Portuguese Administration’s complaint, and how could the
question of interference be settled?n
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RADIO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE

7

Report of Ninth Meeting held on
Monday 29th October* 1951 - 3 p.m.
(Part

II)

The meeting opened at 3.05 p.m.
1,

The Chairman said that, before the discussion which had been ad
journed at the luncheon break was continued, he wished to congratulate the
ad hoc Group which had produced Document 237, which had been provisionally
accepted by the Committee. He wished personally to thank Mr. Boctor for
convening the Group, and for taking such an active part iri it. He should have
thanked Mr. Boctor and given him the floor at the opening of the morning’s
discussion, and he wished to apologise for not having done so.
Discussion of Document 213 was resumed.

2*

The Delegate of the Polish Republic made the following statements
"Mr. Chairman,
Allow me, first of' all, to recall a few facts«
1.
In the opinion of the Administration which is represented by the
Delegation of the Republic of Poland, and, I believe, of the majority of
other delegations to the Extraordinary .Administrative Radio Conference, the
task before us was the approval of the draft New International Frequency
List.
There is no doubt whatsoever that such a frequency list should be
in complete conformity with the Telecommunication Convention (Atlantic City
1947) approved by our Administrations, and the Radio Regulations annexed
thereto. Thus, our basic task is the approval of a draft of a fair and com
plete International Frequency List covering all the services, taking into
account the real requirements of all the countries Members of the Internation
al Telecommunication Union, both the more and the less developed as regards
radio communications. In other words, the draft list’must create equal con
ditions of operation for all countries and for all parts of the world, without
according a privileged position to any’country whatsoever in relation to
other countries, and must reduce mutual harmful interference to a minimum,
impartially for all countries.
v
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2.
In the course of the work of our Conference, many delegations, in
cluding the Delegation of the Republic of Poland, have repeatedly pointed out
that taking the results of the work of the First and Second Sessions of the
Aeronautical Conference and the work of the PFB as the main basis would yield
no positive results. We know that neither of the abovementioned Conferences
was able to establish anything but illegal travesties of lists which favour
mainly the United States and the United Kingdom as compared with other
countries. We would point out that there is no reason to expect that it will
be possible to establish a draft New International Frequency List on the
basis of the results of the work of the PFB. The procedure adopted at our
Conference shows that we were not wrong.
3.
When you, Mr. Chairman, requested all the delegations to reply to
the questions contained in Document D.T. 88, the Delegation of the Republic
of Poland adopted a considered and positive attitude towards this matter since
we were sure th.t the opinions of all the delegations would be taken into
account to the same extent and in an absolutely objective manner.
The exchange of views which took place at the eetings of Committee
7 held on 18 and 19 October 1951 showed that as regards the basic question,
i.e. how the changeover to the Atlantic City Table should be effected - in
an organized manner in conformity with the Radio Regulations and after the
approval of a coordinated and complete draft New International Frequency
list, or in a disorderly fashion as proposed in Documents 22, 125 and 131 the majority of delegates, as Document 213 shows, were, in spite of every
thing, in favour of an organized changeover on the basis of the New Inter
national Frequency List. This opinion is not reflected in Document 218.
This is not surprising since the document was submitted to the ad hoc Group
ready made. Even the most modest attempt to reflect the opinions of dele
gations in Annex A to Document 218 was rejected at the demand of the US
Delegation at the meeting of Committee 7. A superficial study of Document
218 shows that it takes no account of any views whatsoever, other than the
recommendations contained in Documents 22, 125 and 131. It is true that
different words are used, but the substance remains the same. One document
speaks of a "Frequency Usage Record" while the other introduces a new con
cept of an "Interim International Frequency List". Both these concepts are
equally obscure and contravene to an equal extent the basic provisions of
Article 47, Number 1077, of the Radio Regulations.
4*
We expressed our views on the substance of Documents 22, 125 and
131 at the meeting of Committee 7 held on 19 October 1951, and we fully
maintain that point of view also as regards Document 218. We also consider
that the editorial alteration of the introduction and the preamble to Part I
of Document 218, as shown in Document 237, in no way changes the substance
of Document 218.
5.
In conclusion, I should like to make one more comment. We know,
Gentlemen, how plans were prepared by the Aeronautical Conference (First and
Second Sessions), the PFB and other Conferences. We know for whom they en
sured the assignment of frequencies and for whom they created the best con
ditions of frequency utilization. Many delegations have pointed out that
these plans are unfair. In the opinion of our Delegation, the proposals
contained in Document 218-, which amount to a recommendation that, in order
that the current requirements for the aeronautical and maritime services of
a few countries may be satisfied, the Conference should agree to a partial
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transfer of certain kinds of radio services to the Atlantic City Table before
a complete draft New International List has been approved, mean that;
a) there is an endeavour to create better operational conditions for
countries which at present possess high powered transmitters and well-developed
communications, i.e. for the USA, the United Kingdom and certain other
countries;
b) the proposal to obtain the voluntary agreement of the delegates
to create more difficult conditions of operation and of normal development
of radio communications for the remaining countries}
c) a complete and voluntary renunciation of all independence in the
domain of radio communications on the part of all countries which are lagging
behind or are less developed as regards their radio communications, since,
if the recommendations contained in Document 218 were adopted, the result
would be to create conditions under which one group of stations would be
accorded the right to normal operation, while another group would merely
have the right to establish "mutual agreements" for theelimination of
mutual harmful interference, which would be inevitable}
d) a complete renunciation of that part of the provisions of the
Convention and Radio Regulations which relates to the preparation of the
draft New International Frequency List*
Since all such recommendations and proposals are contrary to the
main purposes of our Conference, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland
fully endorses the views of the USSR Delegation that Document 218 is un
acceptable and that it must be rejected*11
The Delegate of India wished to refer again to the question which
he had raised on the previous day - whether the two different principles in
volved could or could not be reconciled. He had said that the main purpose
of some countries was to bring the new frequency allocation table into force
whilst the aim of others was to establish equity in the distribution of the
frequency spectrum. Any agreement, to be acceptable, must satisfy the most
important aims of both sets of countries. In his view Document 218 would
satisfy those whose purpose was to give effect to the new frequency alloca
tion table but would not meet the wishes of those who desired equity in the use
of the spectrum. That was why the latter countries favoured planned entry
into the new table. He would like to ask those c untries who favoured a
"voluntary" epproach whether they would grant that inequity existed and that
it was necessary that it should be removed by some measure of planning. He
would like an answer on these points from those Delegations who sponsored
Dooument 218. This question was vital to India} depending on the answer
which he received, he would decide whether he would ask for the floor again
at all in this Conference.
4#

The Delegate of Egypt said that he felt that the Committee must give
the Delegate of India an answer, otherwise it would be difficult for him and
for' others to proceed with discussion of Document 218. The status of frequen
cies during the interim period had a bearing on the matter vis-a<ris India
and other countries} how far would they be protected? The point of equity
was of particular importance in relation to tie question of dealing with
different circuits of different countries. The IFRB would also be interested
in these matters. In the circumstances he suggested that it would be as well
if the Committee discussed Page 19 of Document 218 in the first plaao.
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The Chairman said that he saw no objection to taking Page 19 of
Document 218 at this juncture, since the points which had been raised by the
Delegates of India and Egypt were of considerable importance*
The Delegate of the USA* answering the Delegate of India, said that
his Delegation had come to the Conference holding the view that the only
equitable basis for the implementation of the Atlantic City Frequency Alloca
tion Table was that of pre-agreed plans* There had been much discussion and
it had been discovered through discussion and on the Committees that most
countries, though favouring such an approach, recognised that it was not a
practicable approach at this time* In these circumstances it was not possible
to apply the principle of nshare and share alike" which could only be adopted
in pre-agreed plans * It had been recognised that that could not be done in
present circumstances* Therefore, through the suggested interim procedure
Administrations would move forward to a day when the Atlantic City Table had
been implemented* The compromise suggested in Document 218 envisaged that
the new List would be based on usage as on that date - that is, after the
interim period* But Document 218 also envisaged that the draft list should
include the actual current requirements of Administrations* That list would
be submitted to some Conference; it could not here be suggested what that
Conference would do with the List, but all Delegations present here would
attend that Conference and they vrould have an opportunity to decide whether
the principle of "share and share alike" had been incorporated to their
satisfaction*
The Delegate of India said that he was glad to hear that the prin
ciple of "share and share alike" had not been ruled out altogether, and that
it would be possible to examine at the next Conference to what extent the
principle had been applied in the drafting of the List* He would like, never
theless, to hear it stated by the big Powers that they would be prepared to
make concessions® The inequity that might exist during the interim period
could be cleared away if Administrations agreed here that inequity did exist
and that they would take steps to remove it; for example, that they x^ould do
everything in their power to reduce the bandwidths of their transmissions or
to consolidate their frequencies with a view to accommodating those who had
come, and who came, later into.the spectrum* That would prove their good in
tentions and give an incentive and afford a facility to clear the bands. There
must be acceptance of the idea that accommodation for the "poor" should be
made available, by the big users* The latter could give an undertaking here;
and, later, all could see how equity progressed during the interim period*
The Chai^ian suggested that the Delegate of India should prepare a
text covering his points for consideration by the ad hoc Working Group*
The Delegate of Epypt said that he saw no point in taking the
Document paragraph by paragraph at this stage* He thought that the main
principles of the document should be dealt with first and points of detail
considered afterwards*
t
The
said that Document 218 represented the result
of 2^ months* work and was supposed to be the end of the Comm ttee’s work* He
was surprised that, at this late stage, there should be a suggestion that the
Committee should discuss questions of principle* This would inevitably prevent
the Conference from finishing its work by the due date*
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The Delegate of Egypt illustrated his point by saying that his
Delegation would be prepared to agree to Section II of DocusLsatib 218 if page
19 of the Document were deleted. He was convinced that the quickest way of
dealing with Document 218 was to take questions of principle and substance
first. There were some points in the Document the deletion of which would
help towards its adoption® If discussion were restricted to these vital
points, the Conference might succeed; otherwise the probability was that no
practical decision could be reached.
The Delegate of Brazil said that, as he understood it, the proposed
Interim International Frequency List was something which was to be used during
the interim period* He therefore thought that the List should contain no dates
but those of putting frequencies into use. He saw no objection to paragraphs
1 and 4 on page 19, but thought that paragraphs 2 and 3 should be deleted®
The Delegate of the UhSR made the following statement:
"Hr. Chairman,
You have proposed a discussion of Section II of Document 218, on
the transfer of out-of-band assignments. The Delegation of the USSR has al
ready stated that Document 218 as a whole, ceing contrary to the Regulations,
was unacceptable to us. I shall not, therefore, reiterate the considerations
put forward by us earlier to show that the document was unacceptable. At
present I find it necessary to make a few comments on Section II of Document
218, now under discussion.
The first thing that catches the eye is t hat this Section repeats
almost in their entirety certain provisions of Document
elaborating the
proposal made by the US Delegation. It is therefore incorrect to call Docu
ment 218 a "compromise". It should be stressed that the proposals contained
in Document 218 are not a compromise. They are a complete reiteration of
Statements contained in Document 131; in other words they are an expression
of one point of view: the American point of view.

2X1

Further, Section II of Document 218 outlines the procedure for
changing frequencies. In any change of frequencies a very important problem
is that of interference. What solution does Document 218 offer to that impor
tant problem? In Section II of Document 218 we find the following statement
on that subject: "In such casos of -interchange, due care must be taken to
avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administrations1'. What
does that sentence mean? What is its practical import? It is well known to
all that in selecting frequencies Administrations are concerned in t he question
whether interference is caused to their communications by the radio stations
of other Administrations. Obviously, in cases of so-called "voluntary" trans
fer of frequencies, too, Administrations will follow the same practice® If
after changing a frequency an Administration ascertains that there is no inter
ference to its own communications, it will as a rule select that new frequency
and operate on it. Who then will see to it that interference to the communica
tions of other countries is eliminated?
Section II of Document 218 does not, any more than the document as a
whole, give any answer to that important practical question. Document 218
merely says that interchange of frequencies must be made with ”care". What
does that mean? Clearly, that phrase is but an empty formal statement imply
ing no practical action to eliminate interference.
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Paragraph (b) states: "When out-of-band assignments cannot be
transferred #,# the Administrations concerned may collaborate with other
Administrations to arrange a suitable interchange of their respective out-ofband assignments," ’
..'hat will be the result of such interchange, and to whose
advantage will it be? It is clear that it will benefit only those countries
which possess a large number of frequencies. For instance, the USA can, with
out any prejudice to its own communications, allocate 10 to 15/j of its fre
quencies especially for "interchange" purposes and thus "buy up" the frequen
cies it wants. The majority of the Members of the Union, however, possess only
a small number of frequencies, and the interchange procedure is hardly likely
to help them to solve the frequency problem.
It must also be noted that an exchange of frequencies between two
countries does not only concern the two countries in question. Obviously, such
an exchange may result in interference to other countries, aince the geogra
phical points of utilization of the given frequencies will be shifted. This
important question of interference has, in effect, not been touched upon in
Document 218, The document merely contains a purely declaratory phrase with
out any practical significance: "In this case due regard must also be given
to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administrations",
Such general, platonic wishes suggest no practical solution to the problem of
eliminating interference,
*
Another most important question is that of frequency notification
dates# At present all countries respect the principle of the priorities of
notification dates# All countries in practice conform to that principle#
That question is also of importance in connection with the proposal admitting
the practicability of frequency exchange, If any frequency upon exchange comes
to be utilized in a new geographical area, now cases of interference will un
avoidably arise, especially when high power is used# Thus the question of
exchange concerns not only those Administrations making the exchange, but other
Administrations too. No answer whatsoever is given to any of these questions
in Section II of Document 21S.
Paragraph (e) of Section II states that an Administration may request
other Administrations to make slight adjustments in frequencies# .What will re
sult from such adjustments? For instance, it may happen that an Administration
requests another to reduce a given frequency by 3 kc/s to eliminate interfer
ence, Let us suppose that the latter Administration complies with'the request
and moves its frequency. On the next day, however, another request may be re
ceived from another Administration to "increase the frequency by 2 kc/s".
What will happen if all countries try to meet such requests? Clearly, such a
"method" of frequency adjustment is absolutely unacceptable.
It has already been said here that these matters will be settled by
the IFRB# It should be stressed that, the IFRB is not entitled to perform func
tions of that kind, The functions of the IFRB are clearly defined in Article 6
of the Convention, which, it is known, does not entrust the IFRB with the task
of directing the changeover to the Table. Only a Plenipotentiary Conference
may change the Convention.
It is clear from the above that notonly are the proposals, for a plan
less, chaotic changeover to the new Table illegal, but they can only lead to
chaos in radio communications and to a sharp deterioration in the conditions
of radio communication.
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Consequently, the whole of Document 218 (including.Section II) is
utterly unacceptable*
We are therefore of the opinion that Document 218 as a whole should
be rejected#"
14.

The Delegate of Pakistan supported the suggestion cf the Delegate of
Egypt that page 19 should be deleted. If the status of the frequencies in
question were perpetuated during the long interim period, undue advantage
would accrue to big countries and those with better equipment and facilities
at the expense of other countries which were less well developed# As regards
the proposal of the Delegate of Brazil that paragraphs 1 and 4 of page 19 should
remain, he presumed that this suggestion had been made on the grounds that the
interim status of frequencies would be indicated only for the purpose of in
formation. Nevertheless, his Delegation vrould favour the deletion of page 19#

15*

The Delegate of India supported the deletion of page 19o

16#

The Delegate of Egypt thought that the matter required careful con
sideration before a decision was taken. All knew why the present Berne List
was a failure? it was due to the inclusion of the dates of notification and
of use* These dates were the microbes of the Berne List, by which we did not
want to be affected in our new Listo If those dates had not b en included,
theBerne List would have been only about one-fifth of its present size. Ke
could see no justification for the inclusion of those dates in thenew List#
If they were to be used only for the purpose of solving problems of inter
ference, this would be against any regulations either under Cairo or under
Atlantic City. Article 14 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations made no
reference to the date of use of a frequency being taken into consideration
when seeking a solution of these problems. The last paragraph (391) of
Article 14 provides that if the measures laid down in the preceding paragraphs
of that Article failed to produce satisfactory results, "the Administrations
concerned shall forward the file of the case to the International Frequency
Registration Board for information, and, if it so desires, it may request the
Board to act in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 355". Paragraph
355 (of Article 11 of the Radio Regulations) stipulates that the IFRB shall,
if one or more interested countries so requests, investigate any harmful inter
ference and shall issue through the Secretary General of the Union a report
containing its findings and recommendations for the solution of the problem.
The Delegate of Egypt could not see that the dates would be of any assistance
in solving interference cases? these must be settled betvreen the Administra
tions themselves on a basis of good-will, without which there would be no
solution to interference problems#

17.

The Delegate of Portugal supported the retention of page 19 of the
Document. It seemed, he said, th:t he should use, when dealing with matters
of interference, othe" information than the date of use# But he had no other
data. If the date was not shown in the List, how could he know when this
frequency was put into use? The date should be included in the list.

18.

The P^egate^f^Pakisten said that the Delegate of Egypt had brought
out the points which he himself had in mind. Countries which were large users
would move into band quickly, whilst other countries would move slowly because
the necessary equipment would not be available. Priorities gave a double
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advantage* Let us not tell smaller countries that big countries had dates
and would keep them. It wasthe mad race to obtain a date priority which had
made the Berne List a farce.
19.

The Delegate of the U3A said ihc.t he fully appreciated the short
comings of the Berne List but he thought that'the proposal made by the
Delegate of Egypt was not the way to rectify the position* The main factors
were good-will and international cooperation* Many factors would help the
IFRB to solve interference difficulties, apart from dates. Harmful inter
ference must not be caused when frequency adjustments were made. If an outof-band frequency had an old date, thatdate should not be applied to the new
in-band frequency taken in replacement} but the d'tes of existingin-band
frequencies should be maintained as one of the criteria for judging the status
of frequencies.

20*

The Delegate of-Egypt said that if an Administration wanted td open
anewcircuit
it found a suitable frequency by consulting technical data.-*
This was the information needed - not dates. V/ith regard to the remarks of
the Delegate of the USA, he thought that if the Committee spent a little more
time in considering this question of dates and avoided initialing legalization
of status it would achieve something worth while. On the question of status
he would like to put forward the following formal proposals
That
This Conference should not initiate any status for frequencies used
before or during the interim period of voluntary transfers of assignments as
outlined in Document 218.

21*

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that he wished first to refer
to thequestion raised by the Delegate of India. He agreed that some coun
tries had highly-developed radio networks and that some other countries were
now developing their networks* His Delegation fully appreciated the problem
and va.a anxious to assist as far as possible, but was of the opinion that it
could not be solved here, and all countries would have to contribute to its
solution.
Referring to the statements made by other delegates, and in parti
cular to criticism of Section II of Document 218, he would like to offer a few
general comments, and apologized, if in so doing, he repeated what he had said
before. However, he felt justified in so doin?; since, although the Conference
had been in Session for some ten weeks, he felt that some members present had
not yet faced fully the facts. In his view, and that of many others, we could
not maintain the status quo in respect of usage of the radio frequency spectrum.
That was impossible, and consequently, we must either take positive action,
and move forward, or take no action, and drift backward. The aim of all was
to achieve more efficient use of the spectrum, that is, to give more efficient
operation of existing circuits and to provide accommodation for new require
ments. This necessitated the attainment of order in the spectrum, but, under
the present conditions, order could not be achieved in the bands in question
through a pre-agreed list, for the reasons which have been fully discussed by
Committee 7. In fact, the only method likely to achieve the desired result
was the method of adjustment. He agreed that it was not an ideal method, but
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It was one which would bring us much nearer our goal. In his opinion there
was no alternative if we wished to move forward rather than to drift back
ward* and all delegations should consider that view. It was important to
realize that the method would progress in step with improvements in technique,
including the improvement of frequency tolerances, the harrowing of transmis
sion bandwidths, better receiver selectivity, improved antennae and increased
knowledge of the ionosphere and of the choice of frequencies for circuits.
All these improvements would assist in the ultimate aim and would have a con
siderable influence on the provision of additional accommodation in the crowd
ed parts of the spectrum. In particular, the narrower frequency tolerances
which were now prac icable, and which would be improved still further as a
consequence of the studies being carried out by the CCIR, would be of para
mount importance. His Delegation hoped that within five years much improved
frequency tolerances would be universal* In addition to the work on frequen
cy tolerances, major advances had been made during the past five years, on
all the aspects outlined, were even now being made, and would continue to be
made in the future; in this work the CCIR studies were vital. Consequently,
he did not consider that the picture was as black as it appeared to many
delegates at present* From previous debates the impression may have been con
veyed that the method of adjustment is unique in that it will not work if
there is no good-will between Administrations* It does, of course, require
good-will, but every other method, including the planned approach, is also
dependent for its ultimate success on international cooperation.> In fact,
without such good-will, even the initial step in a planned approach, that of
preparing a frequency list, cannot be undertaken*
Turning to pago 19 of Document 218, and tho question of dates, he
regretted that ho.could not agree with somo of the previous speakers. On
the question of the transfer of out-of-band assignments into band in accor
dance with the method outlined in the Document 218 his Delegation would
accept the non-transfer of the original dates of the assignments in question,
but was of tho opinion that the dates of services already in band should be
maintained, at least until the end of the final phase, when the question could
be re-examined* He fully agreed with tho Delegate of the USA that dates wero
not the sole consideration to bo taken into account when the clearance of
harmful interference between services was being examined; there were many
other important factors which must also be given due weight, including good
will* Consequently, his Delegation could not support the proposal to delete
page 19 from Document 218. Finally he wished to emphasize that radio inter
ference is the exception rather than the rule*
22*

The Delegate of India said that since it was generally agreed that
the final goal was a plan or list and since planning as envisaged at Atlantic
City was not now visualized, there was now no necessity to reproduce those
dates* Some delegates had said th.t the dates were necessary in order to
clear Interference but others had said interference was exceptional* If
these latter delegates wore correct there was no need for the dates to be re
produced. His Delegation supported the proposal of the Delegate of Egypt*

23*

The Chairman, at this point, said that he noticed requests for the
floor from the Delegates of Pakistan, Denmark, Brazil, Portugal, USA, France,
the Republic of the Philippines, Egypt, Vatican City, Canada, Switzerland,
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the PR of Hungary, the United Kingdom, the USSR, the PR of Bulgaria, the
Roumanian PR and the Polish Republic * He would give those delegates the
floor in that order and then, if no other delegation desired to speak, he
proposed to put the question to the vote,
24.

The Delegate of Pakistan said that the meeting had just heard two
very important statements. He considered them the turning point in the work
of this Conference and great factors in rebuilding the confidence of Members
of the Union which had been severely shaken in the recent past. He referred
to the statements of the Delegates of the USA and of the United Kingdom. They
did now seem to admit the difficulties with which this Conference had been
faced. The Delegate of the USA had made the heartening statement that dates
were not the only determining factor in questions of the establishment or
continuity of a circuit. The Berne List contained no columns indicating the
category of a circuit. That being so, one of the important considerations
which should be taken into account when determining whether a circuit should
continue or be discontinued was missing. Therefore he thought it was not
sufficient to discuss interference cases solely on the basis of the columna
of the Berne List, He would like the Delegate of the USA to go a little
further. As regards the statement of the Delegate of the United Kingdom, the
Delegation of Pakistan was very glad to hear that the status quo of transferred
services would not be maintained. This statement opened up a bright vista,
But, in the matter of dates, the United Kingdom Delegate had not been quite
so emphatic and unambiguous as the Delegate of the USA. Nevertheless, the
Delegation of Pakistan found sufficient grounds for optimism.
Referring again to the statement of the Delegate of the USA, the
Delegate of Pakistan said that this statement had reminded him that Mr, de
Wolf, USA representative at the Administrative Council Session in 1947, had
said that the USA believed in the conception that the ultimate aim of the ITU
should be to improve the conditions of the "have-not” countries.

25•

The Delegate of Denmark said that the discussions to which the
meeting had listened had covered a wide field and he would try to be brief*
It seemed that the main points still left for consideration at the present
meeting were the race for frequencies in the interim period (which had been
raised by the Delegate of Pakistan) and provision for new requirements, the
point which the Delegate of India had raised. The Delegation of Denmark felt
that the race for frequencies in the interim period was likely to affect ad
versely not only less developed countries but also small countries which were
not blessed with monitoring facilities. Monitoring was the background for
this period of adjustment. He believed that it would be of the- greatest im
portance if the sponsors of the method of adjustment would give the services
of their monitoring facilities to the Union. The question of the provision
of frequencies to meet new requirements was one which had always existed, was
with us now, and would always be present. Frequencies could not be kept on
ice. The demand for new frequencies might be lessened somewhat for a period
if there were a plan but the demand would certainly increase again within a
few years. He therefore felt that the question would have to be faced during
the interim period and after that period. To give up the dates would.not
solve the problem. It would perhaps shift the difficulties from some coun
tries to other countries, but it would, in his opinion, cause increased
technical difficulties and expenses to the Members of the Union as a whole.
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When a station was working on a certain frequency it should as far as possible
continue to do so* and a new station should work on a different frequency*,
If all frequencies were equally good* why not respect the ones which were
working* thereby avoiding expense and other difficulties at two stations?
His Delegation therefore felt that dates should be maintained in some way or
other; but this did not mean that the existing frequencies should be protect
ed in such a way that the right to their use should remain the same for years»
When more frequencies were needed than were available it was only just that
the burden in connection with improved technical standards should be divided
between the new and the old frequency users. He did not think that all would
be prepared to accept this as an obligation* However, it would have to come
eventually, and in the opinion of his Delegation it could only be done by
giving increased power to a central body such asthe IFRB.
But that could
not be for some time* and meanwhile we should make the best use we could of
our present possibilities* Returning to Document 218* his Delegation would like to see the procedure outlined in Section IIamplified*
He felt that the
importance of improved technique as explained sowell by the Delegation of the
United Kingdom must be reflected in Document 218. The Danish Delegation would
like to suggest the inclusion in that document of a paragraph on the follow
ing lines;
•

If so requested by an Administration> the IFRB shall study and
make proposals for the accommodation of the out-of-band frequencies. If
necessary* the proposals shall be based upon the use of directive aerials or
a rearrangement of frequencies in use by compression of channels in accor
dance with technical possibilities and taking into account the practical
possibilities in each individual case*
It was for a centralized organ to deal with these problems, as
they are world-wide. This would be better than leaving the problems to the
Administrations themselves «
26*

The Chairman asked the Delegate of Denmark to hand his draft para
graph to the ad hoc Working Group for consideration at their next meeting.

27.

The Delegate of Portugal said that he noted that it had been
suggested, with regard to page 19 of Document 218, to reduce dates to a mini
mum. His Delegation considered that this proposal was of interest but it
must be borne in mind that the question involved was whether protection
should be given to a particular frequency or not. In cases where there was
no possible argument* the date was important; but if the date did not appear
in the list* would the Administration suffering interference have to ask the
Administration whose station caused the interference for the date? He would
like to ask the Delegate of Egypt to take as an example that a service of the
Portuguese Administration suffered interference from a service operated by
Egypt. The Portuguese Administration would ask the Egyptian Administration
to take measures to elirdnate the interference. There would be no dates in
the International Frequency List relative to the two frequencies in question*
How could the question of interference be settled?
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The Delegate of the U.S,A» said that, during the tea recess, he had
had discussions with some delegations and it appeared that some misunder
standing existed as to the intention of page 19 of Document 218, Paragraph 1
on that page was introductory only, It suggested that throughout the interim
period, the entries in the Interim International Frequency List should bear
the date of use only - in column 2c, Paragraph 2 suggested that frequencies
already in use which accorded with Atlantic City bands would have a usage date
(in Column 2c) which would be derived from Column 12 of the Berne List*
Paragraph 3 dealt with those assignments recorded in the Berne List which were
not operating in accordance with Atlantic City bands* Initially, and as long
as they continued in operation, they would bear the original date of use
(again in Column 2c), When the Administration concerned found it possible to
transfer the service into an appropriate Atlantic City band the relative entry
would assume a new date of use, shown in Column 2cP Paragraph 4 dealt with
operations not now recorded in the Berne List* Entries relating to such
operations would include the date of putting into use, in Column 2c, Nowhere
in the Interim I,-F,L«? would any dates appear in Column 2a or Column 2b«
The Delegate of Pakistan had remarked that there was no information in
the Berne List on which the relativo importance of two circuits could be
assessed. That was agreed| but that was only one element to be considered
in international co-operation, If the U,S*A*, for example, had a low-power
circuit operating on internal service which suffered interference from, say,
a newly-opened circuit operated by a country less well provided for in the
matter of frequencies, the U,S,Ao would certainly not insist that that new
circuit should change its frequency* That was what was intended by inters
national co-operation and bi-lateral negotiation*
The Delegate of Pakistan>had also referred to tho remarks of the U*S,
representative at the 1947 Session of the Administrative Council, The U*S#A#
. still held the view that the requirements of less well developed countries
would be finally satisfied - through the medium of the It>F,L<> However, it
was impossible to expect that the interim use of frequencies could be suddenly
disrupted| this would put frequency usage into jeopardy. The question of
dates was only one factor, however*
. .
The Delegation of the U,S.A, could not support the suggestion of the
Delegate of Egypt that page 19 of Document 218 - or even parts thereof
should be deleted,

29*

The Delegate of France referred to the view which had been expressed
that, if dates of usage were maintained, difficulties would be caused; that
large countries with many frequencies and good facilities could change into
band easily ond rapidly while those with more limited means would only be
able to move slowly, so that when the time came far them to move they would
find all frequencies taken with prior dates of usage. He could nbt under
stand how dates could change the problem. It was true that countries which
made the first move would find accomodation more easily that those who came
later, but the frequency spectrum would not be more congested. It was logical,
in his opinion, to maintain the date of use and to give up the notification
dates, as was suggested in Document 218, The date of use did show when the
Bw
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frequency was actually put into use 5 the notification date, on the other
hand, merely indicated that the country wished to'put a frequency into cold
storage* It was useful to have these'dates when dealing with interference
cases, but he desired to stress, as the Delegate of the U«S«A. had done,
that dates were only one factor in the problem* In this connection he
desired to emphasize that, as stated in paragraph 5*5 of Document 131,
Columns 3 (a), 3 (b) and. 12 of tho Berne List had no legal force by them
selves* This paragraph 5*5 concluded cuould harmful interference be caused
it should be possible to eliminate the difficulties by the good will of
the Administrations concerned* Dates of notification would only be one of
the many factors concerned in settling interference problems'1*
Continuing* the Delegate of France pointed out that the heading of
page 19 of Document 218 referred to the "interim status of frequencies", but
the page in question dealt only with dates*
He suggested, and it was agreed*
that^he heading should be amended to read t;Date to be entered in the Interim
International Frequency List for frequencies for the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Broadcasting Services, between 3950 kc/s (4,000 kc/s Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s”.
30*

The Delegate of the Republic of the Philippines supported the view that
the date cf use should be maintained during the interim period in the manner
suggested on page 19 of Document 218* Otherwise, in the absence of any date
of provisional priority there would be a tendency to increase power in order
to push services through, and this would be disastrous to the less well
developed countries. It was natural that services operating in accordance
with Atlantic City bands should maintain their position, even if only during
the interim period. The dates shown in this list might not be the final dates,
as had been explained by the Delegate of the U.SqA. The Delegation of the
Philippines was opposed to the deletion of page 19*

31*

The Delegate of Egypt» replying to the Delegate of Portugal, said that,
as he saw it, if a frequency were recorded on Portugal's behalf in the Interim
List, any other country requiring that ’frequency or one adjacent to it would
see that Portugal was using it and would take that fact into account. If,
notwithstanding, interference did occur, ho did not think dates would be very
important - it was good will which was important, and it would be on that basis
that the interference should be eliminated,* He felts that retention of dates
might prove an incentive to countries whose frequencies bore e .rlier dates not
to take steps to clear interference* It was on account of those dates that
the Berne List was congested with entries*
If the Secretary
General were
asked to state the total number of frequencies which had been deleted from
the Berne List the answer would be that surprisingly few had been deleted*
The reason for this was that Administrations realised that if they dcloiieu
their entries they would lose their dates of priority * It was generally the
M;. countries - the big share-holders of the Berne List - who desired to
insist on the maintenance of status. In the opinion of his Delegation this
was a matter of principle which should not be tackled, by this Conference.
Article 44 of the Convention gave all Members of the Union sufficient incentive
to avoid interference, and protection from interference, without any necessity
for resorting to dates. If the Conference thought seriously of achieving
implementation of the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table through a
process of gradual adjustment, it would not achieve effective results unless
those dates disapeared from the List.
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32,

The Delegate of Vatican City supported the retention in the List of the
date of use, at least as useful information which might in certain dircumstances be necessary. He did not consider that such a course would prove
unfair even to the smaller users. Obviously,in the case of a small country,
with a prior date of use,suffering interference from a new service of a
wealthy country, that small country could make the suggestion that the
wealthy country should move#

33,

The Delegate of Switzerland supported the views expressed by the
Delegates of France and the Vaticdn City, In particular, he agreed with
all who held the view that problems of interference could not be solved on tho
basis of one element only. The range of a service and the importance of a
service must also be taken into consideration. Je thought that this Committee
might do well to draw up criteria to be taken into consideration by Administra
tions when dealing with cases of interference, These criteria might, of
course, include the dote of use, but the Committee should make it clear that
the date of use Was a single' criterion' only in the difficult and complete'
problem’cf interference.

34*

The Chairman said that he was sure that the ad hoc Group would bear the
suggestion of the Delegate of Switzerland in mind,

35*

The Delegate of Canada said that his Delegation was unable to support
the proposal of the Delegate of Egypt, He agreed with the Delegate of
Denmark that to give up the dates would merely move difficulties from some
countries to others. The Radio Regulations gave no legal status based on
dates. In his opinion, international lists wore merely catalogues of use
of the spectrum, containing much useful information, including the dates of
use, which assisted in dealing with interference. Sovereign rights were
protected in the Convention and the Radio Regulations and therefore questions
of interference were not only a matter for the Administration suffering
interference but they were also the concern of Administrations whose stations
caused it. His Delegation felt that the information as to date of use was
helpful and should be retained,

36,

The Delegate fo tho P.R. of Hungary made the following statement :
nMr, Chairman,
I have listened with great interest to the delegates1 speeches on
various parts of Document 218, With few exceptions, all these speeches have
given evidence of keen apprehension with regard to the "voluntary" transfers;
the Delegations do not know quite what to do, so worried are they by the
transfers, frequency exchanges and other proposals suggested to them by the
document•
The talk of collaboration and agreement between administrations and
all the advice given in Section II, as for example i "will endeavour to
interchange assignments", " may collaborate with other administrations",
"may seek suggestions from the I.F.R.B.", and"should make every endeavour
to accomodate as many assignments on the same frequency as may be possible,
with a view to,,, reducing their requirements for frequencies" do little to
reassure those administrations and relieve them of their fears.
Bw
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The idea of these consultations with the IFRB, which now becomes
a champion "giver of advice", makes one wonder what use its advice will be at
the critical moment. One night just as well take fish out of their natural
element and then offer them advice on living happily out of water.
It is obvious from the debates that a none too brilliant attempt is
being made to achieve the adoption, in a disguised form, of the same methods
that have been so often rejected; and this attempt is being made in the
interest of the few countries already in a position of privilege.
I cannot
trying to have this
their ears whenever
hear nothing about,

help thinking of the responsibility of those who are
procedure followed, turning their backs and stopping
the Convention and the Regulations, which they want to
are mentioned©

I want to draw your attention to the unique situation at this
Conference; the attempt to put through the plans separately and to hurry
through the transfers under dazzling names, which nevertheless fail to hide
the complete lack of respect for the laws of the ITU and, of course, for the
interests of administrations ©
The Hungarian Delegation, fully agreeing with the Soviet Dele
gation, calls for the rejection of.Document 228, and since we are in disagree
ment with the entire content of the Document, we shall not take part in the
vote on the Egyptian amendment©
We consider that only a method based on an orderly transfer to the
Atlantic City Table after the new International Frequency List had been drawn
up and approved can ensure the success of this or any other Conference. Only
euch a method is in conformity with Article 47 of the Radio Regulations."
The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that he wished to apologise,
through the Chairman, to the Delegate of Pakistan for the apparent ambiguity
of his previous statement * It was certainly not his intention to be ambi
guous; on the contrary, he wished to be clear and concisea
On the question of dates he supported the views expressed .by the
Delegate of Denmark and some subsequent speakers© As regards cases of inter
ference, it was the practice of his Administration to deal with each case in
dividually and on its merits, considering all the many factors involved*
These included the type of circuit, the importance of the circuit, the
possibility of making modifications, the possibility of time-sharing and then
the date, which he would put last in order of precedence©
As he had stated, his Administration did not propose to use dates
as a decisive factor when dealing with cases of interference, and would con
tinue to examine all the other approaches to the problem first© However, it
was necessary to fac9 the fact that a long established and important circuit
may need to be given some assistance for its continued operation© That did
not mean that his Administration did not want others to make effective use of
the spectrum, far from it, but merely to ensure that, as far as possible, it
were given a reasonable chance of maintaining its circuits. It was apparent '
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to him that the general question under discussion had a very important bearing
on Document 218, and he urged all delegates to consider seriously the conse
quences of removing page 19» In conclusion, he hoped that the proposal of
the Delegate of Egypt would not be put to the vote; if it was, the United
Kingdom Delegation would not support the proposal and would vote against it.
The Delegate of the USSR made the following statements
"Mr© Chairman,
The Delegation of the USSR considers it necessary to state its
point of view on the questions under discussion.
We are convinced that the best way to solve the problem of the ad
justment of frequencies would be the preparation and approval of an Inter
national Frequency List covering all the services and all the countries of
the world, and that this must be done before any adjustment of frequencies
is actually made. That is stipulated in the Regulations (Article 47) and that
should be taken as the guiding principle©
As indicated in the Atlantic City decisions, such a List must take
into account the requirements of all the services and all the countries, great
and small, including the countries whose radio communications are underdeveloped.
That List must be approved by an Ordinary Administrative Conference© Such a
procedure would be a guarantee that frequencies are allocated in the most
equitable way©
The allegations made by certain delegations, and in particular by
that of the USA, that it is "impossible" to draw up an International
Frequency List are incorrect©
During our meeting on Saturday, 27 October 1951, the US Delegation
stated that it was impossible to prepare such a Frequency List, giving as a
reason the fact that the PFB had worked on the List for a very long time©
Yes, indeed, the PFB did work for a very long time. But the only reason why
it was unable to cope with the task entrusted to it was that it applied the
wrong methods t suggested by the Delegation of the USA.
We consider that the preparation of an International Frequency
List is perfectly possible and that the work of our Conference should have
consisted in the first instance in the working out of a general method for
the drawing up of such a List©
I must recall that at the time the Conference began its work the
USSR Delegation supported the proposal of the Ukrainian SSR to work out a
method for the preparation of the International Frequency List©
Many things were discussed here today. Various aspects of the
problem were debated© But what surprised us was that several delegates care
fully avoided any reference to the Radio Regulations© Why? Surely the Radio
Regulations have not been abolished? Why then do these delegations not con
sider themselves bound by their provisions? It should be remembered that the
Convention and the Regulations have been ratified by the Governments of the
Members of the Union©
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In our opinion, since the Regulations are in force, their provi
sions must be observed * In those provisions may be found answers to many of
the questions under discussion here* Among other.things, the Radio Regula
tions clearly indicate in Article 47 that the new Table may be brought into
force only simultaneously with the complete International Frequency List*
We consider ourselves bound to follow these directions contained in the
Regulations, which no one has cancelled*
We therefore consider that the proposals contained in Document 218
according to which countries should begin a disorderly, chaotic changeover to
the new Table, are contrary to the Radio Regulations and are irregular and
illegal. Therefore we object and will object to the adoption of Document 218
-and will vote against it*
It is clear that both proposals submitted today, i*e«
1* the proposal set out on page 19 of Document 218 and
2, the proposal by the Delegate of Egypt
are contrary to the Radio Regulations and are therefore unacceptable*
I must mention that Number 1077° of Article 47 of
Regulations clearly states that until the new International
has been brought into effect the Cairo Frequency Allocation
Cairo frequency registration procedure shall remain in full
cludes, of course, the Berne List in its present form, with
registration dates shown therein*

the Radio
Frequency List
Table and the
force* This in
the frequency

For the above reasons the USSR Delegation objects to the adoption
of both these proposals* We will, therefore, vote against Document 218 as a
whole *
If each of the abovementioned proposals is put to the vote separate
ly, we will take no part in the vote, but we should like to state clearly that
both proposals are unacceptable since they constitute an infringement of the
Regulations*
39*

The Delegate of the PR of Bulgaria. speaking on behalf of his own
Delegation and that of the PR of Albania, said that the two Delegations had
on various occasions expressed their views on the questions now under dis
cussion and, in particular, their views concerning the infringement of
Article 47 of the Radio Regulations* They had expressed their opinion on
Document 218 two days previously; this document, including, of course, page
19 which was at present under discussion, was in contravention of the Radio
Regulations* The Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria remained faithful to
the Convention and the Radio Regulations and considered the provisions con
tained therein as laws which were compulsory as far as Members of the Union
were concerned# They had heard proposals for the arbitrary transfer of
services into Atlantic City bands. The proposals now under discussion, and
particularly page 19 of Document 218, were in direct contravention of para
graph 1077 of the Radio Regulations* .The Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria
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could not accept the methods proposed, which would only bring chaos, and once
having taken these wrong steps it would be too late to attempt to remedy them.
The two Delegations on whose behalf he was speaking could not and would not
follow this line. Neither would they accept the proposal of the Egyptian
Delegation, If a vote were taken, even on this proposal, the Delegations of
Albania and Bulgaria would be obliged to refrain from voting,
40,

The Delegate of Israel intervened at this juncture to point out
the lateness of the hour, having regard to the fact that an evening session
of the Committee was scheduled»

41,

The Chairman said that the time was now. approaching seven p,m. and,
as he wished the Committee to meet for an evening session, he proposed that
the meeting should adjourn until nine p 0m o

42,

The Delegate of the USSR thought it would be better to continue
the present session for another hour or longer, if necessary, in order to
avoid the necessity for delegates to reassemble later in the evening*

43 0

The Chairman said that, in view of. the opposing suggestions which
had been put forward by the Delegates of Israel and the USSR respectively,
he proposed to settle the question by a show of hands, ••
A vote was taken, the majority of delegates favouring adjournment*
The meeting accordingly adjourned until nine p*m.

Rapporteur:

Chairman:

W,R, Cox

C,J, Acton
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The mooting was opened by the Chairman. Mr. C.J . Acton .(Canada).
The-Delegate of the Romanian P.R. made the following statement!
*

* ;

■

'

1

WI have asked for the floor in order once more to explain our
attitude to certain problems arising out of the discussion .of Document 218.
These problems have a special, importance and may affect us all decisively.
'During one of his statements today, the United Kingdom Delegate said,
among other things, that he had come to the conclusion that we should not
prepare a plan because that would not be possible. On the contrary, in his
opinion, we should choose ’’voluntary transfer” - that marvellous way of
improving the situation.
This transfer he called the ’’evolutionary method”,
as it is often called here, though I do not know why.
Such a designation is
quite inappropriate and ill-chosen, as it cannot but compromise tho true
meaning of evolution. For ’’evolution” means progress, a step forward, some
improvement.
But that word cannot bo applied to disorganized ’’voluntary
.transfers.”
On the contrary® If such a method were used .it would mean
serious, retrogression and would lead us into a very much worse situation than
the one we are in today.
We have already expressed our views on the matter. I wonder, never
theless, how tho United* Kingdom Delegate pictures the situation during and
after this marvellous period of transfer.
/

Just imagine! if such a decision were taken, the Delegations would
leave for their respective countries and - without let or hindrance, without
law and without any scruples - all Administrations would start the great
chase after frequencies.
In this connection there are two main points:
1)

tho speed with which the various countries could start this
chase? and

2) tho results which tho various countries might achieve.

Go
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!
a)
As regards tho first point, X would refer to a remark nip-de by the
Head of the Fronoh Delegation to the effect that the free frequencies Would
bo occupied by* the countries which were quickest to act.
And f Ifhink he
is right.
But I wonder? which con be and which will be the quickest?
The reply is obvious; it will be the countries whose technical resources
enable^ them to procure the necessary facilities for making the changes., .
But it is those very countries which, because they have facilities that era
not within the reach of all, are today already in a privileged position.
They have a large number of transmitters, use hundreds of kilowatts, etc.
But what will the other countries do? The free frequencies - if there
are any- will be taken over by the stations taking the fastest action; no
possibility, no chance of success would recoin for the other stations.
They will find no frequency and will be left out in the cold.
b)
Now let us look at point two: What will be the rosult of this chase?
Take, for example, some country with a 100 kW transmitter out-of-band, which
wishes to transfer it - as it would have the right to do - to a frequency
in the appropriate band. It will find, by monitoring, that the required
frequency is free, or practically free, since monitoring will not reveal
any powerful signal. It will therefore transfer to that frequency. Never
theless, the frequency is already being used by a small transmitter of low
kilowatt power in the other hemisphere, which does not give a powerful signal
in the reception area of the 100 kW transmitter. But what will be the
situation in the reception area of the small transmitter? The signal from
the latter will never be able to compete with the signal from the 100 kW
transmitter. Then what will happen?
Willy-nilly, the small transmitter
will have to give way to the other country’s powerful transmitter. And if
there were no plan, no coordination and no control, hundreds and even
thousands of such cases would arise, and it would always be the smaller* tho
weaker, which would suffer.
The so-called Evolutionary” method is suggested as a solution of the
problem. Such a proposal, which is unjust, arbitrary and utterly illegal, is
completely unacceptable to .our Delegation, as it is to all countries which
wish to safeguard their radiocomnrunications.
There is only one fair, correct and legal solution according to the
Atlantic City decisions: the preparation of a complete International
Frequency List which would ensure an organized, controlled use of frequencies,
Document 218, as a whole, is unacceptable to our Delegation, even
with thd amendments proposed.
I must nevertheless state that should
individual parts of this document, or its amendments, be putto the vote,
our Delegation would not take part in the voting.”
The Delegate of thd Edpublic of Poland wanted the following sentence
added to the statement he had made at the afternoon meeting* ”In the event
of a vote on Document 218, the Polish Delegation cannot take part in the
vote.”
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The Delegate of New Zealand supported the proposal ofthe Egyptian
Delegation as a matter of principle. He did not agree that anyone could
lay claim to a frequency. It would he better if the word "priority" were
deleted from the Conference vocabulary. The .organization being discussed
was temporary and the question of priority was irrelevantas it might cause
difficulties for a subsequent conference. No system of priority was
established by the Convention and the Radio Regulations,
He had been greatly interested by the French Delegate's proposals for
amendments to the title of the Article on page 19 of Document 218. and for
the addition to the some Article of paragraph 5*5 of Document 131.
He would have no serious objections to the Article on page 19,
provided it could be mentioned that the registration of the dates was not
intended to give perpetual priority to the oseignuaA&s concerned.
So that the Article on page 19 might be retained, he proposed
inserting a paragraph specifying that the dates, if maintained, did not give
any priority whatsoever to the existing assignments during the interim
period.
The Delegate of the Union of South Africa observed that certain
Delegations seemed to fear that they might be handicapped when transferring
the out-of-band frequencies into the appropriate bands. That fear was
groundless. He could not endorse the opinion that there was no priority
for frequencies already in use.
He felt that longstanding assignments
should enjoy a certain protection, but
was prepared to accept a compromise.
The

Delegate of France made

the

following statement:

"Since I last spoke, two delegates have misquoted me. According to
the Delegate of Egypt I said that the Berne List was congested with
frequencies and not with dates\ that is not correct: I was not speaking of
the Berne List, I said: 'the spectrum is congested with frequencies, not
with dates'. According to tho Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. - who
nevertheless understands and speaks French very well - I said that the
countries with the greatest technical resources used the free frequencies
the quickest. When I said that, I was referring to remarks made previously
by other speakers and, so for from endorsing them, I refuted them in the
course of my speech."
He added that the word "priority" was often heard in the Conference.
But that word was nowhere to be found in the existing Regulations. At the
present time tho Cairo Regulations wore in force? the dates in the Berne
List existed by virtue of those Regulations. He read out Article 7 of the
Cairo Regulations, paragraphs 79 and 81, and pointed out that no mention
was made of priority.
He recalled the proposal he had made during the afternoon meeting
and proposed returning Document 218 to the adjioc Group, so that it could
study the various proposals made with regard to the .Article oh page 19 of
the document.

Ge
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Tho Delegate of Indonesia agreed with the New Zealand Delegate. He
made the following proposal: read, at the end of paragraph 1 of the .Article
on page 19: ,fIt is understood that the date entered in column 2 c of the
Interim International Frequency List shall not be token as the basis for
any priority whatsoever,"
The Delegate of Portugal agreed with the Delegate of France on the
question of priority. He considered that nothing in Document 218 established
the right of priority. He made the following proposal: insert, at the
beginning of paragraph 1 of the Article on page 19, the words: "For
information and for the convenience of Administrations, until a new
International Frequency List
The Delegate of Switzerland thought that the question of the status
of frequencies might offend certain persons. He proposed joining the
Article to the one dealing with interference. Section 5 (Harmful interfer
ence) on page 8 of the document would be amalgamated with the Article on
page 19, and the whole would constitute a new Article entitled: "Factors to
be taken into consideration by Administrations in settling cases of harmful
interference."
The Delegate of Chile considered that the Article on page 19 contained
somewhat irrelevant paragraphs.
He seconded the New Zealand proposal. He
observed that, in the Article on page 19, an advantage was given to
frequencies in the Borne List which were in the Atlantic City bands, while
the same advantage was not given to out-of-band frequencies.
Hie Delegate of Sweden thought it would be better tq maintain the
date in Column 2 05 ho realised, however, that the information in Column 12
of tho Berne List was often incorrect.
It would perhaps be wiser not to
hove any date of use of frequencies when dealing with cases of harmful
interference.
He seconded the proposal made by the Delegates of Denmark and France
to return the Article on page 19 to the ad hoc Group for study.
He agreed with the Delegate of Denmark as regards Section II on
page 6 of Document 218.
Tho Chairman
an unfortunate one,
were involved.
In
included in Section
Frequency List. Ho
that Article should

said that the title: "Interim status*...," was perhaps
since, as the Delegate of France had pointed out, dates
addition, the Article on page 19 should have been
II on page 13, which dealt with the Interim International
suggested that all the proposals made in connection with
be studied by the ad hoc Group.

The Delegate of Egypt thought that the word "status" was too
forceful. That was the most important objection he had against page 19, for
he feared that dates would be recognized by the I.T.U. as giving priority*
for the first time. He had two other objections to the Article on page 19:
first, there was a risk that it would be. on obstacle to an accurate list,
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since the countries with the earliest dates would be induced to register
the corresponding assignments in the Interim List. Second, the voluntary
transfer might be hindered by the registration of the dates of use.
The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.Ro made the following statementi
•’The Delegate of the United Kingdom, in an attempt to justify the
contention that the changeover to the new Table must be gradual, said that
nwe could not stand still, we must move forward, we must put some order
into the utilization of frequencies."
X should like to moke it clear exactly what kind of order is meant.
It is known that in the new Table the bands for the fixed services
have been considerably reduced. It is also known that it is intended to
make an additional transfer of several thousand out-of-band stations into
these reduced bonds, and it is not certain whether it will be possible to
accommodate all these stations in the reduced bands. The method of
"gradual" changeover is one whereby each Administration arbitrarily, and
without any coordination whatsoever, will change the frequencies of its
stations. VJhat sort of "order" is that?
It is disorder, it is chaos,
and not order. All delegates now definitely realize that if this disorderly
changeover begins, interference caused to radio communications will increase
sharply.
The conditions of operation in the fixed service will sharply
deteriorate. If we note in addition that Document 218 proposes that
Administrations be granted the right to moke "slight" adjustments in the
frequencies of their stations, i.e. arbitrarily to change their nominal
frequency, then it is clear that the general result of such action will be
inconceivable confusion. It may well be imagined what the situation will
be in the so-called transitional period when several thousand out-of-band
stations will be changing their frequencies, endeavouring to fit themselves
into the bands of the new Table, while the other stations will be making
"slightn adjustments in their frequencies up or down from the nominal. In
our opinion, that will not be order. but complete disorder, with not a
single stable, firm or legal feature in it.
We cannot therefore agree with Document 218, which proposes to
establish that state of disorder.
In our view any adjustment or change of frequencies may be begun
only after a new complete International Frequency List has been prepared
and approved, as provided for in the Radio Regulations.
No. 1077 of the Radio Regulations also stipulates that until the
new International Frequency List has been prepared end approved, the
existing Cairo procedure for the registration of frequencies, which includes
the Berne List with its frequency registration dates, will remain fully in
force. We therefore consider that Document 218, containing proposals for
fixing a transitional period and compiling an "Interim International
Frequency List", wholly contradicts the Radio Regulations and should
therefore be rejected."
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Tho Delegate of Israel hoped that the ad hoc Group would succeed in
solving the problems discussed at the meeting.
Colonel Read (United Kingdom), speaking for Sir Robert Craigie who
was absent, was quite certain that Sir Robert would be prepared to seek a
solution to the problem.
The Chairman asked all delegates who had proposals to moke to hand
them, either to the Rapporteur, or to the Chairman of the ad hoc Group.
He suggested that the ad hoc Group should meet on the morning of 30th October,
instead of Committee 7.
He asked the ad hoc Group to study proposals concerning page 19
first.
The Chairman*s proposals were approved by the Committee,
The next meeting of the Committee was scheduled for 3 p.m. on 30th
October.
The meeting rose at 10,30 p.m. -

Rapporteurs i
J. Doublet
R.M, John
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W„G„ 5A3

FINAL REPORT OF SUB-WORKING GROUP 5A3 to WORKING GROUP 5A

1*

The Sub-Group convened 4 times and completed the work which is
the subject of this Report on 22 October 1951.

2.

As directed by Working Group 5A, Sub-Group 5A3 has considered
the requirements of the countries interested in the African Plan (Geneva,
1949) and in the Maritime Beacons of the Extra-European Area of Region 1 in
the band 285 - 315 kc/s, in accordance with its terms of reference as set ■
out in paragraph 2 of the Report of Working Group 5A which is Document 118.
For the consideration and approval of Working Group 5A, SubGroup 5A3 submits draft lists in the form of AonosOft
I to IV to this
document.
The contents of these 'Aaancoos
ANNEXES

are as follows :
Frequency band (kc/s)

I

160 - 255

II

285 - 315

III

415 - 525

IV

525 - 1605

and the Sub-Group has the following observations to make on these Annexes:
a)

The requirements of the following Delegations have been
taken into account :
Belgian Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, France Overseas,
Portugal Overseas, South Africa, Spanish Colonies, United
Kingdom Colonies, Yemen and Iraq.

b)

Mx,

Broadcasting, 525 - 1605 kc/s a Those frequency assignments
shown as reservations in the African Plan which have not
been taken up by the countries concerned have, in the
attached lists, been eliminated and, instead, are shown as
being vacant.
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3*

c)

Maritime Beacons, 285 - 315 kc/s: In the process of
examining and correlating requirements, and having due
regard to the request of the Paris Conference that certain
Maritime Beacons south of.30° North Latitude should be so
coordinated with the Plan for the European and the ExtraEuropean Areas that mutual interference shall be avoided,
it was found advantageous to adopt the particular
frequency assignments of the Paris Plan in lieu of the
frequencies of the Region 1 Plan* By this means not only
has the coordination required by Paris been achieved but a
tendency toward interference between some of the African
area beacons themselves has been avoided and there are
facilities in the new draft plan for future development.

d)

The list of standard abbreviations for countries in the
Region 1 Plan lacks an abbreviation for Seychelles and
this omission should receive attention in the appropriate
quarter.

,e)

In the time available, it has not been possible to seek
the agreement of all members of the Sub-group to certain
modifications to the lists accompanying working document
D.T. 71, which amendments arose since that document was
approved. These amendments have been embodied in the
Annexes
to the present document and it is hoped that
there will be no disagreement with these minor changes in
Working Group 5A.

In addition, the Delegation of Spain asked that the following
frequencies be notified to Working Group 5A. It was mentioned to the
Delegation of Spain at the meeting that the frequencies in question,
being in derogation of the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations,
could not be inserted in the list*
kc/s
166.66

Tenerife

170*4-5

Las Palmas ICan A -1-2 2 W

180.72
U*

ICan A-l 5 1<W CT CP prior to 1928

Tenerife ICan A-l-2 5

CT CP prior to 1928
CT CP prior to 1928

On the question of implementation, the Working Group considered
that in view of the frequency ranges concerned, the frequency lists for
the African Region could be implemented at any time without interference
to frequencies in the European Regions except possibly in some isolated
cases to the North of the African Region. The Delegation of Egypt was not
present at the final meeting and therefore was unable to give its views on
this question of implementation. However, so far as trie other members were
concerned, it was felt that it would be most desirable to Implement the
• Medium Frequency Broadcast List as soon as possible and the date of
commencement of the 1st January 1952, with completion on the 29th February,
1952, was agreed as possible. The other bands could follow at any time
afterwards.
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5.

Thanks are due to the members of Working Group 5A3 ad hoc.,
namely, Mr. Paterson Jones (U.K. Colonies), Mr. P.N, Parker (U.K. Colonies),
Mr. Mercier (France Overseas) and Mr. Ross (South Africa) for the work
which they carried out in compiling the draft lists.

J*L„ Creighton
Chairman,
Working Group 5A3.
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ANNEXE I - ANNEX I - ANEXO I

160-255 kc/s

Band

160-255 kc/s

Banda

160-255 kc/s

Cape Town
Zwartkops
False Bay
Robben Island
Victoria West
Bredasdorp
Pietersburg
George
Langebaanweg
Beaufortwest
Nigel
Saldanha Bay
Thornhill

205
210
215
219
220
225
230
235
240
245
250
254

Ah

Bande

AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
AfrS,
Rhos

1,0
5;°
0,35
0,35
1,0
0*35
0,35
°,35
0,06
0,35
0,06
0,06
2,0

}
)
)
}
)
)
)
}
)
)
)

Aeronautical
Radio Beacons

#

Radiophares
aeronautiques*
Radiofaros
aeronauticos #

#

voir paragraphe 199 du Regleinent des radiocommunioations, Atlantic City

#

see paragraph 199 of the Radio Regulations, Atlantic City

#

Veare el num* 199 del Reglamento de Radiocoramunicaciones de Atlantic City

Union Internationale
des Telecommunications
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ANNEXE

II- ANNEX,

BANDE

DE

II^ANEXO

285-315 kc/s

RADIOPHARES MARITIMES

BAND

285 -315 kc/s:

- MARITIME

BANDA

DE

RADIOFAROS

Rs

BEACONS.

285-315

kc/s

MARlTIMOS

II

_

_

_

—

I
N° de
reference

h

' Ordre

Pays

Nora du radiophare

dem ission

.5
Frequence
de
modulation

Portde
nominate

ID.ID.

c/s

Reference N

Name o f radiobeacon

Country

Sequence

8

6

In te n s ity
de champ

Classe
d*Emission

Nombre del rad io faro

Pals

Orden

■

de
emisidn

Nomi nal

Field

Frequency
c/s

range

strength at
lim it of

de
modulacidn

m.m.

c la ir

291*9

«* X

Type of
emisidn

Trans

Estab

missions
in c lear
weather

lished

intensidad

Tipo de

Trans-

En s e r-

emisidn

mi si ones
en tie m -

v ic io

en el U n ite
del alcance
/bV/ffl

C
C

Cape St Blaize
Port Shepstone
Port Nolloth
Douala
Cabo Bojador
Entallada
La Isleta

AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
Came
Rio
ICan
ICan

C
c
c
c

150

1
3
2

Cape Point
Cap Vert
Dakar
Saint Louis
Pointe Albrand
Pointe Hastie
Vatomandry

AfrS
ACF
AOF
ACF
Mada
Mada
Mada

G
1-2
5-6
3-4
1-2
3-4
5-6

Bird Island
lbs sen Island
Freetown
Djibouti
Sao Tome

AfrS

* X

.

296s5

1—

--- —««,«.,

Sier
SornF
STB?

C C
C
C

IO52
1$53
1052
752
752
752

*1.1

Observa
tions

100
100

100
100

A2
A2

100
100
100
200/100
200/100
200/100

100
100
100
100
100
100
100

A2
A2
A2
Al
A2
A2
A2

100
100/70
100/70
100/70
200/70
200/70
200/70

100
100
100
100
100
100
100

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

100
100
50

100
100
100
100
100

A2
m
Ai
Al
A2

300
250

Remarks

Observavaciones

po claro

t y

X

&
0
W
".-H
1
S’

o
f
c I
Z

'

X

p u

*
294,2

f

- X

del campo

AfrS
ACF

545
545
545

En
service

nominal
m.m.

Hood Point
Abidjan

498

'

Alcance

c/s

289,6

en temps

$ 1lm ite

Note

Frecuencia

Emissions

10

de portde
/ai/iji

range /bV/m

Ndra.de
referen cia

9

p u

X

\
i
i

Z
Z
Z

1
1

z
z
z

j
i
i

1

.

z
z

w M
»«
(Recomman- •L
dation N° i
6 de Paris )t

X
X
X

i

1
298,8

301,1 •

308,0

Be

4

Bashee
Cape Agulhas
Isla Palma
Punta Qrchilla
Punta Teno

AfrS
AfrS
ICan
ICan
ICan

Cape St Francis
Diaz Point
Lobito
Punta Anag§^
Punta Cumplida
Manankara

AfrS
AfrS
Ango
ICan
ICan
Mada

1-3-5
2-4-6
G

Iguela
Great Fish Point
Slangkop
Fogo
Ilha Boa Vista
Santa Antao

AEF
AfrS
AfrS
CapV
CapV
CapV

C
C
G
1-2
3-4
5-6

Cape Columbine
Cape Seal
Durban Bluff
Aiegranza
Ifni

AfrS
AfrS
AfrS
ICan'
Ifni

c
c
c

Cape Receiffe
Danger Point
Cap Blanc
Villa Cisneros
Cap d*Ambre
Cap Min£

AfrS
AfrS
acf

Rio
Mada
Mada

5

6

7

395
395
395

100
100
50
100
100

100
100
100
100
100

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

1052

100
100
200
100
100
100

100
100
100
• 100
100
100

A2
A2
Al
A2
A2
A2

752
752
752

100
100
100
200
100
200

'100
100
100
100
100
100

' Al
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

100
100
100
I 100
loo*

100
100
100
v 100
■ loo

. 100
100
100
100
200
50

100
100
100
100
100
100

C
a

1-2
3-4
5-6
C
C
c

1-3-5
2-4-6
C
G
5-6
3—4
a
b

846
846

950
950

444
444

545
545

8

A2
A2
A2
A2.
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

9

10

q v

X

1

11

Z
t y
Z

Projet

Z

X

q v
q v
q v
t y

X

t y
t y
s X
S X
S X

Z
Z

X
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305,7

3

(An,II

303*4

2

3X0,3

-

.

3X5,0

3

4

Robben Island
Swakopnimd
Punta Pechiguera
Isla Fuertaventura
Cabo Juby
Cap Sainte Marie

AfrS
AfrS
ICan
ICan
Rio
Mada

C
C
3-4
1-2

Port St John

AfrS

C

5-6
C

5

6

7

100
100
100
200
200

100
100
100
100
100
100

A2
A2
A2
A2
A2
A2

100

100

A2

50

670
670
670
950
J

a

9

10

p u

X

r w
r w
r w
Z

n
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ANEXO III

BANDE DE £15 - 525 kc/s
SERVICE MOBILE MARITIME
BAUD £15 - 525 kc/s
MARITIME MOBIEE SERVICE
BANDA DE £15 - 525 kc/s
SERVICIO MOVIL MARITIMO

416

Cabinda
Lobito
Luanda
Mossamedes
Dakar
Tulear

Ango
Ango
Ango
Ango
AOF
Mada

0,5
1,5
1,5
0.5
2,0
1,0

418

Cape Town
Cotonou
Tenerife
Las Palmas
Alula
Zanzibar

AfrS
AOF
ICan
ICan
Som
Zanz

5.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
0.5

421

Mauritius
Lumbo
Sierra Leone
S. Tome
Salif

Maur
Moza
Sier
STPr
Yem

2.5
2.5
1.0
0.5
0.5

425

Ships

-

429

Libreville
Durban
Dakar
Kossier
Antalaha
Las Palmas

AEF
AfrS
AOF
Egyp
Mada
ICan

1,0
5,0
2.0
2.5
0.2
0.1

432

Durban
Takoradi
Mananjary
Seychelles

AfrS
CotO
Mada
Seychelles

5.0
3.0
0.2
0.1

435

Cape Town
S.A. Zaire
Baia des Tigros
Praia
Merca
Inhaca

AfrS
Ango
Ango
CapV
Som
Moza

5.0
0.5
0.5
0.5
1.0
0.1

Go
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438

Durban
Douala
Giza
Bathurst
Las Palmas
Lindi

AfrS
Came
Egyp
Gamb
ICan
Tang

5.0
2,0
2.5
0.1
2.0
0.08

441
i

Gape Toun
Dakar
Massaoua
Majunga
Principe

AfrS
AOF
Eryt
Mada
STPr

5.0
2.0
2,0
2.0
0.1

444

Port Gentil
Boira
Chisimaio

AEF
Moza
Som

1.0
2.5
2.0

447

Durban
Catio
Diego Suarez
Lagos

AfrS
GuiP
Mada
Nige

5.0
0.1
1.0
1.0

450

East London
Mindolo
Praia
Bazaruto
Bende Cassim
Mogadiscio
Obbia
Bissau
Bolama

AfrS
CapV
CapV
Moza
Som
Som •
Som
GuiP
GuiP

0.25
1.0
1.0
0.1
1.0
2.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

454

Ships

-

458

Walvis Bay
Port Etienne
Cape Palmas
Grand Bassa
Harbel-Fire stone
Plantations
Monrovia
Fort Dauphin

AfrS
AOF
Libe
Libe
Libe

1,0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

Libe
Mada

1.0
0.2

461

Majunga
Hodeida

Mada
Tem

2.0
0.5

464

Port Elizabeth
Basilo
Maintirano
Djibouti

AfrS
FPoo
Mada
SomF

2.5
1,.5
0.7
1.0

Go
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468

Navires
Ships
Barcos

472

Port Elizabeth
Tor
Tenerife
Dzaoudzi
Lome

AfrS
Egyp
ICan
Mada
Togo

2*5
1.5
2,0
0.7
0.5

476

Aden
Pointe Noire
Durban
Mindelo
Tamatave

Aden
AEP
AfrS
CapV
Mada

2.0
1.0
5.0
0,5
2.0

480

Navires
Ships
Barcos

484

Cape Town
Conakry
Port Sudan
Benito
Louren§o Marques
Dor es Salam

AfrS
AOF
Egyp
GuiE
Moza
Tang

5.0
1.0
1.5
1.5
2.5 '
1.5

487

Abidjan
Bahrein ,
Soalara
St* Denis

AOF
Golf
Mada
Reun

2.0
2.0
0.05
1.0

489

Cape Town
Dakar
Banana
Addis Abeba
Nossi Be
Inhaca - Pilotagem

AfrS
AOF
Cong
Etio
Mada
Moza

512

Navires
Ships
Barcos

516

Cape Town
Abidjan
Bissau
Morondava
Salif

*

-

-

5.0
2.0
, 2.0
0,8
0.2
0.1

-

AfrS
AOF
GuiP
Mada
Yem

5.0
2.0
1.0
1.0
0,5
.

Ge

1
1
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D u rb a n
D o u a la
T am atove
L a s P alm as
P o r t o A m e lia

A fr S
Came
Mada
IC a n
Moza

5 .0
2 .0
2 .0
0 .1
0 ,1

522

Q u e lim a n e
M a u r itiu s
Lua nd a
L o b it o
L o u re n g o M a rq u e s
H o d e id a

M oza
M aur
Ango
A ngo
Moza
Yen

0 ,5
2 e5
1 *5
1 *5
1 *5
0 .5

524.

P o r t E liz a b e th
Mombassa
D e ir a
P o in t e N o ir e

A frS
Keny
Moza
AEF

2 .5
1 .0
2 ,5
1 .0

519

'

•

Ge

(Doc* 251)
ANNEXE IV - ANNEX IV ~ ANEXO IV
Bande )
( Radiodiffusion
Band ) 525 - 1605 kc/s ( Broadcasting
Banda )
(• Radiodifusi6n

r
529

Tulear

Mada

1

539

Diego-Suarez
- Grahamstown

Mada
AfrS

1
5

54-8

Johannesburg

AfrS

5

557

Cape Town

AfrS

10

566

Pi etermari tzburg
Majunga

AfrS
Mada

5
2

575

Windhoek
Khartoum

AfrS
Egyp

5
5

584-

Bulawayo
Gatooma
Gwelo
Salisbury
llatali

RhoS
RhoS
RhoS
RhoS
RhoS

2
2
2
2
2

593

Bloemfontein
Tamatave

AfrS
Mada

5
2

602

Beni Suef-2
George

Egyp
AfrS

5
5

611

Bulawayo

RhoS

1

620

Grahamstown
St© Denis

AfrS
Reun

5
1

629

Macequece

Moza

2

638

Johannesburg

AfrS

5

Moza

5

647

1 Inhambane

656

Cape Town
Antonio Enes

AfrS
Moza

10
2

665'

Minia-1
Pietermaritzburg

Egyp
AfrS

2
5

674

Bloemfontein

AfrS

5

683

George
Nairobi

AfrS
Kenv

5
7

692

Durban

AfrS

701

Grahamstown

AfrS

5
K

710

Johannesburg

AfrS

K

719
728
Rg

-

Cape Town

AfrS

10

-
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737

Lourengo Marques

Moza

50

746

Luxor-1
Que que

Egyp
RhoS

5
2

755

Chinde

Moza

2

764

Pietermaritzburg

AfrS

5

782

Bloemfontein

AfrS

5

791

George
Gatooma

AfrS
RhoS

5
1

800

Durban
Assuit~I

AfrS
Egyp

5
5

809

Grahamstown
Mogambique

AfrS
Moza

5
2

818

Beni Suef-1
Beira

Egyp
Moza

5
10

827

J ohanne sburg
Vila Cabral

AfrS
Moza

5
2

836

Cape Town

AfrS

10

845

Pietermaritzburg.

A fr S

5

854

Beaufortwest

AfrS

2

863

Pietersburg
Assuan-1
Nairobi

AfrS
Egyp
Keny

5
5
5

872

Bloemfontein

AfrS

5

881

George

AfrS

5

890

Salisbury-

RhoS

1

899

Durban

AfrS

5

908

East London
Baghdad

AfrS
Iraq

2
20

917

Lourengo Marques

Moza

2

926

Giza

Egyp

50

935

Quelimane

Moza

5

944

Chimoio

Moza

2

953

Swellendam
Seychelles

AfrS
Sey

5
5

962

Kimberley
Fort Victoria

AfrS
AfrS

2
2

971

Cradock
Kampala

AfrS
Ugan

2

773

5

_

3

•
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Beaufortwest
Assuit-2
Umtali

AfrS
Egyp
RhoS

2
1

989

Pietersburg

AfrS

5

998

Durban

AfrS

2

1007

Worcester

AfrS

5

1016

'Nelspruit

AfrS'

2

980
!

1025

East London
Kumasi

AfrS
CotO

2
5

1034

Port Elisabeth
Luxor-2
Gwelo

AfrS
Egyp
RhoS

2
2
1

1043

Welgedacht

AfrS

5

1052

Odendaalsrust

AfrS

5

1061

Suelloodam

AfrS

5

1070

Kimberley

AfrS

2

1079

Ladysmith
Beni Suef-3

AfrS
Egyp

2
2

1088

Cradock
Kano

AfrS
Nige

2
5

1097

Pretoria

AfrS

2

1106

Beaufortwest

AfrS

2

1115

Pietersburg

AfrS

5

1124

Worcester
Zanzibar

AfrS
Zanz

2
10

Windhoek

AfrS

5

1142

Nelspruit
Assuan-2

AfrS
Egyp

2
2

1151

Takoradi
East London

CotO
AfrS

5
2

1160

Minia-3
Tete

Egyp
Moza

1
10

1169

Welgedacht

AfrS

5

1178

Port Elisabeth
Assuit-3

AfrS
Egyp

2
1

1187

Swellendan

AfrS

5

1196 .

Odendaalsrust

AfrS

5

1205

Durban
Marina
Ibadan

AfrS
Erit
Nige

2
2
5

: 1133

Rg

|

f

1214

] Ladysmith

AfrS

2

1223

Nampuia

Moza

10

*
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1232
1241

Kimberley

AfrS

2

1250

Worcester
Dar-esrSalaam

AfrS
Tang

2
1

1259

Cradock
Assuan-3

AfrS
Egyp

2
1

1268

Pretoria
- Chisimaio

AfrS
Som

2
5

1277

Queenstown

AfrS

2

1286

Welgedacht
Accra

AfrS
CotO

5
5

1295

Vila Perry

Moza

2

1304

Nelspruit

AfrS

2

1313

Port Elisabeth
Luxor-3
Las Palmas

AfrS
Egyp
ICan

2
1
0,2

1322

Vila de Joao Belo

Moza

2

1331

Odendaalsrust
Curepipe

AfrS
Maur

5
5

—

—

—

1349 '

Ladysmith

AfrS

2

1358

Lagos

Nige

5

1367

—

—

—

1376

—

—

—

1385

—

—

1394

Tananarive
Lome

Mada
Togo

1403

—

—

1340

—
5
0,2

1412

$* Crus Tenerife

ICan

0,5

1421

Porto Amelia

Moza

5

1430

Beira

Moza

2

1439

Pretoria

AfrS

2

1448

Douala
Nairobi

Came
Keny

1
1

1457

Queenstown

AfrS

2

3466

Bamako
Tanatave

AOF
Mada

1
5

•

’

■
Rg
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14.75

Welgedacht
Addis Abeba

AfrS
Etio

5
0,5

14#4

Brazzaville
Dakar
Fianarantsoa

AEF
AOF
Mada

1
1
0,2

1493

—

—

1502

Tananarive

Mada

0,2

1511

Antalaha

Mada

0,2

1520

Libreville
Maintiranao

AEF
Mada

1
0,2

1529

—

—

—

153S

Fort Lamy
Dakar
Antsiratoe
Djibouti

AEF
AOF
Mada
SonF

1
5
0,2
1

1546

Elisabethville
Fort Dauphin

Cong
Mada

2
0,2

1554

Abidjan
Costernansville
Dzaoudzi

AOF
Cong
Mada

1
2
0,2

1562

Luluabourg
Tananarive '

Cong
Mada

2
0,2

AEF
Som

1
5

V

1570

Rg

Bangui
- Mogadiscio

1578

Stanleyville

Cong

2

1586

Pointe Noire
Pretoria
Nossi-Be

AEF
AfrS
Mada

1
2
0,2

1594

Queenstown
Conakry
Coquilhatville
Tananarive

AfrS
AOF
Cong
Mada

2
1
2
0,2

1602

Cotonou
Leopoldville
Morondava

ACF
Cong
Mada

1
2
0,2
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EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 1
Geneva, 1951

STEERING COMMITTEE

AGENDA
of the meeting to be held
on Friday 2 November at 6 p.m.

1.

Approval of tho report of the meeting held on
26 October (Document 2 3 2 ) .

2.

Schedule of meetings for the week 5 - 1 0 November,
1951.

3.

Other business.

Chairman of Committee 1
J *Do H» van der Toorn

International
Telecommunication Union

Document 253 - E (Revised)
6 November 1951

EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 5
Geneva, 1951

Working Group 5A

PROPOSED .AMENDMENTS TO THE
FINAL ACTS OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE FOR REGION 1
(Geneva. 1949)

The ad hoc Working Group set up during the sixth meeting of
Working Group 5A met on 31 October 1951# It studied amendments to be mode
in the Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1 (pages 1 to 246) with a
view to transmitting them to Committee 5#
The Group makes the following proposals :
Preamble (pages 2, 3 and 4)
Section I
Article 1. paragraph 2
Amend sub-paragraph l) to read :
l)
the word "Plan*1 denotes the Geneva Plan for Region 1 (1949),
revised by the Extraordinary Radio Conference (1951)#
Article 2
Paragraph 4 s in accordance with the provisions of the Paris Regional
Arrangement (1951), for the latitude 47° 15* N substitute 43° N.
Article 3
Paragraph 1 to read as follows :
nThe assignment of frequencies to maritime radiobeacons is based on
a separation of 2,3 kc/s between adjacent channels used for A2
emissions11*
Paragraph 2 :

Ge

for 295»5 kc/s redd 314*5 kc/s.

— 2 ***
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Paragraph 3 :
used”*

replace the words

Paragraph L t replace the words
be used by”.
Paragraph 5 :
used by”.

replace the words

Paragraph 6 t

delete the end of

Paragraph 8 s
flight.”

delete the end of

Paragraph 15 a i the following additional paragraph is suggested

j

“When a ship station of a country wishes to comnmnicate with a
coast station in another country, it mry use, by agreement with that
coast station, one of its frequencies (ship to coast), even if its
use In the area where the ship is located is not envisaged in the
Plan (column 6 : Remarks)11.

Section II
Pqpagraph I
Sub-parasrat

s delete the end of the sub-paragraph after
“••••numerical order of frequencies“•

Sub-paragraph 3) :

Delete.

- 3 (Doc. 253-E rev.)

Remarks (page 8)

Add : (N) Night.

List of Abbreviations
(pages 9, 10 and ll)
Delete the two following lines:
Egyp - Suez/G

Egypte (stations anglaisos
dans la zone du, Canal de Suez)

Egypt (British stations in
the Suez Canal Zone)

Isra/G

Israel (stations anglaisos)

Israel (British stations)

Add:
Sey

Seychelles

Seychelles

Instead of:
Som

Somalie

Somaliland

Somalie (Administration
italienne)

Somaliland (Italian
Administration)

re$d^
Soma/l

Band 160 to 255 kc/s
Broadcasting in the African Region,
see Document 251, Annex 1,
Band 255 to 285 kc/s
The list of assignments includes i
the assignments in the Geneva Plan (pages 14* to 18) amended and
completed by Document 167 (lists 1 and 2 of Annex 1 revised and its
Corrigendum No. l).
Band 285 to 315 kc/s
Plan for maritime radiobeacons.

In view of the provisions of the Paris Regional Arrangement (1951), the
entire text on page 19 to be replaced by the following :
Go
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GENERAL REMARKS

Column 2 :

Some radiobeacons not jet in service are designated by their
approximate location; the names of these stations do not
indicate their exact location#

Column At

The length of a complete cycle of transmissions is taken
as six minutes. A transmission schedule is designated by
the number(s) of the minute(s) in which transmission occurs,
in accordance with the following table, with the exception
of a continuous transmission, which is designated by ,rc” .

Length of Signal

1 minute

Number of radiobeacone
in group
( 2
' ( >

,

2 minutes

Column 7 :

3

Schedule designatior

1, 3, 5 or 2, 4, 6
1,4 or 2,5 or 3,6
1,2 or 3,4 or 5,6

It has been assumed that the field strength at the limit
of range was?
50 ^uV/m North of latitude 43° N
75 yrUV/m between 43c N and 30° N
ICO ^uV/m South of 30® N

Column 9 :

The significance of the letters in this column is given in
the following table. The numbers in the Table indicate the
minutes during which transmissions are made.
The minute 0 represents the beginning Of each hour.

0
P

q
r
s
t
u
V
w
x

y
■

no transmission in 11d e a r
0 to 12
6 to 18
12 to 24
18 to 20
24 to 36
30 to 42
36 to 48
42 to 54
48 to 60
54 to 6
transmissions as in Hfog"

- 5 (Doc* 253-E rev*)

As regards the maritime radiobeacon plan, Groups 1 to 182 are
replaced by the assignments in the Paris Plan, completed by Document 209,
Annex and Addendum5 Groups 183 to 210 are replaced by the plan prepared
by Sub-Group 5A3, Document 251, Annex 2$ Groups 211 to 222 remain
unchanged.

Band 31? to A05 kc/s
The list of assignments comprises the assignments in the
Geneva Plan (pages 35 to 53) amended and completed bv Document 167, (lists
1 and 2 of Annex 1 revised and its Corrigendum No. l).

Band A05 to A15 kc/s
Maritime radiobeacon plan (page 5A) unchanged.

Annex to the first part of. the Plan
(pages 55 and 56)
The Grbup proposes not to include this Annex.

Band A15 to A90 kc/s
African Region, Maritime Mobile service (see Document 251, Annex 3)»

Band 510 to 525 kc/s
African Region, Maritime Mobile service (see Document 251, Annex 3).

Band 525 to 1605 kc/s
African Region, Broadcasting (see Document 251, Annex A)*

Go
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Bands 1605 to 2850 kc/s
3155 to 3400 kc/s
3500 to 3900 kc/s
The Plan for Region 1 to be forwarded to Committee 5 oomprises,
for these bonds :
The Plan for Region 1 (Genova 1949) (pages 59 to 235)
E/iRC Document 138
n
"
145
ii

tt

298

ii

ti

236

u

11

248 (with its

addendum)

Page 236 of the Geneva Plan
The final formula of signature is to be entirely deleted.

Ge
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R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S
(pages 241 to 246)
Recommendation No. 1 is retained and supplemented, as given below,
to take account of the suggestions of Sub-Group 5A2 concerning ship
transmitters5 add a second paragraph:
’’and, as regards ship transmitters, to achieve this result within a period
of one year after tho whole band from 1605 to 2850 kc/s has been put
into operation.”

Recommendations Nos. 2 and 3 : no change.

Recommendation No. 4 i deleted.

Recommendations Nos. 5 and 6 have been merged into one recommendation
worded as follows:
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference,
.considering!

1.

that the classification of radiobeacons (aeronautical and maritime)
by the antenna input power gives no clear guide to the range at which they
may be used, because of variation in antenna radiation efficiencies,
' N
conductivity of soil and other factors;

2.
that the protection for radiobeacons provided by the Plan has been
based on radiated power being maintained at the minimum value necessary to
give the required field strength at the service range;
recommends :

1*

that radiobeacons should be classified by operational range based
upon field strength required at this range;

2.

that Administrations take the necessary stops to ensure that this
field strength at the service ranges of their radiobeacons does not, taking
account of the position and type of the latter, exceed the values shown in
paragraphs 3 and 4, Article 2, of the Preamble.

Ge
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Recommendation No. 7 : no change.

Recommendations Nos. 8 . 9 and 10 s deleted.

The following Recommendation must be added :
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference of Geneva (1951)
considering :
a)

that at present, difficult operating conditions prevail in Region 1 for^
radiotelephone distress traffic on the frequency 1650 kc/s, and the some
conditions will continue after the implementation of 2182 kc/s 5

b)

that it is desirable to reduce such iiyterference 3

recommends, that from the 1st January, 1952, or as soon as possible
thereafter:
1)

Administrations should take steps to ensure that transmissions on the
distress frequency are made as brief as possible;

2)

Administrations should arrange as far as possible for their coast
stations to maintain watches for colls during scheduled periods
(according to the needs of each Administration) on the ship-shore
traffic frequency normally used by its ships, and that such calls should
be answered by the Coast Station on its working frequency*

The Members of the ad hoc Groups
L* Sacco
H.A. Rowland
A. Henry
J,L. Creighton

Ge

International
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EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 5
Working Group 5A

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE
FINAL ACTS OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE ,
RADIO CONFERENCE

FOR REGION 1

(Geneva. 1949)

The Ad Hoc Working Group set up during the, sixth meeting of
Working Group 5A met on 31 October 1951* It studied amendments to be made
in the Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1 (pages 1 to 246) with a
view to transmitting them to Committee 5*
The Group makes the following proposals s
A

Preamble (pages 2> 3 and 4)
Section I
Article 1. paragraph 2
Amend sub-paragraph l) to read :
1)

the word nPlann denotes the Geneva Plan for Region 1 (1949)
revised by the Extraordinary Radio Conference (1951)*

Article 2
Paragraph 4 : in accordance with the provisions of the Paris Regional
Arrangement (1951), for the latitude 47° 15t N substitute 43° N*
Paragraph 6 i add at the beginning :
11In accordance with No *825 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations” •
Article 3
Paragraph 1 to read as follows i
l!The assignment of frequencies to maritime radiobeacons is based on
a separation of 2.3 kc/s between adjacent channels used for A2
emissions”.
Paragraph 2 : for 295<>5 read 314>5*
Bw
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Paragraph 3 : replace the words "is assigned" by the words "may be
used"*
Paragraph L : replace the words "is assigned" by the words "may be
used"•
Paragraph 5 : replace the words "are allocated to" by the words "are
used by".
Paragraph 6 : delete the end of the paragraph after "•*••• 3, A and 5*,!
Paragraph 8 : delete the end of the paragraph after "aircraft in
flight*"
Paragraph 15 a s the following additional paragraph is suggested :
"When a ship station in one country wishes to communicate with a
coast station in another country, it may use, by agreement with that
coast station, one of its frequencies (ship to coast), even if its
use in the area where the ship is located is not envisaged in the
Plan (column 6 s Remarks )’a

Bw
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Section II
Paragraph I
Sub-paragraph l) - delete the end of the sub-paragraph after
numerical order of frequencies%
Sub-paragraph 3) - Delete,

Remarks (page 8)
Add :

(N) Night,

List

of

Abbreviations

(pages 9, 10 ond 11)
Instead of j
Egyp - Suez/G

Egypte (stations anglaisos
dons la zone du Canal de Suez)

Egypt (British stations
in the Suez Canal Zone)

Egypte (pour des frequences
utilisees dons Mohafazat-elOanal)

Egypt (for frequencies 1
used in tho Mohafazat-olCanal)

Seychelles

Soychellos

read j
Egyp #

Add t
Soy
Instead of j
Som

road :

Soma

Band 160 to 2E5 kc/s
Broadcasting in the African Region,
soo Doc* 251, Annex 1*
Band 255 to 285 kc/s
The list of assignments includes :
tho assignments in tho Geneva Plan (pages 14 to 18) amondod and
completed by Document 167 (with its Corrigendum ond Annex 1 revised)*
Band 285 to 315 kc/s
Plan for maritimo rodioboocons*
In view of tho provisions of the Baris Rogionol Arrangement (1951), tho
entire toxt on page 19 to bo replaced by tho following i
Ab
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GENERAL REMARKS

Column 2 :

Some radiobeacons not yet in service are designated by their
approximate location; the names of these stations do not
indicate their exact location.

Column 4 s

The length of a complete cycle of transmissions is taken
as six minutes. A transmission schedule is designated by
the number(s) of the minute(s) in which transmission occurs,
in accordance with the following table. with the exception
of a continuous transmission, which is designated by "c"

Length of Signal

1 minute

Number mt radiobeadons
in group
(2
( 3

2 minutes

Column 7 s

3

Schedule designation

1, 3, 5 or 2,
6
1,4- or 2,5 or 3,6
'

1,2 or 3,4 or 5,6

It has been assumed that the field strength at the limit
of range wass
50 yuV/m North of latitude 43° N
75

u7/m between 43° N and 30° N

100 yuV/m South of 30° N
Column 9 :

The significance of the letters in this column is given in
the following table. The numbers in the Table indicate the
minutes during which transmissions are made.
The minute 0 represents the beginning of each hour.

0
p
q
r
s
t
u
v
w
x
y
&

no transmission in "clear weather"
0 to 12
6 to 18
12 to 24
18 to 20
24 to 36
30 to 42
36 to 46
42 to 54
is to 60
54 to 6
transmissions as in "fog"
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As regards the maritime radiobeacon plan, Groups 1 to 182 are
replaced by the assignments in the Paris Plan, completed by Document 203;
Groups 183 to 210 are replaced by the plan prepared by Sub-group 5A3,
Document 251, Annex 2; Groups 211 to 222 remain unchanged.

The list of assignments comprises the assignments in the
Geneva Plan (pages 35 to 53) amended and completed by Document 167 (with
its Corrigendum and Annex 1 revised).

Band 405 to 415 kc/s
Maritime radiobeacon plan (page 54-) unchanged,

Annex to the first part of the Plan
(Pages 55 and 56)
The group proposes the deletion of this Annex.

Band 415 to 490 kc/s
African Region, Maritime Mobile service (see Doc.251> Annex 3)*

Band 510 tc 525 kc/s
African Region, Maritime Mobile service (see Doc.251, Annex 3)*

Band 525 to 1605 kc/s
African Region, Broadcasting (see Doc.251, Annex U)•

Bands

Be

1605 to 2850 kc/s
3155 to 3400 kc/s
3500 to 3900 kc/s

- 6 (Doc.253-E)

The Plan for Region 1 to be forwarded to Committee 5
comprises!
The Plan for Region 1 (Geneva 1949) (pages 59 to 235)
EARC Document 138
"
11
145
n
n
"

"

”

"

236
248

Page 236 of the Geneva Plan
The final formula of signature is to be entirely deleted*

Be
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R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S
(Pages 241 to 246)
%

.

Recommendation Nq.1 is retained and will be completed to take
account of the suggestions by Sub-Group 5A2 concerning ship transmitters®

Rec omnendations Nos* 2 and 3 : no changefl

Recomendation No® A : deleted®

Bee emendations Nos* 5 and 6 have been nerged into one recomendaticn
worded as follows :
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference,

1#
that the classification of radiobeacons (aeronautical and maritime)
by input power gives no clear guide to the range at which they may be used,
becauso of variation in antenna radiation efficiencies, conductivity of soil
and other factors |
2»
that the protection for radioboacons provided by the Plan has been
based on radiated power being maintained at the minimum value necessary to
givo the required field strength at tho service range 5
recommends :

1*
that radioboacons should be classified by operational range based
upon field strength rcquirod at this range 5
2o

that administrations take the necessary steps toensure that this
field strength at the service ranges of their radioboaconsdoes not, taking
account
of the position and type of the latter, exceed thevalues shown in
paragraphs 3 and 4, Article 2, of the Preamble*

Recommendations Nos« 7» 8. 9 and 10 : deleted
The Members of the ad hoc Group:
L* Sacco
H«A« Rowland
A e Henry
Creichton
Bd
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The Chairman
Committee 6

Maritime Mobile Telephone Services

Dear Sir,
1* You requested me to re-examine the revised ’’Table of
transmitting Frequencies” which was reproduced as A m e x C to
Document 176, and which was passed by you to Committee 8
(see Doc# 201)* It had been pointed out to you that the revised
Table no longer provided for a constant separation, in each band,
between the frequency used by a Coast-station and the corresponding
frequency to be used by a Ship station, which was a feature of the
Table contained in Appendix 12 of the Radio Regulations«
I have considered this question in collaboration with
the members of the ad hoc Group of Working Group 6B and it is ±
recommended that the Table which was annexed to Document 176 and
subsequently sent to Committee 8 should be replaced by the Tablo
attached to this letter,, It will be seen that the attached Table
provides for a constant separation in each band between the Coast
and Ship station transmitting frequencies, and this has boen
achieved by making minor adjustments to the Ship transmitting
frequencies contained in the earlier Table (attached to Document 176)#
3# fthy I also point out that in Documents 176 and 177, tho
term ”power” relates to ’’mean power” and not to ’’peak power”*

Sgd^

H. Overgaard

Document 254 - E/p/S
ANNEXE - ANNEX - .WEEP
IABLE.AU DBS FREQUENCES D 1EMISSION fan ke/«V
iable of transmitting

y W ittenr,-resrvr/n1

CUADRO DE LAS FRECUEHCIAS IE EMISION fen kc/g)

Bande
Band
Banda

4000 kc/s

Serie N°
C&tieres Navires
Series Hr* Coast
Ship
Serie Hum* Costeras Barco

8000 kc/s

Cotieres
Coast
Costerks

12000 kc/s

16000 kc/s

22000 kc/s

Navires
Cotieres
Ship
j Coast
Barco
Costeras

Navires
Ship
Barco

C6ti&res
Coast
Costeras

Navires
Ship
Barco

Cotieres
Coast
Costeras

Navires
Ship
Barco

1

4372,4

4067*0

874.7,6

8198,4

13134,4

12334,2

17294,4

16464,2

22654,4

22004,2

2

4379,3

4073,9

8754,7

8205,5

13142,1

123a,9

17302,1

16471,9

22662,1

22011,9

3

4386,2

4080,8

8761,8

8212,6

13149,8

12349,6

17309,8

16479,6

22669,8

22019,6

Ar

4393,1

4087,7

8768,9

8219,7

13157,5

12357,3

17317,5

16487,3

22677,5

22027,3

5

4400

4094,6

8776

8226,8

13165,2

12365,0

17325,2

16495,0

22685,2

22035,0

6

4406,9

4101,5

8783,1

8233,9

13172,9

12372,7 ’ 17332,9

16502,7

22692,9

22042,7

7

4413,3

4108,4

8790,2

8241,0

13180,6

12380,4

17340,6

16510,4

22700,6

22050,4

8

4420,7

4115,3

8797,3

8248,1

13188,3

12388,1

17348,3

16518,1

22708,3

22058,1

9

4427,6

4122,2

8804,4

8255,2

13196,0

12395,8

17356,0

16525,8

22716,0

22065,8

10

4434,5

4129,1

8811,5

8262,3

Difference kc/s

305,4

549,2

800,2

830,2

650,2
Bd

international
Telecommunication Union

EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE

document 255 - E
2 November 1951

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 5
W.G. 5B

REPORT OF WORKING GROUP 5B
A« Introduction
W M M M M w f e a w i- . w : * * ii— w r r w

*'

Working Group 5B has prepared the new International Frequency List
for Region 2, for the bands between 150 and 4000 kc/s, in accordance'with
its terms of reference as defined by the Plenary Assembly in its action o**
Document 23 on 23 August, 1951? and. as given to Working Group 5B by Committee
5 at its meeting of 27 August 1951 o
The task of the Working Group has been carried out in the
traditional spirit of cordiality and cooperation which always is manifest
in the negotiations between Administrations in Region 2/
Every Delegate from Region 2 who has participated in the preparation
of the new List has worked long and hard for the common objective of all the
Administrations in the Region, namely to bring into force at the earliest
practicable date the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations* It is
therefore unnecessary to list the names of those Delegates who have made the
new List a reality« Attention is invited, however, to the special tasks
performed by particular Working Groups i
5B1

Central American and Carribean coordination 150-2000 kc/s
Mr® Martinez, Dominican Republic, Chairman

5B2

South American coordination 150-2000 kc/s
Mr* Msyer, Brazil, Chairman

5B3

North American coordination 150-2000 kc/s
Mre Dawson, Canada, Chairman

5B4

Engineering Group
Mr® Millsap, UoSjU, Chairman
Mr. Meyer, Brazil
Mr* Dawson, Canada
Mr* Martinez, Dominican Republic

5B5

Implementation
Mr. Boulin, France and French Oversea Territories, Chairman

Ad Hoc Coordination Group 415-490 kc/s (Carribean)
Mr® Buchanan, Mexico, Chairman

Am
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Tropical
Mr*
Mr*
Mr*
Mr*

Broadcasting Group
Martinez# Dominican Republic, Chairman
Meyer, Brazil
Buchanan, Mexico
Lopez, Venezuela

Drafting Group
Mr* Lira, Chile, Chairman
The Vice-Chairman, Mr, Navatta, Chairman of the Argentine
Delegation, shared the responsibilities of the Chairman and, in addition,
performed many important tasks on an ad hoc basis, thus contributing greatly
to the efficiency and results of the Working Group*
Mr* Dellamula, Mr* Miles and Mr* Cata of the IFRB, have cooperated
with and assisted the Working Group in all of its tasks and the Working
Group desires, therefore, to express its appreciation of the IFRB and its
Members*
All of the foregoing groups were assisted constantly by the full
cooperation of all the interested Delegates# This has permitted the
culmination of a cooperative effort among the Administrations which stems
directly from the discussions at Rio, 1945, the agreements of Atlantic Cityf
1947, the method of Washington, 1949 and the spocial task performed at
Buenos Aires for South America in 1951*
The results of this Conference for Region 2 represent, therefore^
the successful prosecution of a common objective which has been actively
supported by the interested Administrations for over 6 years* It is thus
apparent that a series of conferences has produced a result which was nob
possible at any single conference*
Tho decisions of Working Group 5B are set forth in the following
statements, resolutions and recommendations with the unanimous recommendation
that they be approved by Committee 5 and transmitted, via Committee 4> to
the Plenary Assembly for adoption and inclusion in the Final Acts of the
Conference, except in the case of certain Recommendations which are directed
to Committee 8, and on which certain Delegations reservod the right to discuss
tho matter further*
B*

International Frequency List for Region 2 (Annex A)
150-*535 kc/s. 1605-2850 kc/s. 3155-3400 kc/s and 3500-4000 ko/s

Preamble
The new International Frequency List for Region 2 for the bends
150-415 kc/s, 415-535 kc/s, 1605-2000 kc/s, 2000-2850 kc/s, 3155-3400 kc/s
and 3500-4000 kc/s is contained in Annex A hereto, hereinafter referred to as
the List* The List has been prepared in accordance with the Radio Regulations
and has taken into account Resolution No* 1 of Region 2 (ITU), Washington 1949«
Am
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In the band 1800
2000 kilocycles, the IFRB shall not be called
upon to intervene in cases of’interference between amateur stations on the
one hand and stations of another type of service on the other hand. Such
cases of interference shall be resolved by appropriate bilateral or
multilateral arrangements«
The new International Frequency List for Region 2 for the band
3500 - 4-000 kc/s has been prepared in accordance with the Radio Regulations
and has token in account Resolution No* 156 (amended) of tho Administrative
Council.
In tho band 3500 to 4000 kc/s, the IFRB shall not be called upon
to intervene in cases of interference between amateur stations on the one
hand and stations of another type of service on tho other hand. Such cases
of interference shall be resolved by appropriate bilateral or multilateral
arrangements.
Form of tho List (Annex A)
The column numbers used in the List correspond to those in List 1,
Appendix 6 to the Radio Regulations.
Columns 2a, 2bc, 2c, 7, 9b, 9c, 11, 12 of List 1, Appendix 6 to the
Radio Regulations have been omitted from the List.
Column 3 in the List
for the band 200 - 415 kc/s, indicates either call-sign or identification.
Power
Column 8 of the List indicates peak power in accordance with
paragraph 60 of the Radio Regulations in the case of assignments for U.S.A.
and Territories of the U.S.A., except where otherwise noted in the List5 it
indicates mean (carrier) power of the transmitter for all other Administrations
except where otherwise noted in the List.
fiecommendation to Committee 8
It is recommended that the fir3t and all subsequent printings
of the new International Frequency List for Region 2 indicate the
appropriate symbols which show the type of power for all entries in the List.
Dates t
Recommendation to Committee 8
The date of signing of the Final Acts of this Conference should
be inserted in column 2a of the new International Frequency List (Annex A)
for Region 2 in the bands between 150 and 535 kc/s and in the bands between
1605 and 4000 kc/s for all frequency assignments, in accordance with the
provisions of the Radio Regulations, except in the case of frequency
assignments where the frequency in column 1 is preceded by an asterisk (*).
The date of signing of the Final Acts of this Conference should be inserted
in column 2b of the new International Frequency List (Annex A) for Region 2
in the bands between 150 and 535 kc/s and in the bands between 1605 and
4000 kc/s for all frequency assignments where the frequency in column 1 is
preceded by an asterisk (*)*

Ge
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For all frequency assignments notified to the IFRB subsequent to
this Conference, the dates for column 2a or 2b should be inserted by the
IFRB in accordance with the procedure established in the Radio Regulations
(Article 11).
The pertinent effective date of this List (Annex A) should be
inserted in column 2c by the IFRB for all entries in said Annex A. For all
frequency assignments submitted to the IFRB subsequent to this Conference,
the data in column 2c should be inserted by the IFRB in accordance with the
data supplied by the Administration concerned, but in no case should such
data be earlier than the effective date of the List in Annex A,
C.

International Freguencyjdstjto^ Region 2 (Annex B)
535 - I605lcc7s

Preamble
The new International Frequency List for Region 2 for the band
535 - 1605 kc/s is contained in Annex B hereto, hereinafter referred to as
the List. Tho List has been prepared for information in accordance with the
Radio Regulations and has taken into account Resolution No 1 of Region 2 (ITU),
Washington, 1949* This list represents a communication to tho IFRB and
illustrates tho existing situation. Attention is invited to the fact that in
certain cases no subregional agreements are in force-* Administrations will
acquaint the IFRB with the details of any future agreements made in accordance
with Para.332 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations* In the meantime the
IFRB will not be called upon to consider the question of interference between
assignments in this band.
Form of the List (Annex B)
The column numbers used in the List correspond to those in
List 1, Appendix 6 to the Radio Regulations*
Columns 2a, 2b, 4b, 4c, 6, 7, 9b, 9c, 11, 12 of List 1, Appendix
6 to the Radio Regulations have been omitted from the List* Column 6 is
omitted because all omissions are A3*
Bandwidth :
Bandwidths shall be computed either according to any existing
sub-regional arrangements or in accordance with the example given in Appendix
5 to the Radio Regulations.
Power
Column 8 of the List indicates carrier power for all
Administrations*

Mx*

Recommendation to Committee 8
It is recommended that the first and all subsequent printings of
the new International Frequency List for Region 2 indicate the appropriate
symbols which show the type of power for all entries in the List#
Status
The List constitutes a compilation of frequency assignments to
broadcasting stations for purposes of information#
The countries parties to the South American Radio Agreement have
agreed that the lists of frequencies for the band 535 to 1605 kc/s will be
supplied to those interested and the IFRB in accordance with the next South
American Radio Agreement#
Datesi
Recommendation to Committee 8
Until such time as a future Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference
studies the question of dates for columns 2a and 2b for the new International
Frequency List for Region 2 in the bond 535 - 1605 kc/s and decides to the
contrary, no dote shall be shown in column 2a or column 2b of this List#
D#

Tropical Broadcasting

1#
For the assignments for tropical broadcasting stations in the List
in Annex A designated HJ it is understood that they bear the following notes
t

"Night operation with reduced power is allowed on this frequency
provided that no harmful interference is caused to the service area of
stations authorized to operate at night#"
2#
Before utilization of Tropical Broadcasting stations, the
Administrations responsible for such stations will conclude special arrange-*
ments with the interested Administrations in the Region within and outside
the Tropical Zone whenever there is a possibility of harmful interference
to, the broadcasting or the other services involved* ■
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RESOLUTION No* 1

Resolution regarding the Buenos Aires Technical Regional
Meeting

The Conference^
considering
that the compilation of the new International Froquency List for
Region 2 between 150 and 4000 kc/s was greatly facilitated by the Technical
Regional Meeting at Buenos Aires in 1951?
that the said Buenos Aires Meeting coordinated the assignments of
Argentina^ Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay ond Uruguay}
that the assignments thus coordinated at Buenos Aires between 150
and 4000 kc/s have been included in the new International Frequency List for
Region 2;
resolves
to note with appreciation the contribution which the Buenos Aires
Technical Regional Meeting of 1951 has made to the work of the Union in its
endeavour to bring into force at the earliest practicable date the Atlantic
City Table of Frequency Allocations*

RESOLUTION No. 2
Resolution regarding Maritime Mobile Telephone Frequencies
The Conference,
considering
that the adoption of 2182 kc/s as the world-wide distress ond calling
frequency for the noritime mobile telephone service at Atlantic City has
focused attention on the possible necessity in the future of providing common
working frequencies for this service on a world-wide basis in the band
20Cjp - 2850 kc/s}
EQSQlvgS
that Administrations (in Region 2) should study this problem in
preparation for the next Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference#

Bn
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RESOLUTION No*

3

Resolution Relating to Administrative Council Resolution
156 M
S
S
The Extraordinary Adninistrative Radio Conference, Geneva (1951),
taking into account Resolution 156 (amended) of the Adninistrative Council
and,
considering
1#
that the allocation of frequencies in the band 3500-4000 kc/s appear
ing in Appendix 3 of the final documents of the ITU Conference for Region 2,
Washington (1949), has not been accepted by all the Administrations concerned;
2*
that this Conference has prepared a list of frequency assignments
for Region 2 which has taken into account Resolution 156 (amended) of the
Administrative Council and the Table of Frequency Allocations of Atlantic
City for the band 3500-4000 kc/s;
3*
that the band from 3500—4000 kc/s in ITU Region 2 will be used in
conformity with Article 5 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations (1947);
Evolves
that appropriate action has been taken with respect to Resolution
156 (amended) of the Adninistrative Council*
RESOLUTION No, 4
Resolution Regarding Guard Band 2172 - 2192 kc/s
The Conference,
c.Qafiiflerifl£
that the new International Frequency List for Region 2 does not .
contain any assignments between 2172 and 2192 kc/s which are considered
capable of causing harmful interference to the use of the frequency 2182 kc/s
as stipulated by the Atlantic City Radio Regulations;
Kfigftlgga
that Administrations in Region 2 will, in the future, avoid assigning
frequencies between 2172 and 2192 kc/s to their stations if such assignments
are capable of causing harmful interference to the use of the frequency
2182 kc/s as stipulated in the Atlantic City Radio Regulations*

Bn
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RESOLUTION No, 5

Resolution relating to the Buenos Aires Technical Regional Meeting

The Conference ,
considering
that the Extraordinary Adninistrative Radio Conference, talcing into
account the desire expressed by Adninistrations of Region 2 that a detailed
specification be given of the utilization of the bands 1800 - 2000 kc/s and
3500 - 4-000 kc/s allocated in Region 2 to amateurs, jointly with other
services, and also the resolution of the Buenos Aires Regional Technical
Meeting;
resolves
1*
to accept the agreement made by the Adninistrations of Argentina,
Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay with respect to the following
allocations in the bands 1800 - 2000 kc/s and 3500 - 4-000 kc/s s
1800 -

1850kc/s

j

amateurs

1850 -

2000kc/s

i

fixed, mobile(exceptaeronautical
R) and radionavigation

3500 «

3750kc/s

t

amateurs

375O —

4000kc/s

t

fixed andmobile (except aeronautical
Mobile R)

nobil©

2*
that the maximum power to be used by amateurs shall bo 1 kW measured
at the input to tho final stage of the transmitter*
and invites
tho IFRB to take note of this resolution*

Bfc
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RECOMMENDATION

No. 1

Gmaidstijag,
that tho frequoncies 2638 and 2738 kc/s were designated by Region 2
Washington, 1949, primarily for inter ship working,
that the frequencies 2804, 2808, and 2812 kc/s were designated
by Region 2, Washington 1949, for inters one police communications, and
that the new International Frequency List for Region 2 for the
band 2000 - 285Q kc/s makes provision for such uses of these frequencies
It. is recommended that ;
the Mainistrations in Region 2 continue to avail themselves of
the opportunity to use the following frequencies for the purposes indicated :
2638 and 2738 kc/s

2804, 2808 and
2812 kc/s

~

primarily for intership communications
(telephony)

for interzono police communications
(telegraphy)

The assignments in the new International Frequency List for Region 2
for Ecuador ond Peru were based on the best available information, including
data available in the archives of the Union.

McIntosh
Chairman
Working Group 5B

International
Teiecommuntcatkin Union

EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
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Suppl. No. 1 - Doc. 255 - E
2 November 1951*

Geneva, 1951
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SUPPLEMENT No, 1

TO DOCUMENT 255

/

11ANNEX A”

in Document 255 refers to the new International Frequency List
for Region 2
bands 150 -

HANNEX Bn

(Document 224, Booklets A, B, C, E, F) for the
535 kc/s and 1605 - 4000 kc/s.

in Document 255 refers to the new International Frequency List
for Region 2 (Document 224, Booklet D)
1605 kc/s.

for the band 535 -
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REPORT

by
WORKING GROUP 5C
to
COMMITTEE 5

1*
This report constitutesthe final report of Working Group 5C to
Committee 5*
1.1

It deals with the draft list for Region 3 in accordance with points
l) and Z) of the terms of reference of Committee 5 laid down in Document 28
and with the decisions taken at the first meeting of Committee 5 (Document
30).
#
*

#

2*
At its first meeting, Working Group 5C unanimously appointed
Mr# Dobbyn, Delegate of Australia, as Vice-Chairman*
3*
The work of the Group has been conducted in accordance with the
decisions set out in Document 56 and 93# It may be summarized as follows t
3*1

First of all, the draft list prepared by the Region 3 Administra
tive Conference (Geneva 1949) was revised to take account of the comments
made by Administrations and delegations. Subsequently? consideration was
given to the additional requirements submitted after the Administrative
Conference for Region 3, in conformity with Article II of Part I of the Final
Acts of that Conference.

3*2

The Group was divided into two Sub-groups £C1 and 5C2, in order to
carry out its work, Mr. Sastry (Delegate of India) was unanimously elected
Chairman of the first group which was entrusted with the study of all
questions relating to broadcasting in the bands between 150 and 3900 kc/s,
first consideration being given to the bands from 2300 to 2495 kc/s and
3200 to 3400 kc/s, in which tropical broadcasting has priority*

Bn
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3*3

Mr4 Dobbyn, (Delegate of Australia) was unanimously elected
Chairman of the second group, which was to undertake the study of the
services other than broadcasting in the bands 150 - 2850 kc/s, 3155 3400 kc/s and 3500 - 3900 kc/s as soon as the results of the work of Group
5C1 on broadcasting in these bands were available*

3*4

The results of this work are contained in Document 168, which is
composed of the following publications i

Booklets and
Supplements

Addenda and
Corrigenda

Booklet 1

Noo 1 and No* 2

Booklet 2

Noc 1

Booklet 3

No& 1, No* 2 and No* 3

Booklet 4

No* 1, No* 2 and No* 3

Booklet 5

No* 1 and No* 2

Supplement No* 1

No, 1

Supplement No® 2
Supplement No* 3

No* 1

4*
Working Group 5C considers that the collaboration between the
various delegations during the Conference has afforded an excellent oppor
tunity to prepare a plan* Although there are certain deficiencies as regards
protection for common and adjacent channels, and it has been impossible to
include all the new requirements submitted, the Region 3 delegations have
.accepted the results as the best compromise for the time being*
4*1

These results were accepted by Working Group 5C without any
opposition from delegations members of Region 3a

4**2

The Group considers that these results may be submitted in this
form to Working Group 5E (Inter-Regional) as laid down in Document 30, for
coordination with the plans prepared by other Working Groups of Committee 5#
4*3*1
Working Group 50 wishes to point out that the large number of re
quirements in some areas has sometimes made it impossible to apply strictly
the technical provisions and recommendations prescribed at Atlantic City*
4^3*2
Nevertheless, in the case of the assignment of the same frequency
and the assignment of adjacent channels, stations which are widely separated
geographically have been chosen whenever possible©

Bn
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4„4

The spirit of cooperation which has existed throughout the work of
theGroup gives us every reason to believe that further improvementsmay be
made as a result of direct agreement between administrations*

4*5

At the meeting of Working Group 5C held on 19 October 1951, the
USSR Delegation stated that it could not approve the draft list for Region 3
prepared by Working Group 5C* The statement of the USSR Delegation is set
out in Annex 3 to this report*

#

5*
5*1

#

Working Group 5C has also set up two other sub-groups i

1) Group 5C3 to study the band from 3900 - 3950 kc/s* The study of
this band made by the PFB for Region 3 is contained in list 3 of the Annex
to PFB Document 704*
5*1*1
Mr* McDonald, of the Delegation of Australia, was unanimously
elected Chairman of this Group*
5*1*2
The work of this Sub-working group was carried out in conformity
with the decision of Committee 1 (Document 102)*
Plan for the band 3900 - 3950 kc/s in Region 3
5*1*3
It was not possible to satisfy all the requirements submitted for
this band, and consequently complete agreement was not reached*
5*1*4
Requirements which have so far been accommodated appear in Annex 1
of this report*
5*1*5
Administrations which have not had all their requirements incor
porated in the list reserve the right to seek a satisfactory solution at a
later date*

5*2

2)
Sub-group 5C4, to draft a recommendation concerning the effective
date, in accordance with Article 15, Part II of the Final Acts of the Region
3 Administrative Conference (Geneva 194-9)*
5*2*1
Mr* Creighton, Member of the Delegation of the Colonies of the
United Kingdom, was elected Chairman unanimously*
5*2*2

The result of the work of this Sub-group is as follows :
Implementation of the Region 3 frequency lists

5*2*3
The Working Group has approved the draft recommendation by
Committee 5 to Committee 8 given in. Annex 2 herewith*

#

Bn
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6.

The statements made have been attached in the following annexes!
United States Territories

.Annex 4

India

i\nnex. 5

Philippines

Annex 6

USSR

Annex 7

Pakistan

Annex 8

7*

Before disbanding, Working Group 5C wishes to express its
gratitude to the Members of the IFRB, and especially to Mr* Wang, for their
valuable help, and to the staff of the Secretariat for the quality and speed
of their work and their linguistic help*

Chairman of Working Group 5C

J* Lalung-Bonnaire

Bn
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ANNEX

Plan for frequency band 3900-3950 kc/s. , Region 3*

Frequency

Station
Location

3905

Type of
station

Country

Power
kW

Hours of
operation
GoMoT©

Delhi

B

India

50

0030 ~ 0200)
1400 - 1950)

Madras

B

India

20

0100 * 0400)
1200 - 1830)

3915

Polo Bulacan

B

Philippines

10

2000 ~ 1600

Lahore

B

Pakistan

10

0100 - 1900

Karachi

B

Pakistan

10

0100 - 0500)
1200 - 1900)
to West Pakistan^
Afghanistan and Iran

Cebu

3920

B

Katherine
)
Wagin
)
Orange
) Ae M
Wangaratta )
Warwick
)
Port Moresby)

Philippines

10

2100 - 1600

Australia

5

HX

3923

Philippines

Ae M

Philippines

0,3

HX

3925

Delhi

B

India

5

1400 - 1800)
0100 - 0400)

Nagpur

B

India

10

1200 - 1830

Tokyo

B

Japan

10

2000 ~ 1100*
1100 - 1500 on basis
of non-interference to
India?

■ i......■
/i ■

Bn
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Rrequency

3930

Station
Location

Type of
station

Country

Philippines

Ae M

Philippines

0*3

HZ

Australia

5,0

HZ

Katherine
Wagin
Orange
Wangaratta
Warwick
Port Moresby

3935

Tabriz

)
)
) Ae M
)
}
)

B

Iran

Power
kW

10

Ho ws of
operation
G.M.T.

0200 - 0600)
1300 - 2130)

Teheran

B

Iran

20

0200 - 0600)
1300 - 2130)

3937

Semarang

B

Indonesia

5

2100 - 1600

Philippines

Ae M

Philippines

0<>3

HZ

Australia

5*0

HZ

Katherine
)
Wagin
)
Orange
) A© M
Wangaratta )
Warwick
)
Port Moresby)

3945

Bn

Srinagar

B

Pakistan

10

0230 -0730

Polo Bulacan

B

Philippines

10

2100 -* 1600

Lyndhurst

B

Australia

10

0S30 - 1400)
2000 - 2230)

Tokyo

B

Japan

2

2300 - 0,900
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2

Draft Rocommendation for the,Appljcation in Region 3 of
thq Provis ions,.,of. the.Atlantic Gltv Radio Regulations
rola ujLng_ to the bands between 150 ond
'ka//B?
~ 1 5 5 . A ^ 2 8 0 ) ^ s ~ a r ^ T < X > to. 39£plce7s«.
~

“

“

Committee 5,

<5onsiderj.ng
lo

that tho frequency lists prepared by Committee 5 for the bands
‘150 to 2850 kc/s and 3155 to 3900 kc/s for Region 3 ore acceptable to the
delegations concerned?

2*

that it is dosirable that the lists should bo implemented as early
os possible?

3#

that because of tho geographical configuration of Region 3, it may
bo possible for some Administrations to implement the lists by special
arrangements in advance of tho completion of implementation by the Region,
as a whole,
recommends to Committoo 8

1*

To make the necessary arrangements for the application of the
frequency list and of the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table for the
band 150 to 2850 kc/s, as well as of tho Articles ond Appendices of the Radio
Regulations pertaining thereto, at a date not earlier than 1st Docombor, 1952
and to allow a period of two months from tho actual date selected, during which
Administrations would effect tho necessary frequency adjustments*

2#

To make tho necessary arrangements for the application of the
frequency lists and of tho Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Tablo for tho
band 3155 - 34-00 kc/s and 3500 ■- 3900 kc/s, as well as of tho Articles and
Appendices of the Radio Regulations pertaining thereto, at a date not earlier
than 1st February, 1953, and to allow a period of not loss than three months
from any date selected, during which Administrations would effect tho nocos-,
sary froquency adjustments as far as practicable *

3*

That during tho adjustment periods mentioned abovo, Administrations
should do their utmost, by special arrangements if necessary, to avoid causing
harmful interference betwoon now assignments in the lists and old assignments
which had not yet takon any new frequency allocated in tho lists*

4-*

That any Administration may move to new frequency assignments in
the lists before the dotes quoted above in each of tho bands concorned, pro
vided that no harmful interference is caused thereby to existing operations
or assignmentso

5»

To moke the necessary arrangements for the publication of a special
List of Coast and Ship Stations, setting out the particulars of tho new
frequency assignments for Region 3 in the bands 405 to 535 kc/s and 1605 to
3900 ond showing tho dote on which these new assignments will bo brought into
forceo

-

b
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A N N E, X J*

•’The Soviet Delegation has examined the draft Frequency Assignment
Plan for Region 3, including the amendments and additions to that Plan
contained in Document 168 (Booklets I, III, IV, V), and considers it
necessary to make the following comments :
1.

The Delegation of the Soviet Union in Document 116 has already drawn
the attention of countries in Region 3 to the consequences which would arise
if the Plan for Region 3 did not take into account the existing allocation
of frequencies in countries bordering on Region 3, in particular the fre
quencies utilized by USSR stations in the Caucasus, Central Asia and Far
East areas. These comments by the Soviet Delegation were disregarded by
tho Working Group, and in the revised draft Plan for Region 3 the number
of frequencies coinciding with those of the USSR, or close to them, rose to
about 400. Considerable mutual interference between the radiocommunication
and broadcasting services of the USSR and those of the Region 3 countries
bordering on the USSR would be an inevitable consequence of any attempt to
implement such a plan.
It is therefore obvious that the draft Plan submitted takes no account
of the existing utilization of frequencies by countries as shown in the
Berne List and fails to provide the necessary conditions for the normal
operation of the radio services of the Region 3 countries bordering on the
USSR and of some of the Region 1 countries (i.e. the USSR, the Mongolian
People’s Republic), since the Plan is not coordinated with the existing
utilization of frequencies in the USSR and the Mongolian People's Republic.
In pointing out this circumstance, the Soviet Delegation considers
it necessary to note the following :
(a)

In the bands 150-285 kc/s and 535-1605 kc/s the Copenhagen
Broadcasting Plan covers the Region 1 radio stations west of
the 40th meridian and does not include USSR stations operating
east of the 40th meridian, which utilize the frequencies notified
in the Berne List.

(b)

The Region 1 draft Frequency Assignment Plan submitted (which is
unacceptable to the USSR) takes no account, in particular, of
the radio stations of the various USSR services in the eastern
phrt of the Soviet Union, or of the radio stations of the
Mongolian People's Republic.

The Region 3 Frequency Assignment Plan which allots to Region 3
countries up to 400 frequencies registered by the USSR in the Berne List,
takes no account whatsoever of possible mutual interference, and is there
fore unacceptable.

Cp
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2.

The Region 3 draft Frequency Assignment Plan submitted has no real
value, as one of the largest countries in Region 3, the People’s Republic
of China, was not invited to take part in the compilation and preparation
of the Plan and consequently the real needs of the Chinese People's
Republic are not taken into consideration in the draft Plan,
In view of the above, the Delegation of the USSR declares that the
Region 3 draft Frequency Assignment Plan submitted for consideration by
Working Group 5C is unacceptable and cannot be recommended for approval
by Committee 5»n

The Delegation of the USSR
I. Tsicgqv&tov

Cp
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/iHMEX k
Statement of tho Spokosnan for tho Torritorios of tho
Unitod States of America* regarding Implementation
of tho Rogion 3 Frequency Lists

Because of operations in tho For East resulting from decisions takon
by tho Unitod Notions, the Territories of tho Unitod States of America may
find it nocossary, to the extont that such operations may bo continued
without interruption, to dofor adjustment of frequencies to conform with
tho Rogion 3 froquoncy lists beyond tho datos which nay bo ostablishod for
making such adjustments#

(signed)

az

R# Wilcox

- 11 (Doc. 256 - E)

AMEX 5

Reservation bv the Delegation of India

The Delegation of India does not, at present, agree to tho
roforence either to the Atlantic City Allocation Tables or
Atlantic City Radio Regulations in the report of Working Group 5C,
particularly in Annex 2, till a decision is taken on tho imple
mentation of the complete spectrum* The Delegation of India
rosorvos its right to refer to this point at the appropriate time.

(sd)

Gn

M. Lo Sastry
for tho Delegation of India

-

12 -
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ANNEX 6

Statement by tho Delegation of the Philippines
on 30 October 1951

In view of the position of the Philippines in the Far
East,. I wish to state the support of my Delegation to tho
views expressed by the Delegate of the United States regarding
paragraph 2 of the recommendations to Committee

(signed)

Gn

A. F» Alvendia

- 13 *
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ANNEX

7

Statement by the Delegation of the USSR
at the mooting of Working Group 5C on 30 Qctobor 1951

In connection with the submission to Committee 5 of the draft
frequency assignment plan for Region 3, tho Delegation of the Soviet Union
considers it nocossary to comment as follows :
1.
The Delegation of the Soviet Union in its Document 116, as well
as in its statements at the meetings of Working Group 5C, has drawn tho
attention of Region 3 countries to tho consequences which must be expected
if the Region 3 plan fails to take into account the existing distribution
of frequencies in countrios bordering on Region 3, in particular of those
used by the USSR stations in the Caucasus, Central Asia and Far East areas*
Sinco tho comments of the Soviet delegation wore disregarded and
since the revised draft Rogion 3 Plan shows an increased number of fre
quencies coinciding with those used by the USSR, tho IBSR Delegation
declares that it considers the proposed draft Rogion 3 plan unacceptable
2.
Tho draft Region 3 Plan with its amendments
real significance, as one of the largest countries
Republic of "China, was not invited to take part in
preparation, and as tho real needs of the People’s
not taken into consideration in the plan.

and additions has no
in Rogion 3, the People’s
its compilation and
Republic of China are

In its Document 116, the Soviet Delegation has already drawn the
attention of Region 3 countries to that circumstance, but so far notiling
has been done to take the real needs of the People’s Republic of China
into account.
In view of tho above, the Delegation of the USSR declares that
the draft Region 3 frequency assignment plan submitted for consideration
by Working Group 5C is unacceptable and cannot bo recommended to Committee 5
for approval.

IBSR Delegation
(Signed)

Jclozowa
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ANNEX 8

Reservation by the Delegation of Pakistan

With regard to implementation of the Region 3 Plan, we wish to
reserve our position at this stage as in our opinion, the process of
implementation of the Region 3 Plan will be determined by the decisions
to be arrived at with regard to the other portions of the Atlantic City
Frequency Allocation Table.

(signed)

S.A. Aziz

for the Pakistan Delegation.

HI.
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WORKING GROUP 5A (REGION l)
Repart of the sixth meeting Wednesday. 31 October 1951c

The Agenda (D«,T/104) was adapted by the Group®
1*
Item 1 on the Agenda - Report of the fourth meeting (Document 215) ■
The document-was approved without comment©
2*
Item 2 on the Agenda - Report by Sub-Working Group 5A3 - African
area (D*T© 71 - DoT, 97 and Corrigendum)©
2«1

Mr. Creightona Chairman of Sub-Working Group 5A3, introduced the
above three documents and added?
(a) that, at the request of the Yemen Delegation, Sub-Working Group 5A3
proposed the following assignments, which differed slightly from
those requested?
1 - Hodeida

522 kc/s - 0*5 kW

FC CP

2 - Hodeida

4*61 kc/s - 0*5 kW

FC CP

3 - Tahif

516 kc/s - 0*5 kW

FC CP

4 - Tahif

421 kc/s - 0©5 kW

FC CP

Mr© Creighton would ask the Yemen Delegate for his consent©
(b) that, to avoid possible interference, the frequency assigned to the
Baghdad (Irak) station had been transferred from 764 kc/s to 90S
kc/s*

2*2

The I>elega£§~££.J*§BS£J8Y§£S§g§. stated that the 275 Kc/s frequency
assigned to Benito might cause interference to some radio beacons in French
Equatorial Africa*
Mr© Creighton would note this in an additional corrigendum©

Bn
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2,3

As regards suggestions to be submitted for the implementation of
the bands dealt with by S.W„G» 5A3, the Group decided to adopt those given
in the final report of W.G, 5A3, i«e#«
Oh the question of implementation the Working Group considered that
in view of the frequency ranges concerned, the frequency lists for
the African Region could be implemented at any time without inter
ference to frequencies in the European Regions except possibly in
some isolated cases to the north of the African Region, The Dele
gation of Egypt was not present at the final meeting and therefore
was unable to give its views on this question of implementation.
However, so far as the other members were concerned, it was felt
that it would be most desirable to implement the medium wave broad
casting list as soon as possible and the date of commencement of
1 January 1952, with completion on 29 February 1952, was agreed as
possible. The other bands could follow at any time afterwards,

2*4

Group 5A adopted the documents submitted by S.W.G, 5A3, subject to
the amendments mentioned in No, 2,1 and 2,2 and other drafting amendments.
On behalf of W.G, 5A the Chairman thanked Mr, Creighton and his
colleagues for the excellent work they had done,
3*
Item 3 of the Agenda - Approval of Corrigenda Nos, 3 and 4 of SubWorking Group 5A2 (Documents 198 and 236)*
Mr, Henrv. Chairman of S,W,G<> 5A2, informed the Group that the two
documents had been studied in detail by the Sub-Group; the following amend
ments should be made to Document 236?
a)

the addition suggested under 1652,5 kc/s (page 2) was not accepted
by the Belgian Delegation, A solution would be sought in the
afternoon;

b)

as the addition of Bratislava under 1715 kc/s might cause harmful
interference to Italian stations on the same frequency, it was
suggested that the addition be deleted;

c)

the addition of Riga under 1769 kc/s was not accepted by the
Swedish Delegation as it would interfere with the station of
Stafsnas on 1771 ko/s; it was proposed to delete the addition?

d)

it was agreed to assign 3161 ka/s to Germany*s ship-shore service#

- 3 (Doc* 257 - E)
3*1
The Delegatiors of the USSR* the P0R<, of Albania, the P*R» of Bulgaria
the Roumaininn PoR», Czechoslovakia and the Hungarian P»R+ could not accept
Document 236 since it did not include all their countries’ requirements,.
They reserved the right to take the matter up again when all the corrigenda,
with their amendments, had been published*
3*2
Mro Henry. Chairmanof S.W.G* 5 A2, explained that Document 236
included all the additional requirements which it had been possible to fit
into the plan without detracting from its value*
3*5
The Observer of the Soviet Occupation Zone in Germany made a state
ment which is given in Annex No* 1*

3*6

Mro Henry said that the requirements submitted to the Region 1
Conference (Geneva 1949) had been met*
The Chairman would ask the Secretariat of the I,T»U« for details of
the new requirements of the Soviet Occupation Zone in Germany*
3*7
On approposal by the Delegate of Belgium* which was seconded by the
Delegate of FranceT Portugal and the United Kingdom♦ the Group adopted
Documents Nos* 198 and~23§7”subject to the amendments discussed during the
meeting, and decided to forward them to Committee 5«
The result of the vote was as follows s 23 votes in favour Of
adopting the document; none against 5 8 abstentions0
4*

Item 4 of the Agenda - Bringing the bands between 255 and 415 kc/s into
operation*
The Chairman recalled that the question appertained to Point 3 of
the torms of reference of Committee 5 (Document 28) and had been dealt with
in a report by the Danish Administration, the centralizing body for operations
relating to the implementation of the Copenhagen Plans^l 948)o While the
major part of the above mentioned band had already been implemented, a certain
part cf tho hotti & S 1 appeared to be in an interim stage, that required sono
elarifiaation*
4*1
The Delegate of France said it was necessary to bear in mind that
the new assignments made by Sub-Group 5 Al could be grouped as follows t
a) froquency modifications to eliminate interference between
radiobeocons5
b) assignments for future installations;
c) frequency modifications for radiobeacons now in service but for
which no provision was made in the 1949 plan, and which would
have to change frequencies if they were to be included in the
• amended new plan*

,

Bw
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4»2
The Delegate of Portugal suggested that a small ad hoc group should
be asked to prepare a text which could be discussed quickly. His proposal
was seconded by the Delegations of the United Kingdom and Belgium*
4*3
The Delegation of the USSR saw no point in discussing the matter until
there was a complete list of assignments©
4.4
The Delegate of the Bielorussian SSR„ seconded by the Delegate of
Czechoslovakia. proposed that the matter should not be dealt with and that
the Working Group suggested by the Delegate of Portugal should not be set tip*
4.5
The proposal by the Bielorussian SSR was put to the vote and rejected
by 21 votes to 8©
5,

The ad hoc Group was then set up^. its members being Mr© Chef (French
Delegation) and Mr© Svenningsen (Danish Delegation)© It was asked to prepare
a text for submission to Committee 5 and Committee 8»

6.

Other business
The Chairman suggested that at the next meeting the Group should
consider the parts to be maintained, deleted or added to those accompanying
the lists of assignments in the Final Acts of the Region 1 Conference (1949)#
for inclusion in the Final Acts of the present Conference©
6*1
On a proposal by the Delegation of the United Kingdom an ad hoc group
was set up, consisting of the Chairman of Group 5A ond the Chairmen of the
Sub-Groups# to prepare modifications to the Final Acts of the Region 1
Conference (1949) for submission to the next meeting.
The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m©

Chairman of Working Group 5A
L0 Sacco

Bw

w 5 **
(Doc, 257 - E)

A H H E X.

1

ii u — Mmm

Statement by the Representative of the Soviet Control Commission in
Germany made at the meeting of Working Grout) 5A held on 31 *10 <.51

In my capacity of representative of the Soviet Control Commission
in Germany I h^ve studied the documents issued by Working Group 5A,
containing all the amendments to the Region 1 draf t Plan> including
Document 23&*
These documents show that the frequency requirements of radio
stations located in the territory of the German Democratic Republic have
not been satisfied at all adequately*
At the same time^ these draft plans allocate 189 frequencies to
radio stations located in the territory of Western Germany for their fixed
aeronautical and maritime services* These are %

35 frequencies
14-6 frequencies
8 frequencies

in the 255 ~ 415 kc/s band
in the 1605 -3900 kc/s band
in the 285 -* 315 kc/s band*

Only three frequencies in the 1605 - 3900 kc/s band ore assigned for
the territory of the German Democratic Republic* This amounts to only
2*8 % of the frequencies required*
*
]
The General Secretariat of the International Telecommunication Union
is in possession of information regarding the frequency requirements of
radio stations located in theterritory of the GermanDemocraticRepublic*
;
These requirements should have been taken into accountby theWorking Group*
The action of Working Group 5A of disregarding these requirements
when preparing the draft frequency list for Region I is inadmissible and
contrary to the Atlantic City Resolution relating to the preparation of,
the New International Froquency List9

'

Irrespective of the methods employed by Working Group 5A in the
preparation of the draft plan> all the requirements of the radio services
of all countrios should have been taken into account#
I strongly object to these incorrect actions on the part of Working
Group 5A and consider that the Group should take steps to include in the
draft plan all frequency requirements of radio stations operating in the
territory of the German Democratic Republic#

Representative of the Soviet Control
Commission in Germany ’
Ch

Sliousarev

International
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Schedule from 5 to 10 November 1951

This schedule being subject to amendment, delegates are requested to refer to the daily schedule*
The word ^Meeting” denotes a meeting of the committee
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COMMITTEE 7

REPORT

OF THE 10th MEETING

30th October 1951 - 3«15 p* m*

Hr* Acton (Canada), In the Chair.
1*1

The Chairman opened the meeting by saying that Document 242 had just
been distributed* This document contained the report of the Ad Hoc Group
and he would give delegates a few minutes to study it after tdiich he would
give the floor to Sir Robert Craigie.

1.2

The Delegate of the USSR said that he had just received, the document
and that it was still being translated and he asked for 15 minutes for
consideration*

1*3

The Chairman said that if the Delegate of the USSR agreed he would
ask Sir Robert Gsaigie, the Chairman, of the Ad Hoc Group, to introduce the
document and he would ask the Delegate of Egypt to speak on the formal
proposal he had made at an earlier meeting* The Committee should then pass
on to other subjects and discuss Document 242 after tho break*

1*4

The Delegate of the USSR agreed ho this procedure*

1*5

Sir Robert Craigie. speaking as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, said
that the Group had not had time to consider all the questions which had been
raised, they had, however, given careful consideration to page 19 of Document
218 and they had agreed unanimously that Document 218 should contain no
reference to priorities or to the interim status of frequencies* It was
agreed that the description of what should be entered in column 2(c) of the
Interim International Frequency List should be described in the Annex to
Part III of the docunent which is contained on page 15* The details of the
proposal wore contained in Docunent 242* If the proposal were accepted by the
Committee the Ad Hoc Group would later make recommendations for consequential
amendments*

1*6

The Delegate of Egypt said that Document 242 took full account of
the views expressed in the Egyptian proposal which he had put forward at
the previous meeting and he wished to withdraw that proposal.

— 2 *■»
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1*7

Tho Delogato of India said that ho also agreed that tho proposal which
he had seconded should be withdrawn*

l*o

The Delogato of New Zoaland said that tho document did not meet the
wishes of tho Now Zeeland Delegation. His Delegation thought that dates
should not bo publishod. At a previous meeting he had said that if dates were
to bo publishod it should bo specifically stated that they were for information
only and had no significance as regards the ownership of frequencies# His
Delegation did not wish to agree to the withdrawal of tho Egyptian proposal*

1.9

The Chairman proposed that the Committee'should continue examination of
Document 218 and he asked that delegations should not submit drafting changes
to the Committee but only changes in substance# Drafting changes should be
submitted direct to tho Ad Hoc Group*

1*10

The Delegate of Italy roferring to Document 218
paragraph (g) in Section XI on page 7. The IFRB could
Administrations which did not ask for assistance# The
seemed to bo adequately covorod in paragraphs (d) and

1,11

The Delegate of tho United Kingdom said that the IFRB would help by
showing Administrations how minor adjustments in frequencies could assist
transmission or how an interchange of assignments could ease the way for
sorvices to move into tho Atlantic City bands# Tho IFRB could only make
suggestions and could not instruct Administrations to take Action# Their
suggestions, however, could help to facilitate the process#

1*12

The Chairman of the IFRB said that he would refer the Delegate of Italy
to Sections 356 and 359 of the Radio Regulations. Tho Ad Hoc Group had thought
that paragraph (g) was in lino with these paragraphs#
After discussion the Chairman of the IFRB said that as requested by the
Delegate of Italy he would ask the Ad Hoc Group to re-examine the text to
bring it noro in lino with the wording of the Radio Regulations#

1*13

The Delegate of India proposed an addition to the toxt of Document 218
by inserting a new paragraph on page 7 between (f) and (g) * The text is as
follows :

asked what was noant by
not take action towards
functions of the IFRB
(h) in this section#

"During the interim period, if a country finds itself unable to move
out-of-band operations into in-bands, or to opon now services in
conformity with the Atlantic City Allocation Tables, duo to tho fact
that its territory is predominantly covered, occupied or utilized by
the radiations over it by tho transmissions of other countries, then
these countries, who by their operations so restrict the activities of
the former country, agreo to endeavour to readjust their operations,
either by consolidation or limiting the hours of operations, or
geographical sharing or other agreements, and release adeauate
frequencies to tho country to enable it. to. reasonably eet* y -eat tho
objectives of the interim period"•
The Delegate of India asked supporters of evolution to accept this
amendment*
Bz
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1.14

The Delegate of the USA, said that the Indian proposal appeared to try
to cover points which were already contained in Section II of Document 218.
The Delegate could not discover how this paragraph could be administered by
Adninistrations or by the IFRB* All countries would have the sane problem
and he could not see why any country would be in a unique position in a
particular case,. If we were thinking of a certain country whose territory
was covered by the transmissions of other countries, presumably all other
Members of the Union -were contributing to this coverage* not only one or two
Members of the Union, The suggestion that other Members of the Union should
re-adjust their operations every time a request of this kind was made would
necessitate a new radio conference at frequent intervals*

1.15

The Delegate of Egypt said that the Indian proposal was in line with
paragraph (f) on page 7* Perhaps the views of the Indian Delegation could
be taken into account by a slight amendment to paragraph f)o The interim
period would be very difficult and unless big countries did everything possible
to help, other countries would find it difficult to move in and the implement
ation of the mobile bands would be impossible*

1.16

The Chairman said that the Ad Hoc Group would take the Indian amendment
into consideration,

1*17

'The Delegate of Israel asked whether the Indian amendment referred to
interference to domestic services or to international services,

1*18

The Delegate of New Zealand said that from preliminary consideration
of the Indian proposal, he doubted if it was necessary to cover the point
specifically. He supported the Delegate of the USA in his view that this
course was undesirable; provision could be made for it in the more general
paragraphs*

1*19

The Delegate of India said that h e ‘would accept any drafting changes
provided the point of substance was accepted in Section II, In any one
case it was possible to make a division of frequencies in use between countries,
and it m s possible to see which country was the principal user of frequency
in that area, This was not a problem that would necessarily affect all Members
of the Union but only one or two, and it was possible to decide which were
those one or two countries, India wanted to ask countries which had the lionfs
share of frequencies to say that they would be willing to give them up in
certain circumstances and this point should be specifically mentioned in the
docunent. This was a test of the willingness of countries to cooperate. He
was referring principally to services passing through the country by chance
but his amendment referred in general to all services*

1*20

The Delegate of Portugal said tint in Section II, paragraphs a), b) and
c) seemed to have prominence and appeared to bo regarded as tho main possibi
lity* The Delegate thought tint it was impossible to have an exchange between
broadcasting services and fixed services or between fixed services and
maritime or aeronautical services,because these changes would conflict with
the plan for tho mobile bands. He suggested that there should be an alteration
in the order of paragraphs here and he also suggested that a sentence should
be added at the end of paragraph f) to the effect that Adninistrations should
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inform tho IFRB of frequencies which time sharing had enabled then to
liberate.
1*21

The Chairman asked if there were any more comments on Section II or
Section III of the docunent* There being none he passed on to Section IV.

1.22

Tho Delegate of Portugal said that the question of knowing what
frequencies were being used in each circuit was important, so that the
possibilities of tine sharing could be seen. He proposed in this Section
to add a new paragraph between paragraphs 2 and 3« He would submit the text
to the Acl Hoc Group but the sense of his new paragraph would be that
whenever it proved necessary for studying the possibility of tine-sharing
a frequency. Administrations would supply, at the request of the IFRB,
information on the other frequencies used in the same circuit and on
operating conditions, ctc0 The IFRB would examine the value of the
distribution of this information taking its volume into account.

1*23

The Delegate of the USA said that the Portuguese suggestion would
involve Delegates in a great deal of Statistical frork.Did tho Delegate of
Portugal realize the implications of his proposal?

1*24

The Delegate of Portugal said that his idea was that this proposal
should hot be interpreted too strictly. A few details of hours of operation
and other similar matters wore what was required. It was not necessary to
consider, the total nunbor of telegrams that were sent on each frequency.,

1*25

The Delegate of the Bielorussian SSR made the following statement :
" The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR cannot agroe to Section IV
of Document 218 concerning the IFRB or to the proposal mado by the
Delegation of Portugal.
The Delegation of tho Bielorussian SSR considers that proposals
to charge the IFRB with additional duties contradict the provisions
of the Convention (Article 6) and the Radio Regulations, and are
'therefore illegal.
The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR will vote against Docunent
218, which contains illegal and unacceptable proposals, among them
those concerning the IFRB*"

1*26

The Delegate of Australia referred to paragraph 1 (a) of Section IV
on page 7. He objected to the proposal that information should not be
supplied earlier than four weeks before the date for the change of frequencies*
He thought "four weeks" should be altered to read "as early as possible".

1*27

The Delegate of*the USA said that, with reference to the four weeks^
period, the intention of the Ad Hoe Group as he understood it bad been that .
information contained in the interim list should be as current as possible.
The purpose of putting a limit of time was to avoid long advance notifications
and resultant difficulties.

1.28

The Delegate of Canada said that he supported the Australian amendment.
He proposed a wording for this sentence which he would hand to the ad Hoc
Group* The sense of the amendment would be that Adninistrations should,
whenever practicable, inform the IFRB in advance of any proposed change in
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frequency usage and that information should reach the IFRB not later than
2 weeks before the date for such a change» He also proposed that the reference
to 11test transmissions" should be deleted since any kind of transmission
was likely to cause interferenceo
1,29

The Delegate of Franco said that he supported the Canadian proposal.
There were, however, points that were not clear in sub-paragraphs 1 (a) and
1 (b) in Section IV on the question of the period of "test transmissions" *
He thought that, in general, he could support the paragraph as amended by
the Canadian Delegation,

1*30

The Chairman asked if there were any further comments on Section IV
and there being none, passed on to Section V, "Harmful Interference",

1.31

The Delegate of South Africa proposed an amendment to Section V and
said that he would hand the text of his amendment to the Ad Hpc Group*
The text is as follows :
n 1* $hen transfers of out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies,
or activation of new in-band assignments, result in harmful inter
ference to assignments utilizing frequencies in accordance with
the information received by the IFRB for inclusion in the Interim
International Frequency List, the Administration whose service is
being interfered with, shall immediately notify simultaneously the
Administration causing such interference, and the IFRB,
. 2, Administrations which have been informed that .their transfer of
assignments or activation of new in-tand assignments has resulted
in harmful interference 'will immediately suspend transmission on
the interfering frequency and will revert temporarily to the
out-of-band frequency originally occupied by it»
3. Thereafter the IFRB shall take such action or make such recommend
ation as may be necessary to transfer the out-of-band frequency
to an in-tand assignment, or to advise the Administration concerned
to seek by monitoring other spaces in the spectrum which appear
to offer possibilities for accommodating the out-of-band assignment",

1.32

The Delegate of Australia said that it might not be necessary to revert
back to the old frequency if harmful interference resulted on moving into
band since a small shift night be necessary. He proposed that the South African
amendment should be altered to allow account to bo taken of this point.

1.33

The Chairman suggested that the Delegations of Australia and South
Africa should consult and submit a joint text to the Ad Hoc Group,

1*34

The Chairman of the IFRB said that according to Article 14 of the
Radio Regulations, the IFRB could only intervene at the very last moment in
cases of interference. If all complaints were referred to the IFRB they
would be snowed under.

1*35

The Delegate of Ethiopia said that there were certain points in which
Sections IV et V tied in together* Test transmissions would have to be
notified before they began or harmful interference would result.
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1*36

Tho Chairman of the IFRB said that, according to Section IV,
Adninistrations ■'would advise the IFRB in advance of any changes and the Board
would be in a position to advise those Adninistrations who were likely to
be affected. If the IFRB advised all Adninistrations of all changes proposed,
not only the IFRB but Adninistrations would be submerged in paper.

1 *3 7

The Delegate, of Ethiopia said that if the IFRB expected to be snowed
under by notifications it looked as though some Adninistrations were likely
to be snowed under by interference.

2,1

The Committee recessed at this point and on resumption the Chairman
said that Document 242 should now be taken into consideration*

2,2

The Delegate of New Zealand said that he wanted more time to study
the document* He m s not quite clear whether the points he had nade at
yesterday9^ meeting had been taken into account. He thought that several
Delegations had expressed misgivings as regards the publication of dates.
He had handed in a text to the Ad Hoc Group which was intended for page IB
of Docunent 21a* He had proposed that dates might be used in bilateral
negotiations for settling problems of interference but not in conferring
priority rights* We had all had experience of the way in which these dates
had been given an intrinsic value and this idea seemed to be quite wrong.
Something should be said in the docunent to make it quite clear that the
publication of dates was for information and that dates did not convey a
priority right.

2 .3

The Delegate of Egypt said that the Ad Hoc Group, in which he had taken
part, had given very careful and lengthy consideration to all the proposals.
The views of his Delegation were that the Conference should not take the risk
of mentioning dates and thus giving them a legal significance, Ia cases of
dispute it was wrong to mention dates* The proper way to clear interference
was by goodwill* It was not dates that were important but the Articles in the
Radio Regulations and in the Convention* This vas why the Egyptian Delegation
had withdrawn the proposal which it had made. The change of substance that had
been made in Document 242 was that there was no mention of "status's If we said
that dates had no value we implied that they had had some value at some time*

2.4

The Delegate of Italy asked whether the reference to the ITU list of
Frequencies included the Supplement?
, if so, up to what date would these
Supplements be taken? This nust be made
.

2.5

The Delegate of India said that he had referred to consequential
amendments if it was decided that dates did not confer status. He could not
see why dates should be included in the Interim International Frequency List.
These dates were to be seen in the Berne List, or they could be seen in
supplements of the Interim International Frequency List when the notification
was first published. They ought not to be included in the Recapitulatory List.

2.6

Sir Robert Craigie, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, said that whenever
the Group had*come"tcf the word "priority”, a distinct shiver had run through
the meetingo These were very deep waters and he appealed to the New Zealand
Delegate not to ask the Committee to dive into them, since the document as it
stood made no change in the present situation regarding this problem*
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2*7

The Delegate of New Zealand said that he was wondering whether’to take
the plunge* He felt that he m s being invited to have a swim in something
disagreeable* There were some very uhpleasant features in the adjustment
method and he hoped that these could be dealt with* He agreed that the problem
was a difficult one to discuss, but the problem existed and everyone knew
about it* There was going to be great difficulty in implementing by the
method of adjustment but we all wanted to make it work as well as we could*
Document 131 said that interference should be eliminated by goodwill and
cooperation^ If this could be written into the Final Acts it would show that ,
the date was not an entry to be taken into consideration*

2*8

The Delegate of the USA proposed that Document 242 should be accepted
on a provisional basis* There had been a complete day}s debate on this
question*

2*9

After some discussion on this question and since several Delegates
still wished for the floor, the meeting continued*,

2*10

The Delegate of Pakistan said that there had been full discussion on
Document 242 in the Ad Hoc Group but he had newer assumed that the Group
would have the last word* It appeared that seme Delegations1 views had not
been fully taken into account in the report of the Ad Hoc Group and he
suggested that the Ad Hoc Group should take these points also into consider
ation©

2*11

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement !
n

Chairman,

The Delegation of the USSR has studied Document 242 which was distributed
at to-day Js meeting* The docunent continues the elaboration with certain minor
amendments of the proposals contained in Document 218, published earlier*
The proposals referred to in Document 242, namely i
(1) the proposal to establish an "Interim International Frequency List";
(2) the proposal contained in the Annex to Part III (List of data);
(3) the main proposal to fix an

interim period";

are wholly contrary to the Radio Regulations (Article 4-7, No„1077).
I must recall that the Radio Regulations may be revised only by an
Ordinary Administrative Conference and that the present Conference is not
empowered to revise the Regulations*
Therefore none of these decisions contemplated by Committee 7 will carry
any legal force*
The Delegation of the USSR is unable to support'these illegal attempts
to violate the Regulations and we will vote against the proposals contained
in Document 242"»
2 *1 2

Bz

The Delegate of Chile said that he wished to express his point of view
as a member of the Ad Hoc Group* He had supported the New Zealand Delegate
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yesterday, but after discussion in the Ad Hoc.Group, ho agreed with the
decision contained in Document 242 which seemed the best way to get over the
difficulty of mentioning priority or status of frequencies«
2>12

The Delegate of Italy recalled that he had raised a point on page 3 of
■ Document 242 concerning the addition of the ITU List of Frequencies which
would be taken into accounts

2*14

The Chairman of the IFKD said that in paragraphs 1 and 2, mentionwas
made of the last addition of the ITU List of Frequencies* If this was not
clear he would ask the Ad Hoc Group to enlarge on the points

2*15

The Delegate of Pakistan said that in the covering letter of Document
242, in the second paragraph, the phrase "the Group suggests" was used
deliberately to make it clear that there was no intention of finality*

2& 16

The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement :
" Mr* Chairman, Gentlemen,
The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR objects to the adoption of Document
242, as that document contains unacceptable proposals, in contradiction with
the Regulations, concerning the preparation of an Interim Frequency List and
referring to a so-called "interim period"* Our Delegation will therefore vote
against Document 242"*

2*17

The Chairman proposed that the Committee should provisionally accept
part D of Document 242» Part A would be discussed when we came to page 15
of Document 218* There would be no commitment and the Comittee should give
the question fuller consideration after drafting had been completed*

2*18

The Delegate of the Republic of Poland said that as the Chairman was
insisting that Document 242 should be adopted provisionally, he wished to make
it clear that the Delegation of the Republic of Poland shared the views of the
Delegation of the USSR and that they would vote against the document* He wished
to have his statement included in the Minutes.

2*19

The Delegate of New Zealand said that he would make a proposal on the
question of Section V on page 8 of Document 218 and he would hand this to
the Ad Hoc Group*

2*20

The Chairman suggested that the Committee should pass on to page 10
of Document 218 (English text) and deal with Part II of the document*
Committee 8 would deal with the first Articles in this part which were left
blank in the documents The main points contained in this part were covered
in the Preamble*

2>21

The Delegate of the PR of Dulimria and the PR of Albania said that
he had understood that Document 242 was to be put to the vote* Since it had
been accepted without a vote, he wished to make it clear that the Delegations
of Bulgaria and Albania opposed acceptance of this docunent, even on a
provisional basis*
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2 fl2 2

The Delegate of Egypt said that Part II of Document 218 would require
careful consideration in order to bring it into line with the Introduction
which had been drafted by,the Ad Hoc Group©

2.23

The Delegate of the USSR said that the discussion on Docunent 242 had
enabled the Committee to hear the various points of view. He felt that the
Committee should be consulted before the document m s adopted, even on a
provisional basis©

2«24

The Chairman proposed that the Committee should vote on Part D of
Docunent 242 only, since Part A was to be discussed later* He proposed that
the Committee should provisionally accept Part B of Document 242*

2*25

On a show of hands, there were 43 votes in favour, 9 against and 2
abstentions® The proposal was therefore adopted*

2*26

The Delegate of Pakistan said that he could not reconcile himself to
this method of adopting the paper which had appeared to be a notion of closure
and for this reason his Delegation had abstained.from voting*

2*27

The Delegate of India said that he had not been able to understand
the remarks of the Egyptian Delegation with reference to Part II of the
document* Whatever was vague in the Introduction should become clear in this
Part, where it would be clearly laid down how the future radio conference
would approve the Final International Frequency List* He wished to make it
clear that the Atlantic City Table could not come into force until the
International Frequency List had been approved by the conference* While the
process of moving into band was being watched by the Administrative Council,
the degree of satisfaction of Administrations should be taken into account*
This concerned not only the movements of out-of-band services into bands, but
also the establishment of new services in-band® In the Final List the emphasis
on planning should be brought out clearly. The Delegate hoped that the Ad Hoc
Group would take these points into account*

2*28

The Delegate of Switzerland referred to the title of the Article on
page 10 of Document 218 and pointed out that nBroadcasting” should be deleted.
He reminded the Chairman of the decision regarding broadcasting, to consider
only planning® The text should be altered to make this clear*

2*29

The Delegate of the USA said that with reference to the Preamble there
was a discrepancy in the Document between paragraph 2 of Section I and Section
III which referred to the suggestion in Document 131® The suggestion in
Docunent 131 had been concerning the compulsory period of the final phase.
It night be necessary to amend the document if Committee 8 were to decide to
adopt paragraph 2*232 a of Document 131 as it stood® He proposed that at the
end of paragraph 2 b) on page 11, we should add the words nif it determines
that sufficient progress has been made* If not, the question should be
considered at {subsequent sessions” *

2*30

The Dqle^J^jD£,Eg2pt said that he agreed with the remarks of the.
Delegate of Switzerland. This was why drastic changes would be necessary in
Part II and the Ad Hoc Group could study this question and bring a new
document for discussion® Meanwhile he suggested that both subjects should
be treated separately under this Chapter*
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2*31

Sir Robert Craigie* as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, asked for all
changes of subtance or drafting to be submitted to the Group in writing as
otherwise there was a danger that they would be overlooked.

2*32

The Delegate of Ethiopia asked for information as to vfoy 1955 had been
picked as the year for review of the progress made in implementation as
mentioned in paragraph 2t)on page 11*

2*33

The Chairman said that this date had been contained in Document 131
and had been carried forward by the Ad Hoc Group which had had no strong
views on the subject. There had to be some indication of when the Council
should consider the matter* At the same time, it is said that the IFRB should
report to each session of the Administrative Council and to Members of the
Union on the progress made*

2*34

The Delegate of Ethiopia was inclined to the view that 1955 was too
late and that the phrase ”1955 or earlier” would

b e h o tte r,:-

2*35

The Chairman of the IFRB said that he would like to inform the
Committee of the view of the Secretary General of the ITU who was also
Secretary of the Administrative Council. In his view the instructions
given in this Document to the Administrative Council were too abrupt and
he suggested that the Ad Hoc Group should modify the wording.

2*36

The Delegate of Italy said that this was an unacceptable error* The
Conference could not give orders to the Administrative Council .and this
should be altered.

2*37

The Chairman agreed that tho Ad Hoc Group should-be asked to take
this matter into consideration*
The meeting adjourned*
Rapporteurs s
J, Doublet
R^M* John
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Mr* Acton (Canada) in the Chair.
1*1

The Chairman asked the Chairman of the ad hoc Group to report on
progress in the Group.

1.2

Sir Robert Craigie. Chairman of the ad hoc Group, said that the
ad hoc Group had worked throughout the day*
They had given the most
careful consideration to all the documents which had been put before them
and to the various suggestions which had been made in the Committee. They
had agreed unanimously on an amended version of Part I of Document 218 which
they would suggest to the Committee and this had boon put into a document
which was now in process of translation.
He said that he would give an
outline of the reasons for the amendments that were proposed as they came up
for discussion.
The Group had commenced consideration of Part II of the
document but they were not yet ready to make suggestions. He realized that
some Delegations might feel that work in the ad hoc Group was rather slow
but members of the Group had shown great conscientiousness in discussion
and for this reason a certain amount of time was necessary.

1.3

The £M.rman said that he proposed that consideration of Part I of
the document should be deferred until the following afternoon when the
Committee should meet at 3 o'clock. For the moment the Committee should
discuss Parts II and III of the document.

1*4

The Delegate of India said that his Delegation considered that Part
II was very important.
A compromise would have to be contained in this
Part which dealt with the final phase.
The Conference had agreed to
evolution as an interim procedure. In the final phase, they wanted planning,
and they wanted an International Frequency List which would meet with the
approval of all countries. There would be entries in the registration column
of this list which would be a guarantee of‘international protection and
interference-free operation. The interim International Froquency List was
not to contain a registration column and it would be necessary to study tho
question of which entries from the interim list should go into the
registration column of the Final International Frequency List. The planners
. had suggested various methods by which this could be done but the Conference
could not decide now.
Administrations would have to submit proposals and
a decision would have to be reached before the entry into the final phase.
In the first phase all Administrations would cooperate to move into bonds
in the second phase we should concentrate on how to prepare the International
Frequency List.
The principle to be accepted by the Conference was that
the. International Frequency List should be produced from the Interim
International Frequency List by the application of technical principles and
by other methods proposed by Administrations.

Ge
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1.5

The Delegate of the U.S.A.said that India's proposal was contained
exactly on page 16 of the English text in Section III of Part III of the
document where it was said that "The IFRB shall begin, immediately at the
end of this Conference, to undertake studies to determine the solution to
the problem arising from the fact that at tho beginning of, and during the
final phase, there may be some out-of-band assignments still not transferred
to in-band frequencies | and that there may well be some unsatisfied actual
new requirements particularly for countries underdeveloped in the radio
communication field.
In this connection, the Board shall take into account
the technical principles submitted to the EARC, the technical principles
developed during the course of the work of the Provisional Frequency Board
and the recommendations made by the CCIR.n
As regards page 10, tho final phase, we had agreed to discuss this
question in Committee 8 but it was important to recognize tho/t, while the
method was voluntary in the interim phase, in the final phase it must be
compulsory? but before the final phase starts the IFRB would have made
studies and would have drafted the International Frequency List for submission
to Administrations or to a conference.
All India's points seomed to be
covered in Document 218.
The compulsory phase was necessary if the mobile
plans were to be implemented.

1.6

The Delegate of Pakistan said that allDelegations knew that the
Allocation Table reduced the space available for the fixed services. The
supporters of evolution said that all out-of-band services would have to be
brought into band without a plan. This was certain to involve difficulties
if harmful interference was to be avoided.
Some Delegations doubted whether
all services could be accommodated satisfactorily. The stipulation that
the complete International Frequency List should be approved by Administrations
was provided for to see that all operations were looked after satisfactorily.
The Conference should not give up hope of preparing a final plan. His
Delegation thought that the reference of the U.S.A. Delegation to a compulsory
final phase, when out-of-band operations must cease, sounded very dangerous.
The Pakistani Delegation was anxious to make a plan and thought that all
efforts should be devoted to that end,

1.7

The Delegate of India said that he would refer to the first point
made by the U.S.A. Delegate regarding page 16.
In paragraph 4 on this page
it said that if the IFRB found it impossible to prepare a draft International
Frequency List, they should refer to the Administrative Council for action.
It seemed to the Indian Delegation that wo should wait a very long time
and then the IFRB would refer the matter to the Administrative Council and
the Administrative Council would decide that the compulsory phase should
begin and we should be forced to move into band or to cease operations. Ho
could not see any compromise here.
The Indian Delegation would not ask for
the floor again.
They would listen to what other Delegations had to say
and then they would make up their own minds.

Go
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1.8

The Delegate of the U.S.A. said that some Delegations had said that
they could not accommodate out-of-band operations in-band during the interim
period* The IFRB, however, were not even to consider starting the final
phase until the proper period was reached when the great majority of
Administrations were ready.
In any case, the Administrative Council could
not act unless the IFRB made a recommendation, and even if the Administrative
Council decided to begin tho final phase, the question would bo referred to
Administrations for comments before tho final phase began. The U.S.A.
Delegation would agree to delete paragraph 4 on page 16 if the Conference
wished.
The only point they wished to make was that tho mobile bands could
not be implemented unless a process of evolution for the fixed ond broad
casting services was adopted by this Conference.

1*9

The Delegate of Cuba said that his Delegation had always favoured
planning but the facts wore not in accordance with their wishes. Of 15
broadcasting stations operated by Cuba, 13 were out-of-band and only 2
in-band.
They had been obliged to move the stations out-of-band because of
interference. Tho same applied to tho fixed services.
He could not agroo
to any suggestion that out-of-band operation should be obliged to cease
whore in-band operation was impossible.

1.10

The Delegate of Egypt said that divergent points of view would have
to bo reconciled so that the Conference should do the best thing possible for
the future.
He agreed that the broadcasting question could not be solved
without a plan but, all the sane, since wo wanted to try to implement the
mobile plans we would have to make an effort to novo the fixed services into
band. While this was going on wo would try to plan the broadcasting services
because their problem could not be solved by evolution* The Delegate
proposed several amendments to the document which he would submit in writing
to tho ad hoc Group.
In particular, he proposed that on page 16 in
paragraph 2, in the third line, tho last few words should bo altered to
read "based not only on the interim International Frequency List, but also
on planning methods." ' The Delegate thought thatthe IFRB would have plenty
of time to consider this question very carefully.

1*11

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement?
"Mr. Chairman,
I should like to make a few comments on the subjects under
discussion. Two main mothods have been suggested at the Conference for
solving tho problem of frequency adjustment:
(1)
The so-called method of "voluntary", unorganized, chaotic changeover
to the new froquency Allotment Table before an International Frequency List
has been prepared, and
(2)
a
approve a
services,
as one of

Ge

method according to which it is essential first to prepare and
new International Frequency List covering all bonds, all the
and all the regions of tho world. That method may bo described
organized. planned settlement of tho problem in hand.
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The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. considers the second method acceptable,
while the "voluntary" method it regards as unacceptable and illegal, being
contrary to the Radio Regulations.
Some Delegations wrongly assume that it is possible now to adopt
temporarily the "voluntary", chaotic method of changing over to the new Table,
and later to revert to planning' and prepare the new International Frequency
List.
The Delegate of India rightly observed that the matter was most
important, as all Administrations were concerned in keeping all their radio
services in operation.
Will it be possible to prepare a satisfactory International Frequency
List, taking into account the requirements of all countries, after having
applied the "evolutionary" method?
To our mind, it will be impossible.
two phases:

The "evolutionary" method implies

(1)

an initial phase of long duration, when countries will "voluntarily11
transfer their out-of-band stations into the bands of the new Table, and

(2)

a final phase, in which countries must as a compulsory measure transfer
all their out-of-band stations into tho bands of the Tablo by a
specified date.

It can be said beforehand that it will not prove possible to effect
the transfer of all out-of-band stations of the fixed service into the
appropriate bands.
The Delegates of Pakistan and India legitimately expressed their fear
as to the fate of those out-of^band frequencies which it will have proved
impossible to transfer into the bands of tho new Table by the final date.
Indeed, during the second phase countries will be faced with this dilemma:
(1)

either to move their out-of-bandstations into the bands of the new
Table, which, as we have seen, cannot bo done to the full extent,

(2)

or to relinquish out-of-band frequencies and 'close down some of their
out-of-band stations.

That is on inevitable consequence of applying the "evolutionary"
method:" the closing down of some stations.
In its first phase the "voluntary" method will be greatly to the
'advantage of countries possessing powerful transmitters. It is easier for
those countries to find suitable frequencies within,the appropriate,bonds
of the new Table. Countries which do not possess high-power transmitters
will bo at a disadvantage, as in a considerable number of cases thoy will be
unable to transfer their out-of-band stations within tho bends of the new
Table.
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Thus at the end of the second phase countries will have to stop the
operation of many of their' radio stations as a compulsory (obligatory)
measure,
Do the Members of the Union want such a result? We do not think
so.
The point of the decisions of the Atlantic City Conference is that
tho needs of all countries for all their radio services should be met on
an agreed basis, by means of the preparation of an interna.tions.1 Frequency
List.
At the same time the aim is to improve all radio services.
The decisions of the.present Conference should have the same end in
. view.
Yet we are now presented with an "evolutionary" method by the use of
which not only will that end not be achieved, but, on the contrary, the
operation of the radio services of many countries will become worse and many
radio stations will have to close down.
The Delegates of Pakistan and India were perfectly right in noting
that the proposals contained in Section II of Document 218 were not a
compromise.
Document 218, as a whole, is not a "compromise", it is an attempt
to lead the Conference in to adopting the unacceptable "voluntary" method.
What is the way out of the situation? There is but one way out.
It consists in preparing a coordinated International Froquency List. I
have in mind a frequency list covering all radio services, and not the
frequency list referred to on page 16 of Document 218, which is quite a
different list.
The froquency list referrod to in Document 218 covers only
three services: the fixed, land mobile and tropical zone broaxlcasting
services, whereas tho Atlantic City decisions set the problem of preparing
a complete frequency list for all the services.
That is the kind of list
which the Members of the Union need.
There is another difference between the Atlantic City decisions and
tho proposals contained in Document 218. It is that in the Atlantic City
decisions it is clearly indicated that a complete International Frequency
List must be prepared' and approved first , and only then can the changing of
frequencies be begun.
Document 218, however, proposes exactly the
opposite decision: first to change the frequencies, and then to prepare the
list.
It is therefore clear that the;proposals in the Section of
Document 218 now under discussion, as well as' the document as a whole,
are unacceptable.
We are against those proposals."
1*12

The £haimon said tha.t Document 218 had been drafted in accordance
with the recommendations contained in Document 156.
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1*13

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that, with reference to Document
156, he wished to make it clear that this docunent was not a form for the
Final Acts of the Conference but merely a helpful guide for committees and
it was clearly indicated in this document that it did not lay down the form
of the Final Acts of the Conference and the document had been amended with
this in mind,

1*14The Delegate of the Unitod Kingdom said that he could not agree with
the Delegations of India and the U.S.S.R. that there was no compromise in
Document 218,
If the Committee considered the question from the point of
view of the supporters of evolution, they would see that there was a
compromise which was clearly indicated on page 16.
The Delegate had
emphasised this point in the statement he made on the 20 October which was
contained in Document 2130
The IFRB should focus their attention on all
aspects of this problem* One Delegation had asked if evolution was 100$
certain,. The Delegate's considered view was that if all Administrations were
to take advantage of technical improvements already in existence, there were
sound reasons for believing that services could be contained in the Atlantic
City bands.
It might be that at the end of the process some frequency would
still not have been contained but he was quite certain that if we relied
wholly on planning methods there would be many more requirements unsatisfied.
1.15
The Delegate of France said that he shared the opinion of the
United Kingdom Delegation that there was a compromise in Document 218. He
had explained why the French Delegation considered that plans could not be
drawn up. What we first had to do was to find a solution to the problem of
getting into band* Once we had got into the bonds it would be much easier
to make plans.
We had plans for the mobile services but we could not
implement those plans until the fixed services got out of the mobile bonds.
Our work would be much easier after containment. As the United Kingdom
Delegation had said, page 16 of Document 218 makes it clear that the IFRB can
take many considerations into account,, He had made proposals for the
amendment of page 16 which he hoped it would bo possible to introduce into
the document. Even if we later decided to draw up a plan instead of trying
to make a list it would bo much easier if we had the Interim International
Frequency List,
The FFB hod failed partly because it was based on require
ments put in by countries.
It was not only tho large countries which had
put in largo requirements. If Administrations were ready to supply correct
irfbrmo.tion for the interim List and frequencies were got into the bands, we
would have a real starting point for planning.

1.16

The Delegate of Egypt said that in the first place he did not think
that Document 156 was very binding as far as the Final Acts were concerned.
With reference to the•Unitod Kingdom statement, he said that we all agreed
about improvement of technique.
It was very important to improve efficiency
but tho difficulty was that budgets were limited*
The reason that we had
wonted planning was because we thought that we could achieve some result
without heavy expense. The Delegate did not agree that there was a compromise
for fixed services in Document 218, but as far as broadcasting was concerned,
there was what he called a paper compromise, on page 17.
What was the value
of page 17 to Members of the Union? What was the value of extended draft plans?
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The mention of something that we could not achieve was better deleted. He
wished to propose some minor amendments on page 17 in sub-paragraph b) of
paragraph 1,
He proposed to add the word ’'technical11 so that this
paragraph would begin ’’the technical work”. In paragraph 1, sub-paragraph c),
he proposed the words ’’the modified form of the requirements" instead of
’’the up-to-date requirements".
As regards countries which did not
participate in the previous broadcasting conferences, he thought that
provision could very easily be ma.de within the work of our Conference. He
proposed that paragraph 3 (page 17) of the document should take into account
paragraph 2,3 of document 181.
He would put forward proposals in writing
to the ad hoc Group.
1,17

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:
”Mr. Chairman,

I consider it necessary to comment on the statement made by the
Delegate of the Unitod Kingdom.
The Delegate of the United Kingdom said
that, in his opinion, the requirements of all countries would be satisfied
through the ”evolutionery”method, provided that all the Administrations used
the opportunities offered by modern radio engineering, that is, took
advantage of technical progress.
That is an interesting question which should be studied closely.
First of all, the thesis advanced by the Delegate of the United
Kingdom that to satisfy the requirements of all countries it is essential to
make use of the latest technical achievements, leads directly to the
conclusion that with the technical equipment now in use, the needs of all
countries cannot be met.
Although Captain Booth did not say this in direct
terms, nevertheless that conclusion logically follows from what he said.
Now let us consider in its essence the question of using new
technical devices, having in mind, of course, the use of transmitters with
greater frequency stability, receivers with bettor selectivity, receiving
and transmitting antennae with more perfected directivity and other similar
factors.
In various countries indeed radio engineering is developing. But
what is the trend of tha.t development? It is not proceeding at an equal
pace, it varies in different countries. The degree of technical development
and the rate of that development vary greatly in tho different countries.
In a number of countries the degree of technical development is high, but in
many other countries that development is slower and those countries, in
view of thoir economic conditions, cannot at short notice replace existing
.equipment by equipment more technically perfect or reconstruct it to make it
so.
Another important question should also be considered. Nhat are the
necessary conditions for being able to take advantage of new technical
achievements?
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As an example lot us consider the improvement obtained by raising
tho frequency stability of transmitters. Supposo that froquency stability
is improved. That will make it possible to bring closor together the
carrying frequencies of radio stations on adjacent channels*
If, however,
only some of the countries are going to use these transmitters of higher
stability, the remaining countries will gain nothing from it. Only when
an agreed solution to the problem has been reached, only on the basis of
tho preparation of a complete International Froquency List will it bo at
all possible, in the interests of all the Members' of the Union, to make full
use of the opportunities offered by modern engineering.
In the absence of on agreed and duly coordinated International
Frequency List, new technical achievements cannot in practice bring about
any improvement in tho operation of tho radio stations of an overwhelming
majority of tho Mombers of the Union.
By applying the "evolutionary11 method, based on a disorderly,
chaotic transfer of out-of-band stations into the bands of tho now Table,
the overwhelming majority of tho Members of tho Union will be unable to
make use of technical opportunities.
It follows that tho considerations put forward by the Delegate of
tho United Kingdom on the use of modern engineering while applying the
"evolutionary" method are unfounded and can only servo to confuse the
Delegates at tho Conference."
1*18

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R. made the following statement:
"Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen,

Some Delegations allege that Document 218 is a "compromise"
document. A study of the document shows that in reality it is entirely a
repetition of the American proposal contained in Document 22 that immediately
upon tho closing of this Conference, Administrations should begin adjusting
their frequencies to bring them into conformity with the Atlantic City
Table.
Document 218 is not a compromise, as it envisages tho changeover
to the new Table before the International Frequency List has boen prepared,
which is in direct contradiction with Article k7, No. 1076 of the Radio
Regulations.
It is known that the Radio Regulations prescribe exactly the
opposite procedure, that is, first the preparation and approval of the
International Frequency List, and only then the changoovor to the new Table.
As the proposals in Document 218 violate tho Radio. Regulations,
the Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R. considers that they should bo
rejected."
1,19
The Delegate.of New Zealand said that his Delegation rogarded
Document 218 as containing a considerable degree of compromise, We had
moved a good way since the beginning of the Conference when tho New
Zealand Delegation had advocated straight-out planning and other Delegations
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had advocated straight-out evolution. As regards the views of the Delegations
of India and Pakistan, ho agreed that the latter ports of the document did take
care of these matters.
The U.S.A. Delegation had referred to the treatment
of the dr.aft International Frequency List referred to on page 16.
The
.Delegate thought that it was in this Section and not in the resolution that the
planners would find what they wanted. Thor© was room here for the^ Egyptian Amend
ment,
We could sec in tho draft International Frequency List on instrument
that could includo a degree of planning.
He hoped that tho IFRB would do what
it could to introduce a planning approach.
Ho preferred the term "draft
International Frequency List" to the tern "improved International Froquency
List".
Ho thought that the compromise was developing along satisfactory lines
and he would submit his views in writing to tho ad hoc Group.
1.20

The Delegate of tho U.S.A. said that his Delegation heartily supported
the remarks made by the Delegations of France and the United Kingdom and they
wore encouraged by the remarks of the New Zealand Delegation, which had
obviously been made as the result of a careful study of Document 218. The
Delegate thought that the Document took account of the fears expressed by
some countries about the advantages of the•evolutionary approach for highly
. developed countries.
The facilities of the IFRB would make the situation much
easier. The List proposed here was the first since Cairo which had been
intended to provide an accurate record. This was planning based on usage.

1.21

The Delegate of Portugal said that he agreed that Document 218 contained
a compromise.
At Atlantic City we had fully accepted the idea of planning
.but after four years we sill had no plans.
He thought that this was because
too much attention had been paid to ideals at Atlantic City and not enough to
detail.
He emphasised that wo could not tell tho IFRB how to make a plan,
unless we could give them the tools.
Ho proposed an additional paragraph to
be inserted on page 13, Section II, as' a second part of paragraph 4* He would
submit the text of the amendment to the ad hoc Group but the sense of it was
that in cases where tho zone or area of recoption was indicated instead of the
exact locality, the area to be indicated must be well defined and sufficiently
reduced to make it possible to foresee conditions from the propagation point
of view of frequency usage.
Moreover, the locality for, which the frequency
is normally used should always be indicated.

1.22
The Delegate of the United Kingdom suggested that expense did not make
improved technique impracticable, good engineering was not necessarily
expensive. In any case, we had all undertaken to improve frequency tolerances,
one of the most important factors.
Contrary to the views expressed by some
Delegates, he was of the opinion that advances in radio technique in one
country were bound to have beneficial affect on other countries.
1*23
The Delegate of Brazil said that he had some comments which he would
hand to tho ad hoc Groups he objected to paragraph 5 on page 14 . What was
the status of the supplementary information? He did not think that this
should be taken into consideration. In any case, only one edition of the
docunent should be necessary and if supplements to it were to be published,
they should contain deletions only.
Paragraph 4 of this Section contained,
in the second sentence, a reference to Administrative Council Resolution
No. 228. The information that was to be supplied under this Resolution
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included requirements not on the air and in any case, the information required
in the 4nnex and mentioned in the first sentence of this paragraph was much
more complete than that mentioned in Resolution No. 228.
'So the IFRB, if
they took this information into account, would only be obliged to consult
Administrations again. He proposed the deletion of everything after the
phrase ’’Annex
”»
The Delegate referred to paragraph h) in the part
of the document dealing with the Annex.
This section said that Adminis
trations need not furnish information with roforonco to directional aerials
and he thought that this section ought to be deleted, since the information
was very valuable.
1.24
The Delegate of Ethiopia referred to paragraphs 2 and 4 on page 13
regarding the information to be supplied. There ought to be a statement in
column 14 to show in which part of the solar cycle the frequency was to be
used.
With regard to paragraph 5 he supported deletion of this paragraph,
or at least, he thought that supplements to the list containing supplementary
information should consist only of deletions.
1*25

The Delegate of the U.S.A. supported the proposals of the Delegations
of Brazil and Ethiopia regarding the revision or deletion of paragraph 5 on
page 14.
He was convinced that success would be jeopardized by the
provisions in this paragraph.
The success of the scheme deponded on the
extent of up-to-date information contained in tho current Frequency Usage
Record or the interim International Frequency List, or whatever the document
was to be called.
The United States had consistently advocated that the ‘
Berne List should be frozen at the end of the Conference. Paragraph 5
.perpetuates the Berne List and for this reason was objectionable to the
U.S.A. Delegation, but the U.S.A. Delegation could agree that the list might
be published provided supplements contained deletions only.

1.26

Tho Delegate of the Hungarian P.R.said that he supported the
statements made by the Delegates of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R.

1.27
The Delegate of Canada referred to page 13 of the English text in
paragraphs 1 and 4 of that page. He proposed that thedate 1st September
in paragraph 1 should be altered to 1 December and that in paragraph 4> the
date 1 March should be altered to read 1 June. The reason was that Canada
would find it difficult to comply with tho dates, and in their opinion, the
list would be of more value if adequate time was allowed, for the submission
of data.
In the first sentence of paragraph 4, the Delegate proposed
deletion of the word ’’minimum”.
1.28
The Delegate of Brazil made a statementsupporting the Canadian
proposal and agreed that there would be difficulty in mooting the date. The
Delegate made a further proposal regarding paragraph 5 which he said he would
submit in writing.
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1,29
Tho Chairman of tho I.P.R.B. said that he wished to refer to certain
proposals concerning paragraph 5 of Section II. He had no intention to
discuss the substance which must be decided by Administrations. Whatever
decision is reached, the paragraph should give tho IFRB very definite
instructions and should not leave then to solve non-technical difficulties.
Ho went on to soy that he could not agree to a proposal which had boon node
to combine the results of monitoring with notifications.
The IFRB had
always regarded these things as quite separate and he thought that
Administrations should take the documents containing the data and make their
own comparisons.
1*30

The Delegate of Spain reforred to the title of the docunent and said
that tho reference to broadcasting should bo deleted.

1.31
Tho Chairman asked if there were any further oaoaonts on this Section
or any part of the document up to page 20, as he only proposed to go that far
in t his session.
1.32
The Delegate of Switzerland said that he wished to make a reference
to page 17 of the English text regarding high frequency broadcasting. He
could not see that the situation now was different from what it was at the
conclusion of the Rapallo Conference. It seemed premature to ask the IFRB
to start work immediately after the end of tho EARC.
In any case, the
proposal to instruct the IFRB to modify plans (paragraph 3) .seemed to be
slightly incorrect.
The IFRB were being asked to carry out planning work
which was within the competence of Administrations themselves only. Only
Administrations could come to an agreement on this point. As was well known,
the planning committees which preceded tho Mexico City and Rapallo Broad
casting Conferences made a tremendous preparatory effort and the whole of
this effort had been abandoned at tho Conferences themselves. We ought to
ponder before we asked the IFRB to draw up any kind of plan. For those
reasons, the Swiss Delegation wishes to reserve its position on this point.
1.33

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R. made the following statement:
"Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen,

The Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R. cannot support proposals for
the cancellation of the Berne List before the new International Frequency
List has been prepared and brought into force.
We object to such a "proposal” because it is in direct contradiction
with No, 1077 of the Radio Regulations.”
1*34

The Delegate of tho U.S.S.R. made the following statement:

”The Delegation of tho U.S.S.R. objects to the proposal made by
some Delegations for the cancellation of the Borne Frequency Lists. Such
a proposal directly contradicts Article 4.7, No. 1077 of the Radio
Regulations, which cloarly states that until the new International Frequency
List has been brought into effect tho existing procedure for tho registration
of frequencies shall remain fully in force.
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The Delegation of the U«*S*S.R. therefore objects to the
cancellation of the Berne Lists, We fully support the statement on this
subject made by the Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R.n

1.35

There was some discussion between the Delegates of Sweden and
Brazil on the question of the interpretation of paragraph A of Section II
of Part III and of paragraph 2 on page 17.

1*36 .
The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. said that he could give the inter
pretation of these two points as he understood it. They were quite different.
The paragraph U of Section II dealt with the information for inclusion
in the first edition of the Interim International Frequency List, and this
would include broadcasting information, but paragraph 2 on page 17 was
a request for information on broadcasting which would be submitted
separately at some later date for the use of the I.F.R»B. The I0F©R»B.
would have some amendments to suggest to this Section.
1.37
The Chairman said that as there were no more speakers he would
adjourn the meeting, until 3 p.m. that day. Meanwhile, the ad hoc Group •
report on Part 1 of the document would be available and the Committee
could then discuss the resolutions and recommendation* He hoped that the
work of the Committee could be finished by daylight on Sunday, ,4-th November.
The meeting adjourned at 25 minutes past midnight on 1 November.

Rapporteurs s

Chairman s

J. Doublet

G»J» Acton

R.M. John

Le

International
Telecommunication Union

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E

Do'eiassat. 261 - E

R A D IO CONFERENCE

6. K°v e m b e r 19 5 1

Geneva, 1951

C C M M H SJZ

COMMITTEE 7

I

.

METHODS

iM p n m o rA M tR W tfl

Report of the twelfth meeting ~ 1 November 1951 - 3 po.m&

The meeting was opened by tho Chairman, Mr*' C*J« Acton (Canada)
1,

CONSIDERATION OF PART IV OF D0CUMENT218 - RESOLUTION

— in ii ii nii* <. ■— i imiiiib i iii h ^ i m t i v m n i n*

i i‘w ~ «m rn nn ri i * * ■ ' ■mu v i t i w t i t i* r w ) i —mi —

h i r- i t i - * r T

......——■
•—»- - ——

1.1

The Cjiairman. explained that the working group that had prepared.
Document 218 had taken account of a number of points when drafting the
Resolution, which were’included in the preamblej it had also recognised
‘
that countries with underdeveloped radio commonications needed special help*
‘ It had therefore drafted the paragraph starting recognizing51* Finally it
had addressed a request to Administrations*

1*2

Discussion of the preamble (paras* (a) to (m)), and the paragraph
starting “recognizing11 •
The Qiinirman, recalled that, tho USSR Delegate had called for the
deletion of the reference in paragraph..(b) to Document 54*
The Delegate..of. the USSR made the following statement i•
”The Delegation of the USSR has already indicated in its statementon Document 218 as a whole that the reference to Document 54 contained in
Document 218 should be deleted a since the resolution in Document 218 took no
account whatsoever of Document 54 ? qnd a reference to that document could
•obviously only serve to create the.false impression that the different points
of view had boen taken into consideration in the preparation of Document 23.3d
We have already pointed out that Document 218 takes no account of
the different points of view and is not a compromise document a.
The references made to Documents 22, 125, 13X and others in the
first part of the draft resolution contained in Document 218, and also the
references to a so-crlled. "interim procedure”, as. in sub-paragraph ”e” for
instance,
SLkOMiS. for the adoption of any .decisions whatsoever
as the proposals in all those documents are entirely contrary to the provisions laid down by the Atlantic City Conference and the Radio Regulations
(Article 47)*
The resolution submitted in Document 218 and the whole of that
document are therefore wholly unaccep„tablet, We shall vote against tho adop
tion of those documents*”

-
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Tho Delegate of Canada asked whether the Comittee wonted to have
the documents listed in paragraphs (b), (c) and (d) annexed to the Final Acts
of the Conference*
The Chairman replied that that w< s not its intention* The documents
published during the Conference need not be annexed to the Final Acts except
where a special document was concerned, for example a proposal by the United
Nations. However, the ad hoc Group set up at the eighth meeting of the
Committee might study the various documents listed in paragraphs (b), (c) and
(d) when considering the final draft prepared for the Conference, in order to
decide whether some of them should not appear in the final document#
The Delegate of Italy wanted the Resolution simplified.
whether all the paragraphs of the preamble were necessary*

He wondered

The Chairman replied that some of the paragraphs could perhaps be
deleted but that the scope of each of them should be carefully considered.
1.3

Discussion of the part of the Resolution starting "requests"
The Delegate of India referred to paragraph 1* He thought that the
assistance offered to underdeveloped countries by means of advice on the
possible solution of technical problems would not be very effecitve. On the
other hand, the monitoring assistance might be more useful.
He made the following proposals:
1. amend the second part of paragraph 1 to make it general in scope
by substituting: “so as to satisfy their frequency requirements
as requested"•
2. For "countries underdeveloped in the radiocommunication field"
read "countries that started developing their radiocommunication
systems later than others".
He asked for the latter amendment to be applied throughout Document
218.
The Delegate of Pakistan considered that it would be useful to add a
paragraph in the section in question mentioning the goodwill of Administrations
in all attempts to eliminate harmful interference. Such a paragraph night be
drafted as follows:
“Requests Adninistrations to exercise their goodwill #.##•.".
The Delegate of Israel thought that that part of the document was
inappropriate for a Resolution as it contained paragraphs starting "consider
ing", "recognizing", etc...
He felt that the title should be altered to
correspond to the remainder of tho text#
The Chairman thought that the text in question was appropriate for a
resolution.
The Delegate of Mexico drew attention to the unsatisfactory drafting
of tho Spanish version of the paragraph starting "requests"*

_ 3 (Doc. 261 - E)

The Delogato of the Bielorussian SSR made the following statement:
“The resolution appended to Document 218, as well as DocuaSnt 218
itself, contains proposals for changing over to the new Atlantic City Froquen
cy Allocation Table before the New International Froquency List has been pre
pared, approved and brought into forcea
That resolution is contrary to the Radio Regulations (Article 47),
is illegal, and is unacceptable to tho Bielorussian Soviet Socialist Republics."
The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement:
"In connection with the discussion of the Resolution and Recommenda
tions contained in Document 218, the Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR declares
that the Telecommunication Administration of the Ukrainian SSR, having regard
to the Radio Regulations, does not consider it possible to effect any transfers
of out-of-band stations into the bands of the Atlantic City Table before a
New International Frequency List has been prepared and approved* Consequently,
the Resolution and Recommendations, as well as Document 218 as a whole, are
unacceptable©"
1.4

Discussion of the part of the resolution starting "directs"
The Delegate of India thought it would perhaps be necessary to make
additions to that part, following the study of Chapter II of Document 218 by
the ad hoc Group*
The Delegate of Sweden pointed out that on page 23 directives were
given to the IFRB for the fixed, land mobile and tropical broadcasting ser
vices© There were no directives for high frequency broadcasting. He wondered
whether that paragraph’ of the directives should not be included in Section
III, onpage 16 of the
English version*
a
The Chairman replied that a plan had been proposed for high frequency
broadcasting and it was therefore unnecessary to give directives to the IFRB,
All that would be clearer when the ad hoc Group had studied the various parts
of Document 218©
2©

CONSIDERATION OF PART IV OF DOCUMENT 218 - RECOMMENDATION

2.1

The Chairman said that the recommendation had been drafted in
collaboration with Captain Booth (United Kingdom), the Chairman of Dorking
Group 7A2 and an active member of one of the Study Groups at the last Plenary
Assembly of tho CCIR.

2.2

Captain Booth (Unitod Kingdom) spoke as a delegate interested in the
work of the CCIR and as one having played a part in drafting tho recommenda
tion, and not as a representative of his country*
There were two important points in the recommendation:
1» In the paragraph starting "requests" there was an amendment to be
made to the English text of paragraph b) on page 24* It would be
submitted to the ad hoc Group*
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2<5 Tho .Annex was intended to draw attention to tho study programmes
and questions approved by tho Vlth Plenary Assembly of the CCIR,
which wore of the greatest interest to the Conference*
Ho proposed adding, in tho Annex, Study Programme 10 concern:lng the
Information Theory, which entailed long-torn studios of vital importance for
the Conference3
2*3

Tho Delegate of Italy asked for sono explanation of tho expression
"les regies de l 3art" in paragraph b), page 25 of the French text*
The Delegate of .Franco repliod that the expression, which was widely
used in French, meant "the general technical rules",
The Delegate of Italy asked for an amendment to paragraph b)«
The Delegate of tho,USSR made tho following statements
"Tho preamble to tho draft recommendation to the CCIR appended as
an addendum to Docunent 218 contains references to the intorim procedure to be
followed in connection with individual services in view of their proposed
/
transfer to the Atlantic City Table*
In our opinion any such interim procedure is in direct contradiction
with the Radio Regulations and tho provisions laid down by the Atlantic City
Conference, which clearly indicate in Article 47 and in a special resolution
the procedure for the preparation of the International Frequency List end for
the changeover to the new frequency allotment table*
The approach to the problem as outlined in the recommendation under
discussion is therefore incorrect and we object to the adoption of that
recommendation*"
The ;pej^e£al_e_ o ^

made the following statement;

"The Delegation of the Bielorussian SSR cannot agree with the
approach to the problem advocated in the Recommendation to the CCIR appended
to Docunent 218*
It is stated in that recommendation that it is put forward in
connection with tho interim procedure for a gradual changeover to the Atlantic
City Frequency Allotment Table*
Wo have repeatedly shown that a changeover to the Atlantic City
Table before the New International Frequency List was approved and brought
into force was illegal, and we therefore disagree with the recommendation
to the CCIR, drawn up as a sequence to the establishment of an illegal pro
cedure for a gradual changeover,"
The Delogato of Chile proposed that in paragraph b) on page 24
a request should be addressed to the CCIR to speed up its; work not only on
the stability of transmittors but also on tho stability of receivers, as that
would influence the evolutionary method that was to be employed*
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Tho Delegate of Czechoslovakia said that his Delegation had alreadyexpressed its views on Document 218$ The recommendation dealt with an interim
procedure, which his Delegation could not accept* Nor could it accept the
annex to the recommendation*
3*
3*1

CONSIDERATION OF DOCUMENT 247

The Chairman of the ad hoc Group introduced Document 247 in the
following terms:
11In introducing Docunent 247, I should explain that your ad hoc
Group does not regard the Revised Part I of Document 218 contained in
Document 247, as being its final contribution on this section of the document*
We still have one or two proposals to consider which may affect this part,
and, as I have indicated in my letter to you, it Is probable that we shall
propose thot the interim procedures for the broadcasting service should be
treated separately from those relating to the other services now under con
sideration*
As the Committee will see, we have indicated in our new draft of
Part I of Docunent 218, by means of asterisks, the paragraphs in which amend
ments are suggested; and I now propose, with your permission, to give a
brief explanation of the reasons underlying these changes*
After further consideration of the preamble to Part 1 contained in
Section I, tho Group decided that only the short sentence we now suggest, is
necessary, because the substance of the original preamble is contained in the
introduction we propose in Document 237, with tho exception of the reference
to the period for which the interim procedure will apply; and it is this
reference that we have retained*
On paragraphs (a) and (b) of Section II, the Group considered that
although transfers within and between Adninistrations might not form the main
basis for the reacommodation of out-of-band assignments within the Atlantic
City bonds, it was desirable that these possibilities should be fully explored
ond exploited before transfers to new band positions were attempted* It is
also considered that this paragraph should be phrased as an injunction to
Administrations rather than as a mandatory provision*
Paragraph (d) of this Section has been amplified, in order to give
more precise directives to the IFRB in their studios of problems which are
posed by Administrations finding difficulty in reaccommodating out of band
assignments*
For paragraph (f) we suggest a new wording which will give special
emphasis to the need for Adninistrations to make special efforts to modify
their operations, so far as is practicable, when this would assist Administra
tions experiencing difficulty in accommodating their out-of-band assignments
within tho new bands*
We propose slight amendments to paragraph (g), to ensure that there
Is no suggestion in the document, that the IJF»R*B* should attempt to influence
countries in the exercise of their sovereign rights*
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We have only a snail drafting amendment to propose in Section III©
Turning now to the Section marked 11IV1* I should first mention, Mr*
Chairman, that there is a typographical error in the English text* This
Section is headed "Section VI" instead of Section IVD
For paragraph 1 (a) of this Section, we had a number of proposals
to consider and we came to the conclusion that the text proposed provides
the best compromise* We are of the opinion that the period of advance notice
concerning proposed changes in frequency usage, should be extended from four
weeks to three months in order to ensure that all Administrations have ample
opportunity for the examination of the proposed changess but we felt that
further extension of this period would be undesirable« I should add here that
the proposed period of three months corresponds with the poriod of publica
tion of supplements to the Interim International Frequency Listf, The Group
also thought that reference to test transmissions was unnecessary and should
be deleted; because these tests involved a change in frequency usage and are
therefore provided for without the need for specific reference*
We have proposed a new draft on paragraph 1 (b) which takes account
of the relevant changes in 1 (a), and is, we fool, more precise*
We propose a re-draft of paragraph 2 of this Section, to provide
for the IFRB to notify both to the Administrations proposing (or confirming)
changes in frequency usage and to other Administrations which might be affected
by its comments regarding the effects of such proposals* Our suggestion re
solves the ambiguity in this paragraph*
The Group’s attention was drawn to the provisions of Article 14- of
the Radio Regulations, which deals with the clearance of harmful interference*
We felt that it would not be wise to (o into details of the way in which this
Article should be applied during the interim period, but we were of the un
animous opinion that the provisions of this Article must be applied with the
utmost goodwill and mutual assistance during this period* We have accordingly
deleted the original text in Section V of Docunent 218 and proposed a short
paragraph in substitution*"
3*2

The Chairman thanked tho Chairman of the ad hoc Group for his very
detailed explanation* As no other member of the ad hoc Group had any general
remarks to make, he opened the discussion of Docunent 24-7 paragraph by para
graph*

3*3

Discussion of Sections I j nd_II
The Delegate of Sweden said that the none of Sweden had been omitted
from paragraph 1 on page 1*
The Delegate of Italy said that the nrme of Italy had been omitted
from paragraph 1 on page 1*
The text of paragraph g) on page 5 did not exactly correspond to
the text proposed by his country* However, he accepted the text as a com
promise*

Bn
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The Chairman of the ad hoc Group, spooking for tho Group, apologised
for the omission of tho nanos of Italy and Sweden.
Tho proposal by the Delegation of Sweden was not intended to refer
to thefirst part of Document 218 and the proposal by the Italian Delegation
had boen carefully considered.
Delegate of Switzerland said that at 10.30 a.m. on 29 October
his Delegation had submitted a proposal to the ad hoc Group concerning inter
ference. He was surprised that Switzerland was not included in paragraph 1 on
page 1.
The Delegate of Portugal referred to paragraph 5 of the covering
letter to Docunent 24-7 which said that the proposal by the Portuguese Delega
tion would be examined when the ad hoc Group was considering the resolution
annexed to Document 218. But that proposal was not fundamentally different
from the paragraphs in Section II of Docunent 247.
Consequently he could not understand why his Delegation‘s proposal
was not mentioned in that Section.
The Portuguese Delegation had also proposed that paragraph a) of
Section II should become paragraph e).
The ad hoc Group had made the correction by amending paragraph a) of
Document 218 to read: "Each Administration should first »... %
In other
words tho Group had stressed the fact that paragraph a) was tho basis of the
whole process.
That was wrong for two reasons:
1) Assuming that a permutation could bo made without interference
between fixed, aeronautical and coastal services, what would be
the result? The aeronautical service and the coastal service
would receive frequencies entirely different from those in the
plan, and, in that case, they would have to make two successive
transfers which would cost then twice as much. Further, the
plans prepared by the aeronautical and maritime groups would be
temporarily ignored.
2) The frequencies used by the coastal service would have to be
published. If a frequency become available, 6 to 12 months would
have to elapse before it could bo used. As a result, since the
spectrum would be in complete chaos from the changes made, when
at the end of 6 months the frequency was required to open a cir
cuit it would already be in use*
As for the aeronautical service, many aircraft stations used crystal
receivers and a period of 6 to 12 months would also have to be allowed for
the aircraft receivers to be adjusted to the frequencies of the aeronautical
fixed stations.
To avoid all those drawbacks, tho primary basis of any transfer
should be the discovery of a free channel.

Bn
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Ho insisted that tho word "first" should bo inserted, not in para
graph a), but in paragraph c); that paragraph o) should rcplaco paragraph a);
and that paragraphs a) and b) should replace paragraphs e) and d)»
Tho Delegate of Belgium pointed out that the ad hoc Group had
thought it unnecessary to take into account one point in the proposal by the
Belgian Delegation. This point related to tho general procedure for trans
ferring out-of-band frequencies. Now, the Delegation of Belgium had always
feared a too liberal procedure for those transfers - that was to say, as the
text indicated, a procedure leaving it entirely to Administrations to nake the
transfers# While certain provisions had been nade for the second phase, no
thing had boen arranged for the first phase, and the proposal by the Belgian
Delegation was merely an attempt to provide some methodical means of making
the transfers during tho first phase.
Without being categorical, the proposal merely advocated a method
similar to that envisaged for tho second phase - i.e. a method of successive
transfer in blocks in increasing or decreasing order of froquency.
He wished to raise another point which might be much more important.
His Administration had always favoured a reduction of out-of-band
frequencies by voluntary abandonment, for since tho Atlantic City Table
attributed bands that were cut by about 25 % to the fixed service, it seemed
logical that Administrations should voluntarily abandon a similar proportion
of frequencies, with the dual aim of reducing the risk of interference caused
by mass transfers of assignments and giving some hope to the so-called under
developed countries (whose communications had not yet entered the stage of
normal development).
Ho thought tho time had come to envisage, alongside with the claims,
a means of accepting certain sacrifices which were not very heavy since, in
fact, everyone could expect to benefit indirectly.
Tho Chairman of the ad hoc Working Group replied that his Group had
received a large number of amendments, and an effort had been made to take the
various proposals into account in a way that would seem acceptable to the
Committee.
Replying’ to the Dolegato of Switzerland, he said tho ad hoc Group
had felt that his proposal could be reconsidered during discussion of tho
presentation of Docunont 218.
In reply to tho Dolegato of Portugal, he said tho Group had
decidedthat it would be preferable, in Section II, to keep to tho order
given in Document 247.
In reply to tho Delegate of Belgium, ho said the Group had thought
that hisproposal was the province of Committee 8. However, tho Group would
reconsider the proposal.
In reply to the Delegate of Sweden, he said that his proposal would
be considered when tho Group studied the Recommendation.
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The Delegate of Australia said he found the Belgian proposal very
interesting. He thought that at the beginning of Section XI some reference
might bo made to Article7, paragraphs 234 end 235 of tho Radio Regulations.
The Delegate of Portugal insisted on his amendment and thought that
paragraph c) should appear before paragraphs a) and b).
Tho Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made

the following statement:

"Document 247, prepared by the ad hoc Group and containing amend
ments to Document 218, has been submitted for consideration by Committee 7.
Wo have carefully studiod that document and compared it with
Documont 218.
That comparison shows that there is little difference between the
texts of the two documents in question.
Document 247, like Document 218, contains a number of wholly
unacceptable statements concerning the so-called "interim procedure" for
the proposed changeover to' the new Table by means of a "voluntary"
(evolutionary) method. We have already shown why that method was unaccept
able and that it was contrary to the Radio Regulations. None of the
Delegates’was able to refute our contention.
Some Delegates protend not to
be aware of any inconsistency between tho documents under consideration and
the Radio Regulations.
■
As far as the U.S.S.R. Delegation is concerned, it intends to comply
with Article 47. of the Radio Regulations, which clearly establishes a
connection between the adoption of.the International Frequency List and the
changeover to the Table.
Tho proposals in Documont 247 to assign to the I.F.R.B. the
functions of a controlling and centralizing agency for the changeover to the
new Table are wholly contrary to Article 6 of the Convention, which clearly
specifies the dutiesto be performed by the I.F.R.B. .
The present Conference has' no right to alter the terms of
reference of the I.F.R.B. That can only be done by a Conferoncc of
Plenipotentiaries.
Since all the main* proposals contained in Documents 218 and 247
contradict the Convention and the Radio Regulations, they are utterly
unacceptable.
We object to tho adoption of these documents- and will vote for
their rejection."
Tho Dolegato ^f_Dcnmmdc regretted that his amendment had not been
included in Document No. 247.
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As a member of the ad hoc Working Group, he as stared the Delegate
of Portugal that his proposal had been taken into account, because in
Section II, paragraph a) "first" had been added.
The Delegate of the United States of America agreed with the last
remark made by the Delegate of Denmark. The ad hoc Working Group had
thought that each Administration should put its own house in order before
appealing to other Administrations.
The Delegate of Egypt agreed. He thought that stress should be
laid on the individual steps to be taken by Administrations before having
recourse to the procedure indicated in paragraph c).
The Delegate of Portugal maintained his views on the relative
importance of paragraphs a), b) and c).
He also pointed out that the wording of a) and c) differed. In
paragraph a) the word "should" was used, whereas in paragraph c) "may" was
used.
The Delegate of the Bielorussian S.S.R. made tho following
statement:
"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. shares the opinion of
the U.S.S.R. Delegation that Documont 24-7 differs from Document 218 only on
a few points of editing.
In substance, Document 247 is tho sane as
Document 218. Document 247 proposes a gradual changeover to the Atlantic
City Table and a number of other illegal measures which are unacceptable to
the Bielorussian S.S.R.
The now version of Section V given in Document 247 may be noted as
an example. The document presents the problem of eliminating interference
in quite the wrong light.
The generally accepted procedure for the elimination of interference,
based on the priorities of notification dates, is not referred to in that
documont at all.
Yet the existing procedure for tho notification and registration
of frequencies (see No. 1077 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations) is
based on tho Cairo Regulations, Article 7, paragraph 79, which stipulates
that "the Administrations of the participating countries may place any
frequency and any wavelength at the disposal of any radio station under
their control on the one condition that this will not ca,uso interference to
any services of' another country."
It is likewise stated in paragraph 81 of Article 7 that
frequencies must be so selected as to avoid as far as possible causing
interference to services whose frequencies have been notified with the
Bureau of the Union.
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These paragraphs 79 and 81 of the Cairo Radio Regulations quite
clearly define the manner in which the problem of eliminating interference
must be solved in the establishment of new services.
The attempts made in Document 24-7 to confuse the issue are quite
unjustified.
Document 247 as a whole is unacceptable to the Bielorussian S.S.R.,
and we object to its adoption.”
The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. made the following statement:
"At the meetings devoted to discussion of Document 218, our
Delegation has several times expressed its opinion that the proposals
therein ore illegal and quite contrary to the Atlantic City Convention and
Radio Regulations.
I will quote only a few of them:
- the voluntary transfer of out-of-band frequencies is proposed.
That is a direct infringement of Article 47, number 1076 of the Radio
Regulations and would lead to chaos in the various bands 5
- it is proposed that, from 1 December 1951, the interim frequency
list prepared by the I.F.R.B. should replace the present I.T.U. notification
list. That is a direct infringement of Article 47, number 1077, which quite
clearly states that the procedure provided in the Cairo Radio Regulations
for the notification and registration of frequencies below 27,500 kc/s shall
remain in force until the effective date of the new International Frequency
List;
- new tasks ore invented for the I.F.R.B. - directing, Centralizing
and even creating frequency lists - when the duties of the I.F.R.B, ore in
reality quite different, in accordance with the provisions of Article 6 of
the Atlantic City Convention.
Document 247 makes no change in the substance of Document 218. Our
Delegation, therefore, cannot accept the unjust and illegal proposals in
these two documents and will vote against them."
The Chairman of the ad hoc Working Group said tho amendments
proposed by the Delegate of Portugal would be studied by the Group.
The Representative of I.C.A.O. thought that the various paragraphs
of Document 247 called for a certain correlation with other services, and
especially with the aeronautical services.
He suggested that the text be
referred to Committees 4 and 8.
The Chairman said that to avoid its conflicting with other
documents, the whole document would be forwarded to Committee 8.
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Tho Delogato of India proposed that tho second sontence in
paragraph d) of Section II should bo reworded as follows: '’’These proposals
should bo based on the practical possibilities in each individual case*”
He also suggested that the first sentence of paragraph f) of
Section II should be worded to recommend that first consideration should bo
given to the underdeveloped countrios when a port of the spectrum became
free.
The Chairman of the ad hoc Group said that the Group, in drafting
paragraph f), and particularly the phrase: uln particular in order to assist
*••• % it had hoped to satisfy the Delegation of India*
Ho said that paragraph d) was based on the proposal-by the Delegate
of Denmark*
The Delegate of Denmark suggested that the Group might reconsider
paragraph d).
The Delegate of India wanted paragraph d) to have a very broad
meaning*
3*4

Discussion of Section III

did
3*5

The Delegate of France pointed out thatthe English
not have the same lay-out.

and French texts
.

Discussion of Section IV
The Delegate of Cuba said that a period of 10 days was mentioned in
paragraph 1 b)5 it scorned very short for countries a long way from Geneva*
He suggested a poriod of 20 to 25 days*
The Chairman of the ad hoc Group said that
thispoint had boen considered. A notification could always be made by telegram* Tho poriod of ten
days had been retained so as to leave tho shortest possible time botwocn the
actual transfer of the assignment and the moment when the notification reached
the IFRB#
The Vice-Chairman of the IFRBreminded thedelegates that provision
was made in paragraph A for cases where the10-dayperiod
was exceeded*
The Delegate of Spain pointed out a discrepancy between the French
and Spanish texts of paragraph 1 b) of Section IV,
The Delegate of France thought that the wording of paragraph 1 b)
was faulty.
The Chairman of the ad hoc Group then proposed the following wording
for the first sentence of the paragraph in question:
’•Administrations will also inform the IFRB when the transfer of an
assignment to a frequency in the appropriate band is made#”
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The Delegate of the PR of Bulgaria and the PR of Albania made the
following statementj
“The Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria have
already stated that Document 218 as a whole, including the resolution and the
recommendation, is unacceptable to our Delegations since it is contrary to the
Atlantic City Convention and Radio Regulations9
The first ad hoc Working Group which drew up Document 218 did not
take into account the suggestions made by several delegations, including
those of Albania and Bulgaria which, on 20 October, supported the view that
the International Frequency List must *be prepared and approved as a prelimin
ary condition for the changeover to the Atlantic City Allocation Table, in
accordance with the procedure defined in Article 4? of the Radio Regulations*
We maintain that the second ad hoc Group of Committee 7, which
should tave given consideration to the criticisms of Document 218 which had
been put forward, has, in Document 247, merely carried out d m f M s g changes
to Document 218*
The text of Document 247 is still contrary to the Convention and
the Radio Regulations and is unacceptable to our Delegations0
I declare that the Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria will not
accept Document 247 and will vote against it*11
3*6

.

Discussion of Section~V

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa said he had submitted an
amendment to Section V which did not appear to have been included in the text
under study § however, as a compromise, he was prepared to accept the text
proposed*
The
said that in Section V of Document
247 there was a reference to Article 14 of the Radio Regulationsc The present
Conference had shown the extent to which certain delegations wished to apply
those Regulations *
It also talked of good will and mutual assistance, but the Conference
had brought to light the discriminative methods used by certain delegations*
The basis of Document 247 was identical with that on which Document
218 had been prepared, and the former was therefore unacceptable to the
Delegation of Czechoslovakia?
The

.made the following statement}

“Document 247 is wholly unacceptable to the Ukrainian SSR as it'
contains illegal proposals, contrary to the Radio Regulations', to bring the
Atlantic City Table into use in the absence of an International Frequency
List and to extend the functions of the IFRB beyond the scope defined by the
Convention*
The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR considers that Document 24?
should therefore be rejected?'1
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The Delegate of Italy suggested a slight amendment to the wording
of Section V, i*e& that the words !?to the settlement of problems of
interference" be replaced by "concerning methods of overcoming interference"*
The Dole gate of tho Hangarian PR made the following statements
"On behalf of the Hungarian Administration I have to state that
Document 218, despite all its amendments, is still unacceptable to our
Delegation* The whole document including the resolution, the supplement
and Document 247 is an attempt to get the disorderly, so-called "evolutionary"
transfer accopted through an interim procedure, before a complete International
Frequency List is available*
I declare on behalf of my Delegation that this procedure is
illegal and can only be regarded ac another attempt to violate the Radio
Regulations*
I most energetically protest against this procedure and ask for
Document 218 to be rejected, together with Document 247, the sole aim of
which is to coat an obviously bitter pill* I reserve the right to revert to
tho matter in duo course«"
4*
4*1

WORKING PROGRAMME OF THE COMMITTEE

The Chairman of tho ad hoc Working Group hoped that tho ad hod
Group would be able to’prepare the revised text of Documont 218 by the
evoning of 2 November* In view of the short time at its disposal there
would probably bo instances where it would have to submit various alternatives*
The Chairman said that tho next meeting of Committee 7 would be
held during tho afternoon of 3 November, provided that Document 218 revised
could be distributed to delegates by the morning of 3 November*
The meeting rose at 5«3Q p^m*
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Docunent 262 - E
2 novembre 1951

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 5
W.G* 5B

RECOMMENDATION FOR BRINGING THE
2000'- 2850 kc/s BAND INTO FORCE
IN REGION 2

Committee 5,
considering
1*

that the Region 2 frequency list for the 2000 - 2850 kc/s band,
prepared by Committee 5, is acceptable to the Delegations concerned?

2«
3*

that it could be brought into force not earlier than 1 January 1954-5
that, nevertheless, certain’Administrations desire and are in a
position to bring it into force totally or partially before that date,
particularly as regards the frequency of 2182 kc/s, and that they are
entitled to do so under Number 1076*1 of the Radio Regulations5
recommends to Committee 8

1#

to take the necessary measures for implementing that list and the
Atlantic City Table for the 2000 - 2850 kc/s band as well as the Articles
and Appendices of the Radio Regulations relating thereto at dates not
earlier than 1 January 1954?

2*

to moke the necessary arrangements to enable those Administrations
which so wish to conclude bi-lateral or multi-lateral agreements with a
view to total or partial implementation of the parts of the list concerning
them, provided that no harmful interference is caused thereby to the
services of other Administrations«
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EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951.

COM M ITTEE 5

W.G. 5B

RECOMMENDATION
FOR BRIHGIHG THE BANDS 3155 - 3Z.00 kc/s and 3500 - £000 kc/s
INTO FORCE IK REGION 2
Committee 5
considering
that the implementation of tho bands 3155 - 34-00 kc/s and
3500 - 4-000 kc/s in Region 2 should bo undertaken in a coordinated
program for the entire spectrum between 2850 and 27,500 kc/s,
Recommends to Committee 8
that the effective date of final implementation for the bands
3155 - 3400 kc/s and 3500 - 4000 kc/s in Region 2 should be determined
by the means and in the same manner as the Conference decides for the
other bands between 2850 and 27,500 kc/s.
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CONFERENCE ADMINISTRATIVE EXTRAORDINAIRE
DES RADIOCOMMUNICATIONS

?A/. p / e /S
2 novembre 1951

CenSve, 1951

COMMISSIOQ
G .T. 5B

LIAISONS IHTERREGIONALE IHTERKSSAMT LA REGION 2
INTER-REGIONAL CIRCUITS OF INTEREST TO KEGIOW 2
CIKPCUITOS INTER-REGIOHALES DE INTERES PIiRA L I, REGIOH 2

Mote s

24.60

kc/s

Gander a Santa Maria et Reykjavik

2U5

kc/s

Shannon a Gander
a Honolulu

3158,75 kc/s

Wake I

3168

kc/s

Canton I ) a Honolulu
Wake
I )

3215

kc/s

Palmyra

a Oahu

324.7

kc/s

New York

a Europe

3326

kc/s

Tokyo

a Adak

3360

kc/s

Gander

a Shannon

3363

kc/s

Canton I

a Honolulu

3373

kc/s

Wake I

a Honolulu

Toutes les assignations du Groenland doivent Stre examinees
conjointement avec la liste de la Region I*

Note t All the assignments of Greenland must be examined in conjunction
with the Region I List*
Nota i Todas las asignaciones de frecuencics correspondientes a
Groenlandia deben examinorse conjuntamente con la Lista de
la Region !•
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EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 5
S.W.Ge 5A2

F INAL REPORT BY SUB-WORKING GROUP 5A2
PLAN FOR REGION 1
(Bands between 1605 and 390^ kc/s)
The original terms of reference of Sub-Group 5A2 were given in
Documents 28 and 35; as regards new requirements, its terms of reference
were supplemented by a decision taken at the third meeting of Group 5A
and given in Document 118,
Points 1 and 2 of the terms of reference
The Sub-Group prepared five documents covering tasks of various
types as listed below:
a) Document 138
Corrigendum No* 1 dealing with typographical amendments,
deletions of assignments and changes having no practical effect on the
quality of the Plan.
b) Document 14.5
Corrigendum No. 2 dealing with the reorganisation of the
aeronautical fixed networks within the framework of the recommendations of
the International Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO).
c) Document 198
Corrigendum No. 3 containing the amendments to be made to
assignments to take account of the detailed comments by administrations
(Booklet C) and delegations.
d) Document 2,
?6
Corrigendum No. L containing the new requirements for countries
whose names did not appear in the list, as well as the new requirements of
other countries which it has been found possible to include in the plan
without jeopardizing its quality.
e) Document 2A8
Corrigendum No. 5 containing amendments of every type and some
new assignments omitted from Docu&ent 236.
Be
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These five documents, taken together with pages 59 to 235 of the
Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1 (Geneva 194-9), constitute the
revised frequency assignment list in Region 1 for the bands between 1605
and 3900 kc/s.
The list of confirmed new requirements which it has,been impossible
to include in the plan may be inspected by delegations in Room 12,
Point 3 of the terms of reference
Sub-Group 5A2 submits to Group 5A for study the fojJ.ow5.ng
proposals for the subsequent implementation of the new lists:
a) Frequency band between l605 and 2850 kc/s
This band will be implemented on 1 May 1953 at 0200 GMT for
stations other than ship stations; however, because of the importance of
the distress frequency for the safety of life at sea, the frequency of
2182 kc/s will also replace the present frequency of 1650 kc/s for all coast
stations and ship stations on 1 May 1953 at 0200 GMT.
Administrations will have six months, counting from that date, in
which to bring their ship station frequencies other than 2182 kc/s into
operation.
All frequencies must have been brought into operation by 1st
November 1953h) Frequency bands between

3155 and 34.00 kc/s and 3500 and 3900 kc/s

For these bands the Sub-Group is in favour of adopting a
voluntary, progressive method of implementation; it bases its opinion on the
congestion of the bands and the fact that the use of frequencies in them
is linked with the development of propagation conditions and therefore
deponds on any frequency transfers that may be made in the bands above
4. Mc/s,
The beginning of this implementation could be scheduled for
1 May 1952.
In applying the voluntary implementation, any Administration
wishing to bring into operation a frequency assigned to one of its stations
in the plan should ascertain that it will not cause harmful interference
to the stations of other Administrations; further, each Administration
should endeavour, as far as possible, to make the necessary adjustments
in the use of its frequencies to assist other Administrations to bring the
frequencies in the plan into operation.
The Sub-Group is not in a position to establish a final date
for this period of implementation and considers that it depends on the time
required to carry out the transfers of frequencies above 4- Mc/s,
Be

Finally, tho Sub-Group wishes to draw the attention of
Committee 3 to the need to coordinate the implementation of the bands
between -2350 and 3900 kc/s in such a way that the M/JARA frequencies can be
brought into service*
c) Status of the frequencies in, the, plan
As it is impossible to know for certain which frequencies
will really be used^ especially in the bands above 3155 kc/s, the Sub-Group
thinks it unwise to confer upon the frequencies in the plan the status of
registrations, as long as that status lias not been conferred upon higher
frequencies.
The Sub-Group suggests that the date of notification of the
frequencies shouldbe the same as the date ofsignature of the final acts
of the EARC and that the question of theregistration ofthese
frequencies
•should be reviewed at the next Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference,
d ) Implementation of various paragraphs of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations.
The Sub-Group considers that the following numbers of the
Radio Regulations should be implemented on 1 May 1953:
No,
589 (Article 28)
Nosso 813 to 827 (Article 34)
No*
369 (Article 37),
The Sub-Group considers that No, 581 should not be
implemented.
Finally, the Delegate of the Netherlands has drawn the
Sub-Group's attention to the adoption by Committee 3 of 1 January 1952 in
place of 1 January 1950 as the date in the heading to Column 3 of the Table
of Frequency Tolerances given in Appendix 3 of the Radio Regulations5 he
suggested that Committee 8 ’s attention should be drawn to the fact that the
date of Implementation of the band 1605-2350 kc/s would be more satisfactory
as regards ship transmitters,
e) Stability of shin transmitters
Sub-Group 5A2, bearing in mind
- the constant technical progress in the manufacture of ship transmitters
and crystals? and
- the need to observe the prescribed spacing between channels used by the
Maritime Mobile service;
considers that Recommendation No, 1 of the Final Acts of the Conference for
Rogion 1 (Geneva 194-9)? should be supplemented so that the tolerance
(0.02$) shown in column 3 of Appendix 3 of the Radio Regulations is obtained
on ship transmitters within one year at the most after the implementation
of the band l 605 - 2350 kc/s,
A, HENRY
Chairman of Sub-Working Group 5A2
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Page 22
GuiP

pagina 22
BISSAU

a.iouter
4413,8

-

add
0,1

-

ahadase
07-19

Page 38
GuiP

-

pdgina 38
BISSAU

a.iouter
13172,9

-

add
0,1

«■*

anddase
07-19

Rage 41
Xoug

«*

pdgina 41
SPLIT

a.iouter
13180,6

-

sM
5

-

anddase
HX

Page 43
GuiP
I
I

-

pagina 43
BOLAMA
ROMA
ROMA

aiouter
17332,9
17325,2
17340,6

-

qdd
0,1
10
10

**

aMdase
07-19
H24
H24

Page 45
Xoug

pdgina 45
SPLIT

a.iouter
17348,3

-

add
5

<
m

aMdase
HX

Page 46
I
I

pagina.46
ROMA
ROMA

a.iouter
22685,2
22700,6

-

add
10
10

pagina 47
LISBOA

a.iouter
22692,9

-

add
5

Page 47
Port

-

anddase
B24
H24 '
*■

anddase
H24

Page 2
read
(concerns English text only)
under •4379,3 Macau
Portuguese Timor
Page 2
sur

lire
(ne concerne que le texte fran§ais)
4379,3 Macau
Timor portugais

Page 38
IndP

-

pagina 38
GOA

lire

Page 20
CapV

-

pagina 20
MINDELO

lire
4413,8

-

read

read
"l

tab

•

lease

lease
H24

Note du Secretariat : Les modifications ne concernent.que des erreurs
d*impression
Note by the Secretariat « These modifications result from printing errors
only
Nota de la Secretaria

: Estas modificaciones se refieren silamente a
errores tipograficos
/
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SECOND REPORT BY THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE

The Drafting Committee submits the following documents to the
Plenary Assembly for a first readings
1*
The Text of Article 5, Chapter II of the Final Acts, concerning
the adoption of the Frequency Allotment Elan for the maritime mobile radio
telephone service and the Frequency Assignment Plan to coast radiotelegraph
stations#
2*
Annex 5, containing the Frequency Allotment Plan for tho maritime
mobile radiotelephone service*
3*
The first page of Annex 6 concerning the Frequency Assignment Plan
to coast radiotelegraph stations*
These documents were prepared from Documents 176, 177, 17S and
272 (including amendments and additions made to the latter at the last
meeting of Committee 6)«
The Drafting Committee!s proposals on the publication of the
Frequency Assignment Plan to coast radiotelegraph stations are given in
Document 306*

L* Bramel de Clejoulx

Chairman,
Committee 4

Bn
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CHAPTER II

ARTICLE 5
MARITIME MOBILE SERVICE IN THE EXCLUSIVE DANDS_BETWEEN-AOQO AND 27.,,£00,kc/s
COAST STATIONS

SECTION I«

Frequency Allotment Plan for tho Maritime. Mobile Radiotelephone
Service

§1,
(l) For the Maritime Mobile Radiotelephone Service (Coast stations),
the Conference has adopted the Frequency Allotment Plan appearing in Part A
of Annex 5 of the Final Acts©
/
(2) Part B of Annex 5 contains a Station Assignment Plan for this
service, which is published for information purposes*
§2*
The Power indicated in these plans is the ’'moan power" as defined
in 63 of Article 1, of the Radio Regulations*
§3,
It is recommended that when countries bring additional frequencies
into use the assistance of the IoF«R«Bo should be sought in choosing specific
frequencies so as to avoid harmful interference to the assignments shown in
Section II of Part A of Annex 5«

SECTION ll« Frequency Assignment. Plan_t^_.CqasAJ\oilQMj:^QP^ s
§4*
For Coast radiotelegraph stations operating in the exclusive bands
between 4000 and 27500 kc/s the Conference has adopted the Frequency Assign
ment Plan appearing in Annex Nov 6C
-

'

§5*
(1) Subject to exceptional provisions o£U Jparagraph (3)] below,
Coast radio telegraph stations operating between 4000 and 27500 kc/s in the
Maritime Mobile telegraph exclusive bands, shall at no time use an antenna
input power in excess of the figures given below:

Bn

1 Band

- Power limit

4
6
5
12
16
22

5
5
10
15
15
15

Mc/s
Mc/s
Me/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s

kW
kW
kW
kW
KW
kW

BLUE PAGES
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(2) In order to avoid undue co-channel or adjacent channel inter
ference, the powers specified for each station in this Frequency Assignments
Plan are tho maximum antenna input powers to be used by the stations listed •
on the various frequency channels. Any increase in these specified powers,
within the limits quoted in paragraph 1 above, shall be subject to [the pro
cedure laid down in Chapter IV, Article 11 of the Atlantic City Radio
RegulationsJ *)
(3) Exceptionally, after the Frequency Assignment Plan has come into
force, an increase in the power of any station above the limits specified in
paragraph (1) above may be mode only,
Ta) in accordance with 34& of Article 11 of tho Atlantic City Radio
Regulations, and
b) after the countries, whose actual transmission on assignments
in this Plan are likely to be adversely affected by the change,
have boen consulted by the I.F.R.B* in accordance with the
procedures detailed in Section III of Article 11 of Atlantic
City Radio Regulations ] *)
§6#
In order to reduce adjacent channel interference Coast Radio Tele
graph Stations operating in the Maritime Mobile exclusive bands between
4000 and 27500 kc/s shall not use Class A2 omission*
§7.
In accordance with tho provisions of 372 of Article 13, of the
Radio Regulations, unnecessary continuous emissions (such as the unduly pro
longed emission of call slips) shall be avoided in the Maritime Mobile Coast
telegraph service.
§8*
Questions of harmful interference arising from operations on the
assignments contained in this Frequency ussignmont Plan, shall bo resolved by
bilateral or multilateral negotiations, as appropriate, between the interested
Administrations. The I.F.R.B. shall bo consulted, as nocossary, in acoordanoo
with Article IA of the Radio Regulations, and shall be notified of any fre
quency changes involved.
§9.
It is recommended that countrios which sharo a channel in one of the
exclusive bands afford special consideration to the countries among them which
have no other channel in the same band in order to permit the latter countries
to satisfy their minimum communication requirements.
510.
(1) It is reoommended that during the period of transfer of assign
ments to the frequencies specified in this Plan, additional assignments which
are required by Administrations for Coast rfidiotolograph station, should be
the subject of negotiations and agreements with tho Administrations whose
actual transmissions on assignments in this Plan may bo affected by these
additional assignments, such negotiations to be carried out in collaboration
with the I.F.R.B.

#)

Note bv the Drafting Committee.
It may bo necessary to amend the material between brackets in
accordance with the decisions of Committee 8.

Bn
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(2) In the absence of agreement with the Administrations whose
transmission may be affected, such additional assignments should be notified
to the I4F*RfB#, for treatment under Article 11 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations after the Frequency Assignment Plan has come into force*

Bn
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ANNEX No.5

MARITIME MOBIIE RADIOTELEPHONE SERVICE
IN THE EXCLUSIVE BANDS
BETWEEN 4000 AND 27.500 kc/s

COAST STATIONS

A*

Frequency Allotment Plan

B.

Station Assignment Plan

to Countries

Band

4368 - 4438 kc/s

pages 2, 13 and 19

Band

8745 - 8815 kc/s

pages5, It and 27.

Band 13130 - 13200 kc/s

pages 8 y 15 and 36

Band, 17290 - 17360 kc/s

pages10j 16 and 42.

Band 22650 - 22720 kc/s

pages 12, 17 and 46.

Ge
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A. ALLOTMENT OF FREQUENCIES TO COUNTRIES
I,

Frequencies provided for on a registration basis in accordance
with Article 11 of the Radio Regulations. l)
4368 - 4438 kc/s

Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

1

2

3

4372,4

m 4379,3
r

United States (West)
South Georgia
.
Great Britain
New Guinea/Aust.
Pakistan
South Africa
Brazil
Ethiopia
Fiji
.
India (South)
Macao
Mexico
Norway
1)
Sweden
l)
Timor

5
✓
0,5
1
1
0,1
20
1
2
1
1
0,5
0,5

4393*1

Australia (East.)
Egypt
United States (East)
Indonesia
Uruguay

J3
20
3
5

Ceylon
Cuba
Finland
.
Iceland l)
Italy
Japan
New Hebrides

1
3
.3
1
10
2,5
0,2

01

4

1) Present traffic to Denmark
is handled through Sweden and
Norway« When a separate station
is constructed in Denmark, it
will share the frequency with
Sweden and Norway*

3
2
0-4
5
0pl5

AeEoFc
A c0«F.
Chile. (South)
France
Madagascar
Martinique
.
Monaco
New Caledonia
Reunion •
St* Pierre and Miquelon

1)

.

20
0?3
20
0?2^
3,5

4386,2

4400,0

Remarks

I

.

.... .

l) Iceland requires two 40«
minute periods per day.

Note by the,.Draft.ing_.Coiimittee
^
^
^
It may be necessary to amend this heading in accordance with decisions of
Committee 8.
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'

2

1

1

4406,9

t
r

.

4413,6

4420,7

..

Germany
Canaries
China (Central)
Spain
United States (East) l)
Solomon Is/Aust.
Kenya
Spanish Morocco
Poland
U*SaSeE« (North Asia)
U.S.S.R* (North-West)

4

3

'

6
5
3
5
20
0,25
0,5
0,3
5

l) Third frequency for
United States (East)

.

-

1
" ■ " "■ 11,1...... .....

Angola l)
Netherlands Antilles 1)
Canada (East and Central)
Cape Verde l)
Portugese Guinea l)
Portuguese Indi&es
Indonesia
Mozambique
New Zealand
Netherlands l)
Portugal l)
So Tome & Principe 1)
Surinam
l)
U.S.S.R. (Europe)
Yugoslavia
Chile (North)
Colombia
Gold Coast \
T*.
Denmark 1)
United States (Central)
France
2)
Gambia
Hawaii
India (North)
Italy
3)
:
Philippines
Venezuela

— 1
i

1
1
•JL.

•

12
0,1
0.1
0,5
0,5
0,5
1
2.0
5
0,5
0,35
1
1
0,2
2
3
5
1
20
0,7
3
10
10
1
2

l) Time sharing if necessary
between Portugal, Angola,
•Portuguese Guinea,Cape Verde
Islands, Sg Tome and Principe,
on the one hand, and
’
Netherlands, Surinam and .
Netherlands Antilles on the
other*
r

l) Sweden and Norway will
share with Denmark as their
second frequency during the
time allowed to Denmark.
2) Second frequency for France*
3) Second frequency for Italy.

t

01
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1
4427,6

4434,5

2
Argentine (South) l)
Bermuda
Canada (West)
China (East)
United States (South)
Great Britain 2)
Greece
Israel
Nicaragua
New Zealand
Dominican Republic
Turkey

Argentine (North)
Australie (West)
Belgium
Bulgaria
Belgian Congo
United States (East) 1)
Hongkong
Iran
Ukraine
UaSoSeR* (South Asia)

4

3

.

0,5
3
0,4
10
0,4
15
3.5
3.5
0,1
0,3
0,15
3.5

20
0,25
3
0,5
n
±
20
$
1
1
0,5

1) Second frequency for
Argentine (South)*
2) Second frequency for
Great Britain*

1) Second frequency for the
United States (East)

------ ------- ----- ----- ---- --f

Note t Bahamas will use a frequency in the band 4438 - 4650 kc/s*

01

,
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8745 - 8815
Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

1

2

3

8747,6

Bahamas
United States (West)
South Georgia
Great Britain
Solomon Is/Aust.
Indonesia

8754,7

South Africa
Australia (West)
Chile (South)
Indochina
Nicaragua
\
Norway 1)
Dominican Republic
Sweden l)

S

r .

.

8761,8

8768,9

Burma
Egypt
United States (East)
New Guinea/Aust. ■
UoSoS.Ro (North Asia)

8776 '

Ceylon
Cuba .
Faroes
Finland
Iceland l)
Italy
J apan
New Caledonia
New Hebrides

01

Remarks
’

4

o «
20
0,3
20
0,25

3
0,13
0,1
0«2
O'l
5
0,15
5

A TP "P
A.O.F.
France
Hawaii
India (South)
Macast
Madagascar
.
Morocco
.
Martinique
Monaco
■
Reunion
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Portuguese Timor

kc/s

;
i

l) Present traffic to Denmark
is handled by Sweden and Norway
When a separate station is
constructed in Denmark, it will
share the frequency with Sweden
and Norway.

*
J1
.
1
20
3
5
0,15
1
1
2
'!
°j>5
0,5
0,5
2,5
3
20
0,25
15

’1
3
0,2
3
-i.
10
2,5
1
■ 0,2

l) Iceland requires two
40-minute periods per day.
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1
8783,1

8790,2

8797,3

01

2

3
6

Germany
Netherlands Antilles
(Day only)
Argentine (South) l)
Bulgaria
Canada (East and Central)
Canaries
Belgian Congo
Spain
India (North) 2)
Spanish Morocco
New Zealand
2)
Surinam (Day only)
Ukraine
U.S.S.R. (Europe)

1
1
0,5
12
5
1
5
5
0,3
5
0,35
1
1

Angola l)
Cape Verde l)
China (Central)
Gilbert and Ellice/Aust.
Portuguese Guinea l)
Portuguese Indies
Mexico
Netherlands l)
Philippines
Poland
Portugal l)
S d; Tone &■ Principe l)
UeS,S*R* (North Nest)
Uruguay

1
0,1
3
0,25
0,1
0,5
2,5
10'
1
5
5
0,5
1
5

Chile (North)
Colombia
Denmark l)
United States (North and
Central)
France 2)
Indonesia
Italy
3)
Mozambique
Nigeria
Seychelles .
U.SsSsRc (South Asia)
Venezuela

0,2
2
5
1
20
3
10
• 0,5
0,3
0,5
0,5
2

k
1) Second frequency for
Argentine (South)»

,
.

2) Tine sharing if necessary
between India
and
New Zealand

.

V
l) Time sharing if necessary
between Portugal, S® Tome and
Principe, Angola, Portuguese
Guinea and Cape Verde Islands,
on the one hand, and
Netherlands on the other.
t

■

l) Sweden and Norway will share
with Denmark as their second
frequency during the time .
allowed to Denmark.
2) Second frequency for France.
3) Second frequency for Italy.

\
}*
■
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1
8804,4

8811,5

01

2

3

Australia (East)
Belgium l)
Bermuda
'
Brazil
(South of 21° South)
Great Britain 2)
Hongkong
Iran
Kenya
Yugoslavia

3
15
1
1
0,5
2

Argentine (North)
China (East)
Gold Coast
United States l)
Fiji
Gambia
Greece
Israel
Pakistan
Turkey

20
5
3
20
0,5
0,7
3.5
3.5
3.5
3.5

1
3
3

4
1) Tine sharing with Great
Britain if necessary*
2) Second frequency for
Great .Britain*

l) Second frequency for the
United States*
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13130 - 13200 kc/s
Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

1

2

3

13134,4

13149,8

Australia (East)
Colombia
Norway l)
Pakistan
Sweden l)
Venezuela

A.E.F,
AoO«,F
France
Portuguese Indies
Japan
‘
Macau
Madagascar
Morocco
Martinique
Mozambique
Portuguese Timor
.

•

''

■

ifc
l>

13157,5

13165,2

China (East)
United States (East)
Iran

Australia (West)
Brazil
P&aload
Iceland l)
Italy
Philippines

01

‘

4

0,5

Bahamas
Bermuda
Fiji
Great Britain
Indochina
UoSoS„R. (North Asia)

3

0,5

‘

!► 13142,1

Remarks

20
0,2

'

.

15
1
.

2,5
5
3

5
2,5

l) Present traffic to Denmark
is handled by Sweden ond Norway
When a separate station is
constructed in Denmark, it will
share the frequency with Sweden
and Norway*

1
1
20

0,5
2,5
0,15
x
1
2

.

0,5
0,5
5
20
1

0)73
3
3
3
n»•
*
10

0,4

1) Iceland requires two 40minute periods per day*
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r

]

_

!

2

.1 . . . . . . . .

3

Angola 1)
Netherlands Antilles 1)
Canada (East)
Cape Verde 1)
Portuguese Guinea l)
Hawaii
Hongkong
India (South)
Netherlands 1) '
Portugal 1)
S» Tome & Principe l)
Surinam l)

13172,9

i

i
i
i

i

1
1
12
0,1
0,1
3
3
5
10
5
0,5
0,35

. ..

j

^

I

1) Time sharing, if necessary,
between Portugal, Angola, S® Tome
& Principe, Portuguese Guinea
and Gape Verde Island, on the
one hand, and Netherlands,
Surinam and Netherlands
Antilles on tin other*
V

i
i
i

J

4

j
j
■)
i
j
1
|

13180,6

GermanyArgentine (North)
Denmark 1)
United States
France 2)
India (North)
Italy 3)
Netherlands 4) 1
Poland
* Yugoslavia

.

,

i
{
s

'

13188,3

i

]
?

13196,0

Canaries
Chile
Egypt
Spain
United States 1)
Gambia
Indonesia .. •.
Spanish Morocco

J
i
t

i

I

U. . .
;

HI*

South/Africa
Belgium 1)
China(Central)
Belgian Congo
Great Britain 2)
Greece
Israel
Mexico
New Zealand
Turkey

i
1

U .S .S eR . ( N o r t h A s ia )
U ru g u a y

6
10
5
20
10
5
10
10
5
5

•

3
3
3
1
15
3,5
3,5
2,5
5
3,5

1) Sweden and Norway will sharej
with Denmark as their second
frequency
during the time
;
allowed to Denmark.
■
j

2) Second frequency for France j
3)

"

"

4)

"

"

" Italy
" the
Netherlands

l) Time sharing with
Great Britain if necessary.
2) Second frequency for
Great Britain.
.

;
1
f

i

i
!

5
0,1
3
5
20,
0,7
3,
0,3
1
5

!
1
\
i

'

1) Second frequency for the
United States (East)

J
j

-

■

\

\

-
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17290 - 17360
•

t

11

..

y

Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

1

2

3

17294,4

Australia (East)
Great Britain

1
20

17302,1

Argentine(North)
Hawaii
India (North)
Norway l)
Sweden l)

5
3
5
5
5

v

kc/s

'
i
|

Remarks

1

4

'

l) Present traffic to Denmark
is handled by Sweden & Norway,
When a separate station in is
constructed in Denmark, it
will share the frequency with
Sweden and Norway.

;
17309,8

Brazil
France
Japan
Morocco
Martinique

‘
3
20
2,5
1
2

17317,5

China (Central)
United States (East)
Philippines

3
20
1

17325,2

Cuba
Finland
Iceland 1)
Italy
New Zealand

17332,9

Angola 1)
Netherlands Antilles 1)
Canada (East)
Cape. Verde 1)
Chile
Portuguese Guinea l)
India (South)
Macau
Mozambique
Netherlands l)
Poland
Portugal l)
So Tome & fcrincipe l)
Surinam
l)
’
Portuguese Timor

'

3
3
1
10
5
.... , --

I

12
0,1
/
0,1
7
0,1
5
0,15
0,5
10
5
5
0,5
0,35
0,5

■
l) Iceland requires two 40?*
minute periods per day.
•

\

l) Time shoring, if necessary!
between Portugal, Angola, Cape
Verde Islands, Portuguese
Guinea, S« Tome and Principe,
on the one hand, and
Netherlands, Surinam and
Netherlands Antilles on the
other*
*

»
4
t

----------------- JL
Gn/Hl
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....

2

1

17340.6

!

3

South Africa
Germany
Denmark l)
United States (West)
France 2)
Italy
3)
Pakistan
Netherlands 4*)
USSR (Europe)

3
6
5
20
20
10
1
10
1

•

/
17348,3

17356,0

J
t
f
♦
' i

Gn

u

1) Sweden and Norway will
share with Denmark as their
second frequency
during
the time allowed to Denmark
2) Second frequency for
France

■

3) Second frequency for
Italy
U) Second frequency for
the Netherlands*

.....

....

Belgium 1)
China (East)
Great Britain
Greece
Israel
Turkey
Venezuela
Yugoslavia

...... ... .........1

3
15
15
3.5
3.5
3.5
2.5
5

2)

Canaries
Egypt
Spain
United States (East)
Indonesia
Spanish Morocco
Uruguay

5
3
5
20
3
0,3

l)

i

3
....

l) Time sharing with
Great Britain, if necessary>
2) Second frequency for
Great Britain.
.

l) Second frequency for
the United States (East)

|
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22650 - 22720 kc/s

Frequency
kc/s

1

Countries

Power
kW

|

2

3

!

Remarks
4
.....

22654-, A

Greas Britain
Pakistan

20
1

22662,1

Australia (East)
i Finland
Norway l)
Sweden 1)
Venezuela

1

'
France
Philippines

10
1

22677,5

China (Central)
United States (East)

20

22685,2

South Africa
Italy
Japan
United States (West)
Netherlands
.
Portugal

22692,9

22700,6

Germany
Argentine (North)
Denmark l)
France 2)
India (South)
Italy 3)

3

10
2,5

t
;
;
|
i

20
10

I
i
5
,
i
... ... t
6
i
10
,
5
i

10

1

5

!
!
»

10

!

22716,0
' '

■

i

J

Gn

-----

3

i

22708,3

-.-..-...... — .-.

1) Present traffic to
Denmark is handled by Sweden
and Norway* When a separate
station is constructed in
Denmark it will share the
frequency with Sweden and
Norway*
'

3,
5
5
2,5

22669,8

j

Belgium l)
3
!
10
1
China (North)
Great Britain 2)
15
I
Poland
5
!
____ ___________i_.....
_4
>.i
.
p
"
f
Canaries
;
5
i
Spain
5
1
20
i
United States (East) 1)
10
;
India (North)
Spanish Morocco
0,3 }
!

.........................

1) Sweden and Norway will
share with Denmark as their
second frequency during the
time allowed to Denmark.
2) Second frequency for
France
3) Second frequency for
Italy
1) Time sharing with Great
Britain, if necessary*
2) Second frequency for
Great Britain*
.
l) Second frequency for
the United States (East)

i
j

j
i
i
1
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II - FREQUENCIES PROVIDED FOR ON A NOTIFICATION BASIS IN ACCORDANCE
WITH ARTICLE 11 OF THE RADIO REGULATIONS.

.
4368 - 4438

|
j

Frequency
kc/s

Power
kW

Countries
2

1

Remarks
4

3

4372,4

Argentine

0,5

4379,3

Chile

0,2

4393,1

South Africa

2

4400

Argentine

0,5

Belgian Congo

0,25

4406,9

Uruguay

5

4433,8

Argentine

0,5

4420,7

Brazil

3

kc/s

'

..

♦

'

1
4427,6

Note :

l)

Xougoslavia

1
1

2

.. ......... ................... 1

One additional frequency will be required by
future services© The I«F©R*B. should assist m
frequency, in due course.

M a s bond^for
choosing the specific

Note bv the Drafting Committee It may be necessary to amend this heading in accordance with decisions of
Committee 8.
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8745 ~ 8815 kc/s
...... ...... — .. . ■'....... — ----—

— --------—
Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

Remarks

2

3

4

1
3754,7

Argentine

0,5

8761,8

Argentine

0,5

8768,9

South Africa

2

Chile

0,2

Uruguay

1

Chile

0,1

Belgian Congo

0,25

8776

8783,1

Chile

. 0,1

8790,2

Chile

0,1

8797,3

Argentine

0,5

Brazil

3

i
■ ............. i
.............

Note :

01

,

’

Notification secondary to
that of Argentine on this
frequency.

One additional frequency will be required by Germany in this band for
future services* The I.F.R*Bc should assist in choosing the specific
frequency, in due course*

I
1
|
I
]
j

BLUE PAGES
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13130 - 13200 kc/s
Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

Remarks

1

2

3

U

i

13134,4

Chile

0,1

13142,1

Argentine

0,5

13149,8

Chile

0,2

13165,2

Chile

0,2

13172,9

Argentine

0,5

13188,3

Brazil

3

One additional frequency will be required by Germany in this band for
future services. The I.F.R.B. should assist in choosing the specific
frequency, in due course.

01
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17290 - 17360
Frequency
kc/s

Countries

Power
kW

1

2

3

17317,5

Iran

1

kc/s

Remarks

<

'

17325,2

Brazil

Note :

One additional frequency will be required by Germany in this band for
future services. The I.F.R.B, should assist in choosing the specific
frequency, in due course.

01

3
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22650 - 22720

Frequency
kc/ s

Countries

1

2

'

Power
kW

Remarks

3

4

22677,5

Iran

1

22708,3

Chile

0,2

kc/s

i

Note

1

Note - 2

{ One additional frequency will be required by Germany in this band for
future services. The I.F.R.B* should assist in choosing the specific
frequency, in due course.

s Gne frequency will be required in this band by Yugoslavia for future
services. The I.F.R.B. should assist in choosing the specific
frequency,in due course.
.
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la. STATION ASSIGNMENT PLAN

Station

Country
( Abbre
viations
as in the
I.T.U.
List )

Registered
Frequency

H24 = continuous

1)
kc/s

Hours of
operation

Power

kW

HX

Notified
freauencies

1)

f intermittent

(j/d) - day
Times in

2

1

l) Note

3

U

5

G.M.T.

6

by the Drafting Committee

It may be necessary to amend this heading in accordance with decisions
of Committee 8*
Note :
The comma has been used in the following tables to denote the decimal
portion of the frequency channel in order to simplify the printing process.
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4368 - 4438 kc/s

2

1

3

4

5

AEF

BRAZZAVILLE

4386,2

1

HX

AEF

POINTE NOIRE

4386,2

1

HX

AfrS

DURBAN

4379,3

3

AfrS

CAPETOWN

4379,3

3

AfrS

PORT ELIZABETH

4379,3

3

Ango

CABINDA

4413,8

0,2$

Ango

LUANDA

. 4413,8

1

H24

Ango

LOBITO

4413,8

1

K24

Ango

MOpAMEBBS

4413,8

1

08-18

Antn

CURACAO

4413,8

1

HX

Antn

ARUBA

4413,8

1

'HX

AOF

DAKAR

4386,2

1

UV

AOF

ABIDJAN.

4386,2

1

HX

Arge

BUENOS AIRES

4434,5

20

Argo

FORIOSA

4434,5

0,5

HX

Argo

COMDDORO RIVADAVIA

4427,6

0,5

HX

Arge

TRELEW

4427,6

0,5

HX

Arge

RIO GRANDE

4427,6

0,5

Tl XT Vi .

Arge .

USHUAIA

4427,6

0,5

HX

Arge

CLORINDA

Arge

.

H 24

6

4393,1

(2)

4393,1

(2)

4393,1

(2)

HX

4372,4

(0,5)

IGUAZU

HX

4372,4

(0,5)

Arge

POSADAS

HX

4372,4

(0,5)

Arge

TIGRE

HX

4372,4

(0,1)

Arge

RIO GALLEGOS

HX

4400

(0,5)

Arge

SAN JULIAN

HX

4400

(0,5)

Arge

SANTA CRUZ

HX

4400

(0,5)

Arge

DESTACAMENTO GUAZU

HX

4400

(0,5)

Arge

MLR DEL PLATA

H24

4413,8

(0,5)

Arge

BAHIA BLANCA

KI

4413,8

(0,5)

Arge

PUERTO DSSEADO

EX

4413,8

(0,5)

•

.

H24
08-18

H24
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1

2

3

5

4

Aust

ADELAIDE

4434*5

0,1

H24

Aust

BROOME

4434,5

0,1

H24

Aust

DARWIN

•

4434,5

0,1

H24

Aust

ESPERANCE

4434,5

0,1

23-12

Aust

GERALDTON

4434,5

0,1

23-12

Aust

PERTH

4434,5

0,25

H24

Aust,

BRISBANE

4393,1

0,1

H24

Aust

COOKTOWN

4393,1

0,1

20-09

Aust

HOBART

4393,1

0,1

21-10

Aust

MELBOURNE

4393,1

0,25

H2A

Aust

ROCKHAMPTON

4393,1

0,1

22-07

Aust

SYDNEY I

4393,1

1

H24

Aust

SYDNEY II

4393,1

0,23

H24

Aust

THURSDAY ISLAND

4393,1

0,125

H24

Aust

TOWNSVILLE

4393,1

0,1

H34

Aust

PORT MORESBY

4372,4

0,13

21-08

Aust

SAMARA I

4372,4

0,1

HX

Aust

KAVIENG

4372,4

0,1

HX *

Aust

MADANG

4372,4

0,1

HX

Aust

RABAUL

4372,4

0,25

20-14

Aust

SOHANA

4406,9

0,25

HX

B

SEPETIBA

4379,3

3

H24

B

MARAPICU

Belg

OSTENDE I

.

H24
4434,5

H24

3
i

Belg

OSTENDE II

4434,5

0,3

H24

Berm

BERMUDA

4427,6

3

HX

Bulg

STALINE

4434,5

0,5

HI

Cana

DRUMMO NDVILLE

4413,8

Cana

LULU ISLAND

4427,6

0,4

H24

CapV

PRAIA

4413,8

0,1

HX

CapV

MINDELO

4413,8

0,1

HX

Ceyl

CEYLAN I

4400

1

H2A

Ceyl

CEYLAN II

4400

1

H24

12

HX

6

4420,7

(3)

BLUE PAGES
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4368 - 4438 kc/d
2

1
Chil
Chil

VALPARAISO

6

3
4420,7
4386,2

0,2
0,1
0,1

HX
HX

Chil

PUNTA ARENAS
EVANGELISTAS

Chil

TALCAHUANO

Chin

TSINGTAO

4427,6

5

H24

Chin

TIENTSIN*I

4427,6

1

H24

Chin

TIENTSIN II

4427,6

5

H24

Chin
Chin

TAINAN

4427,6
4427,6

10

H24

5

H24

4406,9

3
3

H24

Chin

NANKING

4386,2

HX
HX

Chin

CANTON
HANKCW

Colo
Colo
Colo
Colo
Colo
Colo

BARRANQUILLA
| 4420,7
BUENAVENTURA
4420,7
CABO DE IA VEIA
4420,7
CARTAGENA
4420,7
SANTA MARTA
4420,7
TURBO
4420,7

2

HX

0,3
0,3
0,3
0,3
0,3

HX
HX
HX
HX
HX

Cong
Cong

BANANA
MATADI

4434,5
4434,5

1
1

HX
HX

CotO

TAKORADI

4420,7

3

HX

Cuba

BAUTA HABANA

4400

3

HX

D

NORDDEICH

4406,9

6

H24

Dnk
Dnk

LINGBY
LINGBY

4420,7
4379,3

5
5

HX
HX

Domi

CIUDAD TRUJILLO

4427,6

0,15

HX

Domi

PUERTO PLATA

4427,6

0,15

HX

E
E

ARANJUEZ
MADRID

4406,9
4406,9

1
5

H24
H24

Egyp
Egyp

CAIRO
ALEXANDRIA

4393,1
4393,1

1,5
3

H24
H24

Etlo

ASSAB

4379,3

HX

Etio

MASSAWA

4379,3

2
2

F

saint nazaihe

4386,2

H24

F

SAINT NAZAIRE

F

AGDE

4420,7
4386,2

F

AGDE

4420,7

20
20
20
20

4406,9

4379,3

(0,2)

4400
4400

(0,25)
(0,25)

H24

HX

H24
H24
H24
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.....
X

t
i

6
'
. ...... ....

1
t

2

3

!

4

Falk

SOUTH GEORGIA

4372,4

j

0,3

HX

Fiji

SUVA

4379,3

0,4

HX

Finl

KOTKA

4400

3

17-01

Finl

HELSINKI

4400

3

HX

G

RUGBY

4372,4

20

H?4

G

RUGBY

4427,6

15

H2&

Gamb

FAJARA

4420,7

0,7

HX

Grec

ATHENS

4427,6

3,5

HX

GuiP
■
Hawa

BOLAMA

4413,8

0,1

1 07-19

i
.j
s
1

HONOLULU, T«H.

4420,7

H24
3

:

1
1

Holl

KOOTWIJK

4413,8

10

H24

ROMA

4400

10

H24

ROM/*

4420,7

10

H24

I

GENOVA

4400

5

H24

I

GENOVA

4420,7

5

H24

I

NAPOLI

4400

5

H24

I

NAPOLI

4420,7

5

H24

ICan

EL TABLERO

4406,9

5

H24

Inde

BOMBAY

4379,3

5

H24

Inde

COCHIN

4379,3

5

H?4

Inde

MADRAS

4379,3

5

Inde

VIZAGAPATAM

4379,3

5

H24

Inde

PORT BLAIR

| 4379,3

j H24

Inde

CALCUTTA

4420,7

5
£

j H24

1

Inde

OKHA

4420,7

5

\[ H24

I1

Indn

DJAKARTA

4393,1

3

J H24

i
1

Indn

BELLMAN

4413,8

0,5

1 HX

Indn ! TANDLONGPINANG

4413,8

0,5

HX

Indn | PONTIANAK

4413;3

0,5

1
i

|

.

5

1

-

j

•

H24
.

HX '
J______ !

■

i

BLUE PAGES
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43§§.;_4438_ko/s_
2

1

j

4

5

Indn

SAMBAS

4413 .,8

0*5

HX

Indn

SAMPIT

8

0,5

HX

Indn

BANDJERMASIN

4413,8

0*5

HX

Indn

SURABAJA

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

KALIANGET

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

MAKASSER

4413 *.8

0,5

HX

Indn

KOTABARt?

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

BALIKPAPAM

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

TARAKAN

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

BONGGALA

4413*8

0,5

HX

Indn

MENADO

4413 *8

0*5

HX

IndP

GOA

4413,8

0*5

H24

Iran

ABADAN

4434*5

1

H24

Iran

BANDAR ABBAS

4434* 5

1

H24

Iran

BANDAR PAHLAVI

4434*5

1

H24

Iran

BANDAR SHAH

4434*5

A

H24

Iran

BANDAR SHAHPGUR

. 4434*5

1

H24

Iran

BOUSHIRE

4434*5

1

H24

Iran

JASK

4434*5

x

■ H24

Iran

KHORAMSHAHR

4434?5

1

H24

Isla

REYKJAVIK

4400

1

HX

Isra,

HAIFA

4427,,6

3,5 :

HX

Isra

TEL AVIV

4427*6

0*5

HX

Isra

EILAT

4427*6

0*5

HX

J

NAGASAKI

4400

2,5

HX

J

TOKYO

4400

2,5

H24

J

MAIZURU

4400

2*5

HX

J

OTCHISHI'

4400

2,5

HX

Heny

MOMBASA

4406*9

0,5

HX

Kong

HONGKONG

4434*5

3

H24

Maca

MACAU

4379*3

0/15

HX

Mada

TANANARIVE

4386*2

1

HX

Mada

TAMATAVE

4386*2

1

HX

Mada

MAJUNGA

4286*2

1

HX
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2

3

MarE

MELILLA

4406,9

0,3

H24

Mart

FORT DE FRANCE

4386,2

2

HX

Mexi

MANZANILLO

4379,3

0,2

HX

Mexi

MAZATLAN

4379,3

0,2

HX

Mexi

PICHILINGUE

4379,3

0,2

H24

Mexi

SALINA CRUZ

4379,3.

0,2

H24

Mexi

SANTA ROSALIA

4379,3

0,5

H24

Mexi

TUXPAN

4379,3

2,5

15-19

Mexi

VERACRUZ

4379,3

1

Mona

MONACO

4386,2

Moza

IOURENQO MARQUES 4413,8

0,5

H24

Moza

BEIRA

4413,8

0,5

HX

Moza

MXJAMBIQUE (LUMB3)4413,8

0,5

HX

NCal

LIFOU

4386,2

_L

HX

NCal

UVEA

4386,2

1

HX

NCal

TADINE

4386,2

1

HX

NKeb

PORT VILLA

4400

0,2

HX

Nica

MANAGUA

4427,6

0,1

12-24

Nor

BERGEN

4379,3

5

H24

Nor

BERGEN

. 4420/7

5

H24

Nor

COAST STATIONS

4379,3

5

H24

Nor

COAST STATIONS

4420,7

H24
H24

•

7

HX
HX

NZel

WELLINGTON I

■ 4413*8

NZel

WELLINGTON II

' 4413,8

0,5

HX

NZel

AUCKLAND

4427.6

0,3

HX

NZel

CHRISTCHURCH

4427,6

0,3

HX

NZel

WELLINGTON

4427,6

0,3

HX

Pak

KARACHI

4372,4

3.5

H24

Pak

•CHITTAGONG

4372,4

3.5

H24

CKALNA.

4372,4

3

H24

PASNI

4372,4

1

HX

Pak
Pak

J

.
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2

1

3

Phil

MANILA

4420,7

1

H24

Phil

LAS PINAS

4420,7

0,075

H24

Phil

CEBU.

4420,7

0,075

H24

Phil

ILOILO

4420,7

0,075

H24

Phil

CAGAYAN DE SULU

4420,7

0,1

H24

Phil

BASCO BATAN

4420,7

0,1

H24

Phil

QUEZON CITY

4420,7

1

H24

Polo

GDYNIA

4406,9

5

HX

Polo

SWINOUJSCIE

4406,9

5

HX

Port

LISBOA

4413,8

5

H24

Reun

SAINT DENIS

4386,2

0,5

HX

S

GOTEBORG‘

4-379r3

5

H24

GOTF-BORG

4420,7

5

H24

SPMi

SAINT PIERRE

4386,2

0,5

HX

STPr

S* TOME

4413,8

0,5

HX

STPr

PRINCIPE

4413,8

0,5

HX

Suri

PARAMARIBO .

4413,8

0,35

HX

DILI

4378,3

0,5

01-10

Turq

ISTANBUL

4427,6

3,5

HX

Ukra

ODESSA

4434,5

1

Ukra

MARIOUPOL

4434,5

1

H24

Ukra

NIKOLAEV

4434,5

1

H24

URSS

ADERMA

4406,9

1

H24

URSS

ASTRAKHAN

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

BAKOU

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

BATOUMI

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

DICKSON OSTROV

4406,9

1

H24

URSS

FEODOSIA

4413,8

1

H24

' TimP

’

'

6

5

4

!

H24

j
-

- 26 (Doc.266 F-E-S)
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2

1

3

4

5

. 6

♦
URSS

KOLA

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

KERTCH PORT

4413,3

1

H24

URSS

- IGARKA PORT

4406,9

1

H24

URSS

LEPAIA

4413,3

1

H24

URSS

MURMANSK

4413,3

1

H24

URSS

NOVORQSSISK

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

POTI

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

LENINGRAD

4413,8

1

H24

URSS

TIKSI BOUKHTA

4406,9

1

H24

URSS

VLADIVOSTOK

4434,5

0,5

H24

URSS

ROSTOV DON

4413,8

1

HX

Urug

MONTEVIDEO

4393,1

5

H24

USA

OCEAN GATE, N.J.

4393,1

20

H24

USA

OCEAN GATE, N.J.

4406,9

20

H24

USA

OCEAN GATE, N.J.

4434,5

20

H24

USA

OJUS, FLA.

4427,6

0,4

H24

USA

CHICAGO, ILL.

4420,7

0,4

H24

USA

LOUISVILLE, KY.

4420,7

0,6

HX

USA

MEMPHIS, TENN.

4420,7

0,6

HX

USA

PITTSBURGH, PA.

4420,7

0,6

HX

USA

PORT WASHINGTON,

4420,7

1

H24

ROGERS CITY

4420,7

1

H 24

USA

LORAIN,OHIO

' 4420,7

1

H24

USA

MART INSVILLE,N .Y < 4420,7

1

H24

USA

DULUTH, MINN.

4420,7

1

H24

USA

DIXON, CAL.

4372,4

20

H24

Vene

LA GUAIRA

4420,7

2

HX

Vene

MARACAIBO

4420,7

0,3

HX

Vene

PUERTO CABELLO -

4420,7

0,3

HX

Vene

PUERTO LA CRUZ

4420,7

0,3

HX

Vene

PORLAMAR

4420,7

0,3

HX

Vene

GUIRIA

4420,7

0,3

* HX

Vene

CIUDAD BOLIVAR

4420,7

0,3

HX

4420,7

0,3

HX

4413,8

1

HX

4427,6

(1)

4413,8

1

HX

4427,6

(1)

1

HX

4427,6

(1)

USA

Vene

;

.

'

.LAS PIEDRAS
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Note bv the Drafting Committeeo
Delegates are requested to refer to Annex A to Document 178 which
contains the Plan of frequency assignments to radiotelegraph coast stations
with the three corrigenda and the addendum to the Plan# The Drafting
Committee draws attention to the proposals it submitted in Document 306 for
the publication of this plan in the Final Acts of the EARC#
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International
Telecommunication Union

Corrigendum No* 2
to Doc. 267 - E
4 November 1951

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
RA DIO CONFERENCE

Geneva, 1951

CORRIGENDUM No,2 TO DOCUMENT 267 - E
REPORT OF THE AD HOC GROUP TO COMMITTEE 7

Page 3

Section I para* 3.1*1.1. - 4th line : Delete

"Tropical Zone".

Page 4

Section III para* 3.1.3,1. - 2nd line : Read "Chapter III, Article I,
Section II

Page 6

Article II, Section II, para* 3.2.2.4. - 3rd. line :
Read "Annex to Chapter III, Article II, Section II .*•”.

Page 11

Article IV, para* 3.4#3 ~ 1st line t
Read "referred to in paragraph 2 above

Page 13

Article I, para* 4*1.3 - 3rd and last lines :
Read "provisions of Chapter III, Article III, Section II.**".

Page 15

Article III, para* 4*3*1 - 4th line :
Read "Administrative Council
6th line :
Read "a High Frequency ...",

Page 16

Paragraph (e) 1st line : Delete the question mark after "Final Acta".

(concerns the English text only)

International
Telecommunication Union

Corr. No. 1 to Doc. 267-E
4 November 1951

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

CORRIGENDUM No. 1 TO DOCUMENT 267-E
REPORT OF THE AD HOC GROUP TO COMMITTEE

7

Page I, Item 3, the last 3 lines should reads

question of the procedures to be followed in the preparation
of a High Frequency Broadcasting plan and of the draft Inter
national Frequency List (for the High Frequsncy Fixed, Land
Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services).

(concerns the english text only)

International
Telacommunication Union

Document 267 - E
A November 1951
EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS TR A TIV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7
Ad Hoc Group

REPORT OF THE AD HOC GROUP
TO COMMITTEE 7

Mr# C*J. Acton
Chairman of Committee 7

Dear Mr# Acton*
1#
During the past week* the Ad Hoc Working Group of your Committee
has considered the proposals from Delegations concerning Annex II to
Document 213# In all we received over seventy proposals from the delegations
of the following twenty-one countries j
Australia
Belgium
Brazil
Canada
Chile
Denmark
Egypt
Ethiopia
France
India
Indonesia

Israel
Italy
New Zealand
Pakistan
Portugal
South Africa
Sweden
Switzerland
The United Kingdom
The United States of America

together with suggestions from you, as Chairman of Committee 7, and from the
Chairman of the I.F.R.B*
2#
A revised version of Annex II to Document 213 incorporating the
substance of our views on the proposals received is annexed to this Report
for the consideration of Committee 7#
I should emphasize that this Annex*
constitutes the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group as a whole, but
does not necessarily commit the Delegations represented on the Group#
3#
Tho two most controversial issues which confronted us were, first, the
view expressed by a, number of Delegations that tho Atlantic City Frequency
Allocation Table can bo legally brought into effect only through the
implementation of an agreed International Frequency List, and second, the
question of the procedures to be followed in the preparation of a High
Frequency List (for the High Frequency Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone
Broadcasting Services)#
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A.
In resolving the first of these issues, we have found it necessary
to make considerable changes in the structure of Document 218, as well as a
number of changes in the text* For convenience, we have inserted a Contents
Sheet which shows the part of Document 218 on which each Section of the new
document has been based.
5*
So far as the second issue is concerned, we propose a procedure
designed to ensure, as far as practicable the success of the I.F.R.B. in the
preparation of draft plans for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service within
the spectrum space available; and we have given greater prominence to the
application of planning principles to the Interim International Frequency
List in the preparation of the Draft International Frequency List.
6*
There has not been time to prepare a revised version of the .
Resolution and Recommendation contained in Document 218, but we think that
they will require only minor amendment. For the convenience of your
Committee, we have included the original version of the Resolution, in the
Annex to this report.
Xours sincerly

Robert Craigie
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group

Bw
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D E F I N I T I O N S

Vi

In-band assignments

Assignments of frequencies which are within
the bands allocated in the Atlantic City
Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Out-of-band assignments

Assignments of frequencies which are not
within the bands allocated in the Atlantic
City Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Appropriate bands

The frequency bands allocated in the Atlantic
City Table of Frequoncy Allocations to tho
service concerned.

I.T.U. List of Frcouoncios

The frequency list published by tho I.T.U.
in accordance with tho Cairo Gonoral Radio
Regulation.

Interim International
Frequency List

A proposed service document to reflect tho
current usago of frequencies during tho
poriod between tho E.A.R.C. and tho adoption
of tho new International Froquency List.

Draft International
Froquency List

A list to be prepared and submittod for
consideration ond adoption by on Administra
tive Radio Conference.

International Froquency
List

The list odoptod by an Administrative Radio
Conference•

CHAPTER I - PREAMBLE
(Text to be incorporated in Chapter I of the Final Acts, Ref* Doc.N°156)

ARTICLE ... FIXED. LAND MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES

The final arrangement of frequency usage for those ports of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table corresponding to Fixed, Land Mobile
and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s in Region 2) and
27,500 kc/s, shall be determined by plans, as far as the High Frequency
Broadcasting Service is concerned, and by the future International Frequency
List as far as the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting
services are concerned* In principle, the implementation* of these plans
and this List should coincide with the implementation of the Atlantic City
Allocation Table for other services* The basis and procedures for the
preparation and acceptance of these plans and this List are outlined in
Chapter III, Article III, Section I for the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical
Zone Broadcasting Sefvices and in Chapter III, Article III, Section II, for
the High Frequency Broadcasting Service. In the meantime, and as an interim
measure, Administrations will avoid, as far as they find it practicable,
establishing new assignments to the said services in the bands allocated at
Atlantic City to other services, and will moke efforts by voluntary transfers
to eliminate the existing assignments to the said services situated in bands
allocated at Atlantic City to other services. Tho interim procedure to be
used for these services is outlined in Chapter III, Article I.

*

Committee 8 may require to revise this sentence.
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CHAPTER III

(OF THE FINAL ACTS)
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METHODS APPLICABLE TO THE FIXED

jm

LAND MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES

BETWEEN 3950 kc/s (AOQO kc/s REGION 2) and 27,500 kc/s

ARTICLE I
INTERIM PROCEDURE

SECTION I -

Introduction

3.1.1*1.

During the interim period between the E,,,A*RoC* and commencement of
the Implementation period, assignments should be gradually moved into the
appropriate bands of the Atlantic City Table of Froquency Allocations for
the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting services between
3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Rogion 2) and 27,500 kc/s.

3•1.1 #2.

Administrations should make every endeavour- to have all assignments,
with the exception of these which they consider unlikely to cause harmful
interforonco, in tho appropriate Atlantic City bands at tho earliest
practicable date,

3.1.1*3.

This procedure will apply only until such time as Members of the
Union agree on specific plans, or froquency lists, for those services.
SECTION II —

3*1.2.

Transfer of assignments which are outside the bands allocated
to the service concerned in the Atlantic City Table of
Frequency Allocations.

Transfer of out-of-band assignments into tho appropriate bands of
tho Atlantic City Tablo of Frequency Allocations should be made in accordance
with the following procedures i
a)

b)

Bl«

Each Administration should first examine its out-of-band frequency
assignments and will endeavour to interchange assignments when it
is .possible to do so between its own services, in order that the
assignments conform to tho Atlantic City Tablo of Froquency
Allocations. In such cases of interchange, due care must be taken
to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administra
tions.
When out-of-band assignments cannot be transferred in accordance
with the procedure outlined in a) abovep tho Administrations
concerned may collaborate with other Adninistrations to arrange a
suitable interchange of their respective out-of-band assignments*
In this ease duo regard must also bo given to avoid harmful,
interference to the services of other Administrations.

(Doc.267 - E)
c)

Each Administration, when endeavouring to transfer its out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies may in addition to the above,
follow the customary procedure of requesting assistance fey monitor
ing the appropriate froquency band in the area of reception*

d)

An Administration may request the IFRB to study and make proposals
for the accomodation of out-of-band assignments, particularly in
those cases in which the Administration concerned has not been able
to carry out transfers without causing harmful interference to
transmissions on existing assignments. The proposal should take
into account the practical and technical possibilities in each
individual case.

o) An Administration nay request other Administrations to make slight
adjustments in the frequencies employed by their services when
such adjustments would assist in the transfer of out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies.
f) During the interim period, in order to reduce the number of
frequencies used, and tho spectrum space occupied, and in particular
in order to assist, by these means, those Adninistrations who
experience difficulty in carrying out the objectives of the interim
poriod, other Adninistrations should endeavour to readjust their
operations, by the adoption of improved techniques, by accomodating
as many assignments as feasible on the sane frequency, by tho
limitation of the hours of operation, by geographical sharing and
by all other practicable methods. Administrations should inform
the IFRB of the frequencies they are able to free by the adoption
of this procedure.
g)

If, as a result of its studios of a particular problem, the IFRB
finds that an interchange of assignments or adjustments of
frequencies might provide a solution, and if such change is
accepted by tho country or countries directly concerned, the
interchange or adjustment will bo recorded in tho Interim Inter
national Frequency List.

h)

Adninistrations should collaborate with each other and the IFRB
to facilitate the solution of problems associated with tho transfer
of out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies.

SECTION III - Establishment of now assignments in the appropriate ^tlantic
City bands
3olo3.1

When Administrations find it essential to establish now assignments,
the procedures specified in Chapter III, Article I, Section I, should be
followed so far as they are applicable*

3.1«3.2

Administrations should ensure that exact particulars of these now
assignments will be included in the Interim International Frequency List
in accordance with the provisions of Chapter III, Article II, Section II*

Bl.
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SECTION IV - Information concerning changes in froquency usage
3,1,4*1*

a)

Bearing in mind tho necessity of providing precise and
up-to-date information on the use of the spectrum during
the interim period, Adninistrations should, whenever
practicable, inform tho IFRB in advance of a proposed
change in frequency usage. This information should reach
the IFRB not earlier than three months and not later than
two weeks beforo the date for such a change.

b)

Administrations should also notify tho IFRB when the
transfer of an assignment to an in-band frequency takes
place. Such notices should indicate :
a)
(ii)

(in)

the in-band frequency occupied;
the out-of-band frcquoncy vacated and/or the entry
in the Interim International Frequency List to be
deleted;
tho date upon which the transfer was made; and
should in any case reach tho IFRB not later than
ton days after such transfers,

3,1,4»2,

The IFRB will serve as the centralising agency to maintain
information regarding proposed, or confirmed, changes in frequency
usage. It will, as far as tho information at its disposal permits,
transmit to the Administration concerned, and to Administrations which
might be affected, its detailed comments regarding proposed changes if,
in its opinion, such changes are likely to result in harmful inter
ference to transmissions on other assignments,

3.1.4.3,

The information received by the IFRB from Administrations on
confirmed changes in the use of frequencies, referred to in paragraph
1 b) above, will be used by the IFRB to keep up to date the information
to be included in the Interim International Frcquoncy List,

3.1.4.4,

Where the date of rccoipt of tho information, referred to in
paragraph l b ) above, by tho IFRB from tho Administration concerned is
more than ton days after the date upon which the transfer is stated to
have occurred ,tho date of use to bo entered in the Interim Internationa^
Frequency List will be that of the tenth day before the date upon which
tho information was received by the IFRB*
SECTION V -

3,1,5*

Procedure in cases of harmful interference

Administrations should exercise the utmost goodwill and mutual
assistance in tho application of the provisions of Article 14 of the
Atlantic City Radio Regulations to the settlement of problems of inter
ference during tho interim period*

Bl,

— 6 _
(Doc«267 ~ E)
ARTICLE II
INTERIM INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY LIST.
SECTION I - Introduction
3*2*1

Until otherwise decided by an Administrative Radio Conference, there
shall be published, as a service document, an Interim International
Froquency List as sot forth below<>
SECTION II — Preparation of the Interim International Frequency List

3*2*2*1

Tho I*F*R*B* shall compile in collaboration with, and for annual
publication by tho Secretary General, an ”Interim International Frequency
List” until a now International Frequency List has been adopted by an
administrative Radio Conference* Tho first edition shall te published not
later than I October 1952. This List shall be kept up to date by the
publication of quarterly supplements*

3*2.2*2

Tho Interim International Frequency List shall contain details of
tho current usage of frequencies needed to maintain existing services over
tho complete solar cycle, based on the information submitted in accordance
with paragraph U below, and such information which is submitted subsequently
to reflect changes in frequency usage*

3*2.2.3

The Interim International Frequency List shall be published in the
form indicated for List I of Appendix 6 of the Atlantic City Radio Regu
lations* Column 2a (Date of Registration) and 2b (Date of Notification)
shall be loft blank*

3.2.2*4

The minimum particulars to be furnished by Administrations to the
I.F.R.B®, for inclusion in the first edition of the Interim International
Frequency List, are specified in tho Annex to Chapter III* Article II and
should be submitted in the form indicated in paragraph 3 above not later
than I April 1952*

3*2.2*5

For those countries whose Administrations have not furnished in the
required form, any information on their current usage of frequencies in
accordance with paragraph 4- above, the I.FoR.B* shall extract such
information as is available from the last edition of the I.T.U. List of
Frequencies (l6th edition, including the final supplement referred to
in Chapter III, Article V, paragraph l). This information shall be
published by the Secretary General in a separato docunent entitled
’’Supplementary Information to the Interim International Frequency List”
concurrently with the publication of the Interim International Frequency
List and in the some form. The Secretory General, according to the
information compiled by the I.F.R.B^, shall publish half-yearly supplements
to this document.

Ch
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ANNEX TO CHAPTER III. ARTICLE II. SECTION II.

A.
The columns of List I, Appendix 6, which are to bo utilized for
submission of minimum information for inclusion in tho Interim International
Frequency List.
1.

Froquency in kc/s

2c. Date of Putting into service
3.

(a)

Call sign

4a.

Nome, geographical position (b) of the transmitting station and
name of country to which the station belongs

4b.

Locality(s) or region(s) with which communication is established (h)(k)

5*

Class of station and type of service (c)

6.

Class of omission and bandwidth (d)

7.

Typo of transmission

8*

Power in kW

(e)

9a*

Azimuth of maximum radiation of the antenna in degrees from true North
(clockwise)

9c.

Gain in decibels (db) in direction of the maximum radiation at the
assigned frequency (f) (g)

10.

Maximum hours of use of each circuit to each locality or area for
which tho frequency is utilized (GJvUT.) (h) (i)

13*

Remarks (j)
la) See paragraph B below
(b) In degrees and minutes
(c) Use tho symbols in Appendix 7 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(d) Soo Article 2 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(0) See note j of Appendix I of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(f) See note 0 of Appondix I of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(g) Although this information would be very useful in calculating
the risks of interference, Administrations need not furnish it
unless it is easily available
(h) Note change from List I Appondix 6
(1) As complementary information, indicate by a letter I any part
of the period during which the operation is intermittent^
(j) Whonevor possible and appropriate indicate the season and solar
index when the frequency might bo expected to be used and whether
during tho day, night or transition period (at the transmitter)o
(k) In c ases in which a rogion is indicated instead of a locality,
the region must be well defined and sufficiently small to make it
easy to forecast the conditions of the use of tho froquency from
the propagation point of view. Only the locality (localities) or
region(s) for which the froquency is normally used should be
indicated.

Ch
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B._
With reference to column 2c, the date will ins ofor as the
Fixed, Land Mobile ond Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s are concerned, be determined as follows :
1.

Frequency assignments appearing in the last edition of the I*T*U*
List of Frequencies (16th edition* including the final supplement), and
which are within the appropriate Atlantic City bands, will retain in
Column 2c of the Interim International Frequency List the date on which they
were put into use and the date recorded in Column 12 of the latest edition
of tho I*T©U* List of Frequencies* However, in the case of a frequency
which has been transferred from one station to another station of tho
same Administration, separated geographically by a distance not sufficient
to cause a change in the possibilities of interference, tho assignment in the
Interim International Frequency List will boar in Column 2c the date
recorded in Column 12 of the appropriate edition of the I,T©TJ© List of
Frequencies for the former assignment* These assignments, if the frequencies
involved are slightly adjusted as a result of negotiations between
Administrations in consultation with the I*F*R©B*, to enable more efficient
use of the spectrum, and provided these adjustments do not cause harmful
interference to established assignments, shall also retain in Column 2c
the date recorded in Column 12 of tho I.T^U* List of Frequencies*

2©

Assignments contained in the last edition of the I*T*U© List of
Frequencies (16th edition, including the final supplement), but not
considered in paragraph 1 above, shall retain in Column 2c of the Interim
International Froquency List the date shown in Column 12 of the I*T*U©
List of Frequencies provided that these assignments continue on the same
frequencies* When these assignments are transferred to an appropriate band
in accordance with tho Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocation s, they
shall receive in Column 2c, the actual confirmed date of transfer, subject
to the provisions of Chapter III, Article I, Section IV* However, should
harmful interference occur within a maximum period of six months to or from
established in-band assignments, the Administration concerned may revert
to its formor frequency, and the assignment will retain the date in
Column 12 of the I©T*U* List of Frequencies* However, Administrations
should make every endeavour to have such assignments transferred to an
in-band frequency as soon as practicable*

3*

Assignments which aro made in the appropriate Atlantic City bands
to satisfy now requirements shall receive in Column 2c of tho Interim
International Froquency List the actual confirmed date of use, subject
to tho provisions of Chapter III, Article I, Section IV*

Ch
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ARTICLE III
PREPARATION OF LISTS OR HANS

SECTION I -

Preparation of tho Draft International Froquoncy List for
Fixed* Land Mobile and Tropical Zono Broadcasting Services*

3*3*1*1«
Tiio IaFoRoB© shall begin, as soon os practicable, to undertake studios
with a view to tho preparation of the Draft International Froquoncy List for
the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zono Broadcasting Servicos*
3.3*1*2.
At tho ond of the poriod of final adjustment, as defined in Chapter IV,
Article 1, thore may be some unsatisfied actual now requirements, particularly
■ for countries underdeveloped in tho field of radio communications*
3.3.1&3#
As soon os practic-ablo, the IFRB should begin tho preparation of tho
Draft International Frcquoncy List. Whon complete, this list will havo taken
into account %
(a)

tho Intorim International Froquoncy List,

(b)

tho actual requirements remaining unsatisfied at tho ond of tho
final adjustment poriod.

3.3*1*4*
In determining tho most equitable method of drawing up tho draft inter
national Froquoncy List, tho IFRB shall givo careful consideration to incor
porating such methods as practicable.as were submitted to or prepared at tho
EARG or subsequently submitted by Administrations«
3.3*1.5.
Tho Draft International Froquoncy List shall incorporate tho assign
ments contained in the Interim International Frcquoncy List adjusted whoro
nocossary to improve thoefficiency of exploitation of tho spoctrum and so
pormit tho accommodation of now services. In addition, tho Draft List will
reflect improvements in technical and operating standards*

SECTION II -

Proparation of Draft Plans for tho High Froquoncy
Broadcasting Sorvico

3*3*2*1*
The IFRB shall bogin, after tho end of this Conforonco, tho preparatory
work nocossary for tho drawing up of draft plans for tho High Frcquoncy
Broadcasting Service, taking into consideration t

Vi

a)

tho Agreement and Basic Plan of Mexico Cityj

b)

tho work of the Technical Plan Committee, Paris, and of tho
Floronco/Rapallo Conforonco\

10 IS'
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c)

such modifiod (*) requirements, within tho pattern of tho Moxico
City Basic Plan, as nay bo submitted by signatories of tho Moxico
City Agreement and Planj the requirenents for current services of
thoso countries which submitted requirements at Mexico City but
were not signatories of the Agroonont ond Plan, ond the require
ments of thoso countries which did not submit any requirements,

3*3*2,2.
To accommodate such modified roquiromonts tho IFRB shall givo consider
ation to the fact that :
a)

some cpuntrios requirements wore accomnodotod in tho Mexico City
Plan, cm the basis of long term needs which will not bo activated
in the near future*

b)

sono countries nay, in the future, have reduced noeds for frequoncyhours duo, among other factors, to the application of relay program
transmission,

3*3*2,3*
Administrations are requested to submit pertinent information to allow
consideration of tho possibilities stated in paragraphs a) and b) above.
3*3,2.4,
Thd IFRB shall accordingly proceed to.assemble tho necessary inform
ation* Tho information referred to in paragraph 1 c) obovo should bo sent by
Administrations so os to reach the IFRB not lator than 1 July 1952®
In tho coso of Administrations which hove not sent the information
requirod by tho dote specified, tho IFRB shall assume that tho requirements
of such administrations are thoso contained in tho Mexico City Basic Plan..
3*3*2*5.

(*)

Vi

a)

Tho IFRB shall adjust the Moxico City Basic Plan and tho draft plans
proparod by the Technical Plan Comittee, Paris, ond prepare .such
additional draft plans os are considered necessary for the remaining
seasons ond phases of solar activity*

b)

tho IFRB shall apply tho technical principles ond standards contain
ed in the Moxico City Agreement ond Plan. However, the IFRB may
moke changes in thoso standards to tho extent necessary to enable it
to produce a plan likely to be generally acceptable,

c)

the IFRB shall moko every endeavour to accommodate all requirements
in the Basic Plan or draft plans. However, if tho volume of tho
requirements, during certain periods of the day, is such that they
cannot all be included in the Basic Plan or draft plans, tho IFRB
shall prepare extended draft plans,

Requirements which do not cause over-loading of the general pattern
of the Basic Plan*

ARTICLE IV

PROGRESS REVIEWS AMD REPORTS
,1*
Administrations should furnish tho I.F.R.B, with their observations
on all aspocts of tho adjustments during the Interim Poriod, Those observ
ations should reach tho I.F.R.B. not later than throo months before each
sossion of tho Adninistrative Council.
.2.
Before each sossion of the Administrative Council, tho I.F.R.B. shall
forward a report in any form dconod appropriate by tho I.F.R.B., to tho
Members of tho Union based on :
a)

a review of tho current Interim International Frcquoncy List

b)

observations submitted by tho Administrations (copies to be
attached to the roports)

c)

any othor relevant factors.

This report will also be forwardod to the Administrative Council,
3.
In addition to the report reforrod to in paragraph 1 above, tho I.F.R.B.
sha.ll furnish supplementary reports to tho Members of the Union when warranted
by the state of progross during the Interim Poriod.
4*
The I.F.R.B* shall periodically report to the Mombors of the Union on
tho progress of preparing plans for High Frequency Broadcasting and Lists for
tho Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zono Broadcasting Sorvice, taking into
account comments submitted by Administrations.
5.
The Administrative Council is invitod, on tho basis of information
supplied by tho I.F.R.B * and such comments as nay be rocoivod from Mombors of
the Union, to oxanino the current position at ooch of its sessions*

** 0*2 **
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ARTICLE

V

♦

I.T.U. LIST OF FREQUENCIES

3.5.1.
The Secretary Gonorol shall publish a final recapitulative supplement
to the 16th Edition of the I.T.U. List of Frequencies bolow 27,500 kc/s,
containing particulars of all notifications and modifications roceivod from
Administrations up to 1 December 1951.
3.5.2.
Tho Interim International Froquoncy List will roploco as a service
document tho I.T.U. List of Frequencies until tho new International
Froquoncy List is adopted.

Vi
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CHAPTER IV ~ FINAL ADJUSTMENT AND IMPLEMEN TAT ION
(to be incorporated in Chapter IV of the Final Acts, Ref0 Doc* 156)
4-*0*1

The Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations shall come into force
between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2) and 27 500 kc/s on the date adopted
by an Administrative Radio Conference for the implementation of the New
International Frequency List*

4* 0*2

With a view to the implementation of the Atlantic City Table of
Frequency allocations, countries will adopt the procedure outlined in
Chapter IV, Article I, for the final adjustment of assignments to the
Atlantic City bonds*
ARTICLE I
Final Adjustment for tho bands 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2)
and 27 500 kc/s*

4**1*1

The final adjustment into the bands between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27 500 kc/s will consist of a period of a relatively short
duration during which all services will move to assignments within the
appropriate bands allocated at Atlantic City* This movement of assignments
shall be in accordance with a prearranged schedule as provided in paragraph
7 below* The date for the beginning of this period shall be determined
in ^accordance with paragraph 5 below^

4 * 1*2

During tho final adjustment period, the Fixed,Land Mobile and Tropical
Zone Broadcasting Services shall finally adjust operations to the
appropriate bands to clear the bands not allocated to these services and
to facilitate the preparation of draft International Frequency List as
established in Chapter III, Article III, Section I*

4 *1 *3

Also, during this poriod, the High Frequency Broadcasting Services
shall be brought into conformity with the assignments contained in the plan
for this service, prepared in accordance with tho provisions of Chapter III,
Section II, and accepted in accordance with Chapter IV, Article III*

4 *1 *4

Finally, during this period, tho aeronautical and maritime mobile
services in these bands will be brought into conformity with the assignments
contained in their respective planso

4 .1 * 5

Tho Administrative Council is invited, during its 1955 session, to
review tho progress made during tho interim period, with a view to
recommending a specific date, in the near future, for the beginning of
tho final adjustment period, taking into account that the plan for High
Frcquoncy Broadcasting must have been accepted and its implementation
agreed.

4*1.6

Should tho Members of the Union consider that the date recommended
by tho Administrative Council for the commencement of the final adjustment
period is not acceptable, tho Council is invited to reconsider the matter
at each of its subsequent sessions until such time as a majority of the
Members of tho Union agree on a suitable date^
Ch
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4i*l#7

(Committee 8, when considering the final adjustment period which
affects several services, should take into account Doc,, 131, 2*2,2)<
ARTICLE II
Acceptance and Implementation of tho International Frequency List
for the Fixed. Land Mobile, and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services*

4*2.1

The draft International Frequency List for the above services shall
be submitted to an Administrative Radio Conference for consideration
and adoption. This Conference will consider new assignments that have
been activated and any modifications received by the I.FJl.B. after the
commencement of the preparation of the Draft International Frequency List*

4*2.2

Should the I.F.R.B. find it impossible to prepare a draft International
Froquoncy List in accordance with the procedure provided for in Chapter III
Article III, Section I, it will refer the matter to the Administrative
Council which is invited to take appropriate action.

4*2.3

The accepted List for these services shall be included in the
International Frequency List.

ARTICLE III
Ch
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ARTICLE III
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING SERVICE
ACCEPTANCE AMD IMPLEMENTATION OF PIANS

The I*F*R*B*, after having completed the draft plans or extended
draft plans, shall submit then to Administrations for comments to be
received by a date it will specify and shall submit the results to the
administrative Council* In the light of the comments received from
administrations, the Administrative Council is invited to consider whether
a Hight Frequency Broadcasting Conference is necessary for the consideration
of these draft plans.
4*3*2*

When plans for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service are adopted,
the assignments in these plans shall be included in the Draft International
frequency List or in the new International Frequency List, whichever applies^

Bz
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RESOLUTION NO.
Relating to the Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950
Sa/s (4000 kc/s te, R e g l a B - i I a f i ! L ^ m ^ S '
The Extraordinary Adninistrative Radio Conference (EARC)
considering
a)
Adninistrative Council Resolution No. 199 and in particular the
limited time provided for the EARC to complete its tasks;
b)
EARC Documents Nos. 20 (revised), 22, 125, 129, 130, 131, 132,
140, 172 and the volumes containing the proposals of Administrations and
the IFRB to the EARC, for suitable methods of bringing the entire Atlantic
City Table of Frequency Allocations into operation;
c)
EARC Documents Nos. 105, 163, 181, 184 and 205 relating to the
preparation of draft plans for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service;
d)
the statements of delegations to the EARC, annexed to Document
No. 213$
e)
the provisions contained in the Final Acts of the EARC, Chapter
III^ Article I "Interim procedure'1 for the Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting
services between 39^0 kc/s (4000 kc/s in Eegion 2) and 27,500 kc/s;
f)
the problems involved in accommodating all existing assignments
within the appropriate Atlantic City bands by the method provided for in
the procedure referred to in e) above;
g)
that many delegations to the EARC expressed the opinion that the
method referred to in e) above should be replaced as early as possible by
detailed frequency lists, planned on the basis of engineering principles and
equity;
h)
that several methods for evolving frequency lists, or plans for
the Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting services submitted to, or prepared
at, the EARC also the Mexico City Basic Plan and technical principles adopted
by the broadcasting conferences and the Provisional Frequency Board, contain
principles and data which deserve further consideration;
i)
that it is desirable for each service to be contained within its
appropriate Atlantic City bands at the earliest practicable date;
j)
that the spectrum spaoo available to the Fixed Service was
considerably reduced by the Atlantic City Radio Conference;
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k)
that the Aeronautical and Maritime Mobile services should not be
subject to harmful interference from other services on frequencies
essential for the safety of life?
l)
that at the beginning of and during the final adjustment,
Chapter IV, Article I, there may be some out-of-band assignments still
not transferred to in-band frequencies, also there may well be some
unsatisfied actual new requirements, particularly for countries with under
developed radiocommunication services;
m)
that current knowledge of the use which is being srle of the
spectrum is necessary to enable Administrations- to select frequencies for
out-of-band and new assignments;
recognizing
that Administrations, whose countries are underdeveloped in the
radio communication field, may need special assistance in satisfying their
essential additional frequency requirements
requests
Administrations tos
a)
give special attention to assisting the Administrations
countries under-developed in the radiocsmmunication field to fiunble their
actual current frequency requirements to be satisfied, as far as possible,
both by offering advice on the possible solution of technical problems,
and, in appropriate cases, by providing assistance in monitoring-;
b)
apply, to the extent practicable, the technical principles
developed, and data derived, during the course of the work of the
Provisional Frequency Board and of the High Frequency Broadcasting Conferences
and the recommendations of the CCIR, when making frequency assignments;
c) ^
supply the IFRB with summaries of monitoring information
relating to the present usage of frequencies, having regard to Article IS
and Appendix C of the Atlantic. City Radio Regulations (Administrative
Council Resolution 200);
d)
undertake certain monitoring at the request of the IFRB when
the latter requires additional information for the solution of special
problems;
e)
study and to submit to the Administrative Radio Conference
which will consider the Draft International Frequency List, any methods
which they consider might improve the use of this part of tho spectrum.

Be
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directs
The IFRB to:
a)
continue to study all the methods submitted to the EARC for
the preparation of draft frequency lists, or plans, for the Fixed, Land
Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting services and, when preparing the
Draft International Frequency List, utilise, as far as possible, the
technical principles and standards contained in these methods, in
addition to those developed by the Provisional Frequency Board, or recommended
by the CCIR;
b)
submit to the Administrative Radio Conference which will consider
the Draft International Frequency List any compromise method, or methods,
which it considers might improve the use of this part of the spectrum;
c)
give special attention to the more difficult problems arising
in connection with frequency requirements which the countries consider
essential, and to utilise, as far as possible, the technical principles and
standards referred to in paragraph a) above;
d)
initiate requests to Administrations to make slight adjustments
in specific frequency assignments, or to effect interchanges in the use
of frequencies, where such action would facilitate the accommodation of the
essential frequency requirements;
e)
compile, in an appropriate form, periodic summaries of
monitoring information, to be published by the Secretary General;
urges
Administrations and the IFRB to cooperate in solving the problems
of transferring existing out-of-band assignments, and the establishment of
new assignments into the appropriate Atlantic City bands to facilitate
the eventual bringing into force of the Atlantic City Table of'Frequency
Allocations at the earliest practicable date.

International
Telecommunication Union

EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE

Document 2S8-E
A November 1951

Geneva, 195i

Amendments to Document 267-E proposed bv the Delegation of India

Page 9. Article 111

Para. 3 *3.1 *2 .

Para. 3*3*1.3.

Be

Amendment 1 .

Substitute the sentence
"At the end «*.••••. • Article 1,”
by
"During the interim period as
defined in Chapter III, Article 1,
in spite of all the efforts of the
Administrations

Amendment 2.

At the end of the sentence for
full stop substitute comma and add
"and the method for preparing the
draft International Frequency List
should provide for accomodating these
requirements."

Amendment 1 .

This paragraph should be renumbered
!l3.3a.&«!l

Amendment 2.

In the first line between
"As soon as practicable
and
"the IFRB___
introduce
"after obtaining the approval of
the Administrations

Amendment 3*

In second line after the end of the
first paragraph add
"... Draft International Frequency List,
according to the method approved
by the Admini strations"•

•2 ^
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Amendment

Delete the existing sub-paras (a)
and (b), and substitute the following:M(a) the equitable usage of the
spectrum space as agreed to by
the Administrations,
(b) the Interim International Frequency
List,
(c) the actual requirements remaining
unsatisfied during the interim
period,
(d) the improvements in technical
operating standards which would
increase the efficiency of the
exploitation of the spectrum11.

Para. 3 #3*1* A*

Amendment 1.

This paragraph should be reoumbered
”3.3.1.3.11

Amendment 2#

In the last line after the end of
the paragraph, add
”... by Administrations, and taka
steps to obtain the approval of
Administrations to the method
proposed.”

Para. 3.3#1.5.
Page ft.

Delete this paragraph.

Section XI

Para* 3#3*2.1.

Sub-para (c)
(page 10)

Delete the sentence ”such modified ...»
Mexico City Agreement and Plan;”
Substitute the sentence ”the
requirements ........ submit auy
requirements”
by the following:”the requirements for current services
which Administrations consider essential ,*•

Be
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Para, 3#3#2*2

Delete the existing paragraph and substitute the
following :
”In order to reduce the basic plan assignments and the
additional requirements to a level where they can be
fitted into the Atlantic City Broadcasting bands, a
Planning Committee formed on a regional basis will review
the requirements and propose suitable modifications for
submission to, and the approval of, the Adninistrations.
In accoomtdating such modified requirements the Planning
Committee shall give consideration to the fact that
(a) the requirements of sono countries were accommodated
in the Mexico City Plan on the basis of long term
needs which may not be activated in the near future;
(b) some countries may,
in the near future, have reduced
needs for frequency-hours due, among other factors,
to the application of relay programme transmission,”

Para* 3*3*2*4

Add the following sentence at the end of the existing
second paragraph i
”•••• Mexico City Basic Plan. This information shall be
circulated to Administrations as early as possible,”

Para* 3*3*2*5

Rg

Sub-para, (c)

Replace the last line ”7**3 shall
prepare extended draft plans,” by
”,003 shall prepare contained draft plans,”

** 4 —
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Page 11. Article IV
Para*3*4«l

In the third line for
”... * four months ....".

Para.3.4«2

three months .

read

Delete the\ paragraph and substitute the following :
"Two months before each session of the Administrative
Council> the I.F.R.B. shall forward a report to the
Members of the Union based on s
a)

a review of the current Interim International
Frequency List,

b)

observations submitted by the Administrations
(copies to be attached to the reports),

c)

progress on the preparation of plans for the High
Frequency Broadcasting Service, and on the studies
regarding the methods for the preparation of the
International Frequency List,

d)

any other relevant factors.

This report will also be forwarded to the Administrative
Council". '
Para.3.4*3

This paragraph should be re-numbered "3,4.4*” and
introduce a new paragraph :
"3.4*3

Administrations will send to the Administrative
Council one month before the session their
comments on these reports”.

Page 13. Chanter IV
Para.4»0.2

Amendment 1.

In the first line between "With a view to ...."
and "implementation of ...." introduce ?
".... view to facilitate the ultimate implement
ation of

Amendment 2.

Mx.

In the third line for the word "for" substitute
the word "towards".
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Page ^3, Article
The existing heading should be sub
stituted by the following:-

The Heading*

"Final Adjustment for the bands 3950 kc/s
(4-000 kc/s Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s
after the preparation of the draft list
by the IFRB and before its approval by
the Administrative Radio ConferenceH.
The existing paragraph should be sub
stituted by the following:-

Para* -4*1.1

"To secure the maximum possible adjust
ment into the bands between 3950 kc/s
(4000 kc/s Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s
within a period of a relatively short
duration.all services will move as far
as they find it practicable to draft
assignments in the appropriate bands
allocated at Atlantic City within the
framework of the proposed International
Frequency List^^/This movement of assign
ments shall be in accordance with a
prearranged schedule as provided in
paragraph 7 below* The date for the
beginning of this period shall be deter
mined in accordance with paragraph 5
below. 4

Para* 4*1«5

Amendment 1*

In the first line for the words "the
final" substitute the word "this" .

Amendment 2*

In the second line for the words "shall
finally" substitute the word "will"

Amendment 3*

In the fourth line for the word
"preparation" substitute the words
"ultimate implementation"*
At the end of the paragraph add the
following
"*.*. implementation agreed and that
the draft International Frequency List
has been circulated to Administrations"*

Cp
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Page 14. Article II
Para. 4.2.3

This paragraph, as modified below, should be
renumbered 4•2•2.
”4.2.2

The lists accepted according to
Chapter III, Article III, Section I
for these services shall be included
in the International Frequency List.*1

This paragraph should be renumbered 4*2.3.

Page 15. Article III
Para. 4.3*1

Op

In the first and second lines for "...draft
plans or extended draft plans,
substitute the followingj”...draft contained plans,i.....”

International
Telecommunication Union

EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E

Document 269 — E
3 November 1951

R A D IO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 1

STEERING COMMITTEE
Minutes of the Meeting held on
Friday, 2 November 1951. at 6 rum*
Chairman :

Mr* JoDoHo van der Toorn (Netherlands)

Subjects discussed
1* Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of 26 October 1951
(Document 232)
2^ Schedule of meetings from 5 to 10 November
3« Requirements of the German Democratic Republic
Present t
Vice-Chairmen of the Conference and of Committee 1
Mr a
Mr*
Mr©
Mr*

Horrox (United Kingdom)
Butterworth (United States of America)
Moorthy Rao (India)
Kroutl (Czechoslovakia)

Representing Committee 2
Dr* Metzler (Switzerland)
Mr* Overgaard (Sweden)
Mr* Tsingovatov (USSR)
Representing Committee 3
Mr® Gneme (Italy)
Representing Committee L
Mr* Bramel de Clejoulx (France)
Mro Navatta (Argentina)
Mr* Myers (Union of South Africa)
Representing Committee 5
Mr* McIntosh (United States of America)
Representing Committee 6
Mr* Lecomte (Belgium)
Mr* Mae (Norway)

Ab
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Representing Committee 7
Mr. Acton (Canada)
Mr* Kertopati (Indonesia)
Mr* Pipan (FER of Yugoslavia)
Representing Committee 8
Mr* Benoliel (Portugal)
Mr* Clarkson (Nsw Zealand)

Observer from gov&efr occupation acme of Germany
Mr* Slussarev

Ab

(concerning Item 3 of Discussion)
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1*

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 26 OCTOBER 1951 (Document 232)

Approved without comment*
2.

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS PROM 5 TO 10 NOVEMBER
The schedule was adopted (see Document 258)*

Opening the discussion> the Chairman pointed out that the difficult
ies encountered in Committee 7 would probably delay the Conference some 10
to 15 days. It would be ’boearfy to hold meetings of the Plenary Assembly the
following week, but that meant that Committees K and S would be able to
continue their work without interruption.
Mr* Gneme (Chairman of Committee 3) said that the available credits
would be sufficient to cover the ten to fifteen additional days referred to
by the Chairman.

In connection with the work of his Committee, Mr* Bram&l de Cle.loulx
(Chairman of Committee 4) observed that, while it was customary to submit
texts to the Plenary Assembly on blue paper for the first reading and on
pink,far the second., the treatment of the various plans in that manner would
be extremely costly, as some of them were very bulky, lie therefore suggested
that the Committee should decide that the plans themselves were to be sub
mitted in the form of ordinary conference documents, accompanied by any
addenda and corrigenda that might have been issued by the Committees concerned
or the Drafting Committee * Where there had been many addenda and corrigenda,
a recapitulative document might also be issued.
The Chairman agreed that that would be the most satisfactory way of
dealing with the plans.
Mr* Oneme (Italy) also agreed, but wondered who would be respons
ible for the accuracy of the final Acts if they were submitted in that form .
to the Plenary Assembly.
Mr* Gross (Secretary of the Conference) explained that pending
instructions from the Conference the Secretariat had made no final arrange
ments to print the final documents for signature. One way may be to have
them carefully typed and subsequently reproduced by the offset precesa for
distribution and sale.

The General Secretariat of the I.T.U. would take full responsabllity
for the conformity of the later copies*
Mr* Gneme (Italy) was satisfied by the Secretary^ assurance.
After a discussion between the Chairman. Mr* Bramel de Qlejoulx
(France), Mr* Qneme (Italy), Mr* Navatta (Argentine) and the Secretary as
to wether the plans would have to be signed separatly or the signature of
the Final Acts themselves would be valid for all the plans, it was decided

Le
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that the plans should be grouped in a single chapter annexed to the Acts as
suggested by the Drafting Committee in Document 156*
Mr* Lecomte (Chairman of Committee 6) announced that his Committee
would finish its work the following Thursday*
Mr* Acton (Chairman of Committee 7) said that he would definitely
be obliged to leave Geneva the folloidLng Tuesday a As the ad hoc Group had
not yet finished its work, he reluctantly proposed that Committee 7 should
meet at 10 or 11 a*m* on Sunday and work all day if necessary*
Since there would still be some reports for Committee 7 to approve
after he had left the Conference , the question of the Chairmanship of the
Committee would also have to be settled*
After a lengthy discussion,~it was decided that, to give delegates
enough time to study the ad hoc Group* s document still being drafted, which
would probably be distributed at some time during Saturday afternoon j
1*

Committee 7 would not meet until 2 p*m0 on Sunday?

2* The Secretariat would post a notice on the Conference board
informating delegates when they could collect the ad hoc Group*s
document*
In addition, Mr* Dipan (FPR of Yugoslavia) havigg declined to
accept the Chairmanship of Committee 7 since his knowledge of the working
languages of the Conference might not permit him to preside, Mr* Kertonati
(Indonesia) agreed to act as Chairman of Committee 7 after Mr* Acton* s
departure*
Mr* Butterworth (United States of America) pointed out that, as
the Conference would not now be finishing by the date fixed by the
Administrative Council* some delegations would have to refer to their
governments for permission to prolong their stay in Geneva* He suggested
that it might be helpful if, at the meeting of the Steering Committee next
Tuesday, the Chairman could announce a firm schedule for the remainder of
the Conference, on the basis of which such delegations could frame a concrete
request to their governments♦
The Chairman undertook to establish such a schedule when the
outcome of the work of Committee 7 was known*
3*

REQUIREMENTS OF THE GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC

Mr Gross (Secretary of the Conference) felt it his duty to bring
to the attention of the Steering Committee a matter which* if it were not
dealt with at that level, might cause delay in the Various committees,

Le
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The Observer for the Soviet Zone of Germany had complained to
General Sacco (Chairman of Working Group 5A) that certain essential frequency
requirements had not been included in the Region 1 draft plans , although
information on these requirements was available in the General Secretariat*
Mr* dross pointed out that a letter dated 13 October 1951, addressed by
the PTT Ministry of the German Democratic Republic to the Secretary General
of the. Union, had been received on 18th October; it was couched in the
following terms*
”We take the liberty of transmitting herewith as an annex. a list
of frequencies which we request you to register in the name of the Ministry
of Posts and Telecommunications of the German Democratic Republic”*
Needless to say, the List of frequencies mentioned in the letter
would be published, as requested* by the Radio Division of the General
Secretariat in the normal manner as a supplement to the Berne List, but it
would be as well for the Committee to decide whether it was also to be
taken into consideration by the Conference* As General Sacco had rightly
pointed out, the matter did not concern Working Group 5A alone., but every
committee dealing with lists* since the frequencies mentioned ranged from
16*55 kc/s to 25950 kc/s* As almost all the lists were already made, any
attempt to include those frequencies would necessarily cause serious delays
The Chairman said that it was regrettable that the matter should
have come up at such a late stage of the Conference and wondered why the
requirements in question had not been presented earlier and in the proper
form*
He did not see how the plans could now be amended to take account
of them, but suggested that they should be treated in the same way as other
additional requirements, for which he believed that a procedure was envisaged
in Document 218*
Mr* Loeber (United States of America) pointed out that the letter
from the German Democratic Republic had been addressed to the Secretary
General of the Union requesting him to register the enclosed List of
frequencies* It did not recognize the existence of the Conference nor the
fact that any lists wore being prepared and therefore entailed no request
for consideration by the Conference*
Mr* Lecomte (Chairman of Committee 6) said that the same subject
had come up in Group 6B* The Observer of the Eastern Zone of Germany had
protested that !}he German Democratic Republics requirements had not been
satisfied, but his statement had been in the same form as those made by many
other delegations*
Perhaps the significance of the matter had been exaggerated in
Working Group 5B*

Le
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Mr. Tsingovatov (USSR) felt that since the Secretariat had
received a letter enclosing a list of the requirements of the German
Democratic Republic and the Observer of the Soviet Zone insisted that they
be included in the plans, the Conference should attempt to meet that request*
He could see no difficulty.
Mr. Slussarev (Observer for the Soviet Zone of Germany) pointed
out that a number of countries (e.g. Guatemala) were not represented at
the Conference> which nevertheless had taken account of their requirements,
and that the requirements of the German Democratic Republic should be treated
on the same footing*
Mr* Bramel de Clejoulx (France) thought it was important not to
confuse requirements with notifications. The letter received by the General
Secretariat contained a list of notifications for publication in the Berne
List. But those notifications were not requirements and would have had to be
submitted to the Conference sooner and in the approved form in order to be
considered as such©
General Sacco (Chairman of Working Group 5B) agreed that the list
in question was a list of notifications and not requirements© The matter
had been raised in his Group for the first time on 30th October, while the
Group, under its terms of reference, had decided to take account only of such
requirements under paragraph 16 of the Atlantic City Resolution and additional
requirements as were confirmed by 2nd October» No requirements had been
submitted by the Soviet Zone in that way.
Mr a Gross (Secretary of the Conference) said that, in accordance
with the Atlantic City Resolution relating to the preparation of the New
International Frequency List, the IFRB had taken account of all the information
notified to the General Secretariat of the Union by the opening data of the
Conference© But the letter from the German Democratic Republic had only been
received on ISth October* He confirmed that Document 218 provided for the
later inclusion of additional information in the lists, but pointed out that
that document had not yet been finally approved©
Mr. Lecomte (Chairman of Committee 6) thought it in bad taste to
reproach a Group for not including requirements they had never seen© The
members of a group were delegates and not employees and, while they made
every effort to cooperate, could not be expected to look out for the interests
of other delegations. Besides, the plans prepared were not intended to be
immutable and provision was made for the subsequent inclusion of additional
requirements*
\

Mr© Kroutl (Czechoslovakia) admitted that it was unfortunate that
the requirements concerned had been submitted a little late© However, he
pointed out that if its requirements were not satisfied the German Democratic
Republic would presumably reserve the right to use any suitable frequencies
it needed, which would undoubtedly cause interference to all its neighbours,

Le
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including Czechoslovakia* He hoped, therefore , that the natter could be
reconsidered*
Mr, Slussarov (Observer for the Soviet Zone of Germany) wished
to correct General Sacco rs statement : the requirements in question were
not submitted by the Soviet Control Commission but by the German Democratic
Republic® He agreed that the requirements had been ignored by Working
Group 5B, but said that, if the Conference wanted to prepare realistic
frequency lists, account would have to be taken of them*
The Chairman pointed out that the Observer for the Soviet Zone
of Germany had been at the Conference for some tine and could well have
raised the matter earlier* However, much to his regret, it would be impossible
to take account of the requirements at that late stage of the Conference*
Mr* Slussarev (Observer for the Soviet Zone of Germany) wished
to say that he considered that decision wrong and unacceptable and reserved
the right to revert to the matter in the Plenary Assemblyo
There being no other business, the meeting rose at 7*40 p*mP

Rapporteur
D* Hobden

Be

The Secretary of the Conference
Gerald C» Gross

Approved s
The Chairman,
J„D9H* van der Toorn
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TEXT PROPOSED FOR PARAGRAPH 3.1.5.
OF DOCUMENT 267 (Chanter-III* Article I, Section V )
PORING THE MEETING OF COMMITTEE 7 ON A NOVEMBER 1951 at 9 n.m.

SECTION V - Procedure in cases of harm ful interference
3*1*5*

a)
Should the transfer of an assignment give rise to harmful
interference, the Administration having made the transfer shall, on
receipt of a notice from the country which is being interfered with,
take all necessary steps to put an end to.fiudh interference.
b)
Administrations shall exercise the utmost goodwill and
mutual assistance in the application of Article 44 of the Convention
and of Article 14 of the Radio Regulations to the settlement of
problems of interference during t h e interim period.

Notes t l) The text of sub-para, a) above is a proposal by the Delegation
of Portugal
2) The text of sub-para, b) above is the original wording of para.
3*1.5* of Document 267, incorporating the amendment proposed by
the Delegate of Sweden*
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D E F I N I T I O

N S

In-band assignments

:

Assignments of frequencies which are within
the bands allocated in the Atlantic City
Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Out-of-band assignments

:

Assignments of frequencies which ore not
within the bands allocated in the Atlantic
City Table of Froquoncy Allocations, to tho
service concernedi

Appropriate bonds

x

The frequency bonds allocated in tho Atlantic
City Tablo of Frequency Allocations to tho
service concerned.

I.T.U* List of Frequencies

i

The frequency list publishod by tho I.T.U.
in accordance with the Cairo Gonoral Radio
Rogulation.

Interim International
Frequency List

i

A proposed service document to refloct tho
current usage of frequencies during tho
period between tho E.A.R.C. and the adoption
of the now International Frequency List.

Draft International
Froquoncy List

i

A list to be prepared and submitted for
consideration and adoption by an Administra
tive Radio Conforonco*

International Froquoncy
List

t

The list adopted by on Administrative Radio
Conference•
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CHAPTER I
PREAMBLE
(Text to be incorporated in Chapter I of the Final Acts, Ref. Doc.No.156)
ARTICIE ...
FIXED. LAND MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES
The final arrangement of frequency usage for those parts of
the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table corresponding to Fixed,
Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s in
Region 2) and 27500 kc/s, shall be determined by plans, as far as the
High Frequency Broadcasting Service is concerned, and by the future
International Frequency List as far as the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services are concerned. In principle, the
implementation * of these plans and this List should coincide with the
implementation of the Atlantic City Allocation Table for other services.
The basis and procedures for the preparation and acceptance of these plans
and this List arc outlined in Chapter III, Article III, Section I for tho
Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services and in Chapter
III, Article III, Section II, for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service.
In the meantime, and as an interim measure, Administrations
will avoid, as far as they find it practicable, establishing new assign
ments to the said services in the bands allocated at Atlantic City to
other services, and will make efforts by v&luntary transfers to eliminate
the existing assignments to the said services situated in bands allocated
at Atlantic City to other services. The interim procedure to be used for
these services is outlined in Chapter III, Article I.

fc Committee 8 may require to revise this sentence.
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METHODS APPLICABLE TQ THE FIXED. LAND MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES
BETWEEN 3950 kc/s (AOOO kc/a REGION 2) and 27.500 kc/s

mmiiLi

msm j m m m
SECTION I - Introduction
3.1*1*1.

During the interim period between the E.A.R.C. and commencement of
the final adjustment period, assignments should be gradually moved into the
appropriate bands of the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations for the
Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27>500 kc/s*

3«lel*2«

Administrations should make every endeavour to have all assignments,
with the exception of those which are unlikely to cause harmful interference,
in the appropriate Atlantic City bands at the earliest practicable date©

3.1.1.3*

This procedure will apply only until such time as Members of the
Union will have agreed on specific plans, or frequency lists, for these
services.
SECTION II - Transfer of assignments which are outside the bands allocated
to the service concerned in the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations.

3*1.2.

Transfer of out-of-band assignments into the appropriate bands of
the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations should be made in accordance
with the following procedures }
a)

Each Administration should first examine its out-of-band frequency
assignments and will endeavour to interchange assignments when it
is possible to do so between its own services, in order that the
assignments conform to the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations. In such cases of interchange, due care must be taken
.to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administra
tions.

b)

When out-of-band assignments cannot be transferred in accordance
with the procedure outlined in a) above, the Administrations con
cerned may collaborate with other Administrations to arrange a
suitable interchange of their respective out-of-band assignments*
In this case due regard must also be given to avoid harmful inter
ference to the services of other Administrations.
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c)

Each Administration, when endeavouring to transfer its out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies may in addition to the above,
follow the customary procedure of requesting assistance by monitor
ing the appropriate frequency band in the area of reception*

d)

An Administration may request the IFRB to study and make proposals
for the accommodation of out-of-band assignments, particularly in
those cases in which the Administration concerned has not been able
to carry out transfers without causing harmful interference to trans
missions on existing assignments* The proposal should take into
account the practical and technical possibilities in each individual
case*

e)

An Administration may request other Administrations to make slight
adjustments in the frequencies employed by their services when such
adjustments would assist in the transfer of out-of-band assignments
to in-band frequencies.

f ) During the interim period, in order to reduce the number of
frequencies used, and the spectrum space occupied, and in order
to assist, by these means, those Administrations who experience
difficulty in carrying out the objectives of the interim period,
in particular countries underdeveloped in the radio field, all
Adninistrations should endeavour to readjust their operations,
by the adoption of improved techniques, by accommodating as many
assignments as feasible on the same frequency, by the limitation
of the hours of operation, by geographical sharing and by all other
practicable methods* Administrations should inform the IFRB of the
frequencies they are able to free by the adoption of this procedure.
g)

If, as a result of its studies of a particular problem, the IFRB
finds that an interchange of assignments or adjustments of frequen
cies might provide a solution, and if such change is accepted by the
country or countries directly concerned, the interchange or adjust
ment will be recorded in the Interim International Frequency List.

h)

Administrations should collaborate with each other and the IFRB to
facilitate the solution of problems associated with the transfer of
out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies. In particular,
whenever it proves necessary for studying the possibility of sharing
a frequency, the IFRB may request Administrations to supply informa
tion on the whole of the frequencies used for each circuit, on the
operating conditions of the circuit, etc*

SECTION.Ill - Establishment of new assignments in the appropriate Atlantic
Citv bands
3*1*3*1»

When Administrations find it essential to establish new assignments,
the procedures speoified in Chapter III, Article I, Section II, should be
followed so far as they are applicable*

3.1.3*2.

Administrations should ensure that exact particulars of these new
assignments will be included in the Interim International Frequency List in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter III, Article II, Section II*

Bn
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SECTION IV - Information .concornlng^changos In froquoncy usage
3»1.4*1*

a)

Bearing in mind the necessity of providing precise ad
up-to-date infornation on the use of the spectrum
during the interim period* Administrations should,
whenever practicable, inform the IFRB in advance
of a proposed change in frequency usage© The
information requested in the Annex to Chapter III,
Article II, Section II, should reach the IFRB not
earlier than three months and not later than two
weeks before the date for such a change,?

b)

Administrations should also inform the IFRB when
a change in the use of a frequency has taken place©
Such information should indicate :
(i)
(ii)

the in-band frequency occupiedi
when appropriate, the out-of-band frequency
vacated and/or the entry in the Interim
International Frequency List to be deleted;
(iii) the date upon which the change was made*
Such information should in any case reach
the IFRB not later than ten days after such
changeo
3*1.4*2*

The IFRB will serve as the centralising agency to
maintain information regarding proposed, or confirmed, changes in
froquency usage. It will, as far as the information at its
disposal permits, transmit to the Administration concerned, and
to Adninistrations which might be affected, its detailed comments
regarding proposed changes if, in its opinion, such changes arc
likely to result in harmful interference©

3* 1*4*3

The information received by the IFRB from Administrations
on Cohfirmed changes in the use of frequencies, referred to in
paragraph 3.1.4.1 b) above, will be used by tho IFRB to keep up-todate the information to be included in the Interim International
Frequency List*

3.1*4.4.

Where the date of receipt of the infornation, referred
to in paragraph 3.1*4*1 b) above, by the IFRB from the Administra
tion concerned is more than ten days after the .date upon which
the change is stated to have occurred, the date of use to be
entered in the Interim International Frequency List will be that
of the tenth day before the date upon which the information was
received by the IFRB*
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FINAL REPORT OF WORKING GROUP 6B
CONCERNING THE REVISED LIST OF
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TELEGRAPH STATIONS A ~ 23 Mc/s.

H» Lecomte, Esq.,
Chairman,
Committee 6.

Dear Sir,
I have the honour to transmit herewith the final report of
Working Group 6B, which is comprised of Docunent 178, and its Annex A, as
modified and amended by Working Group 6B, for consideration and adoption by
your Committee.
The report, as amended, is contained herein. It was adopted by
Working Group 6B on 25 October 1951 by 27 votes in favour, with 10 against,
and 8 abstentions. During the course of the meeting, some countries expressed
the view that the document was in contravention of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations and that they were not in agreement with the principles on which
the plan for coast telegraph stations had been prepared, whilst several others
criticized their assignments in the plan.
The statements of those, who so
requested, are attached to this report as Annexes 1 - 1 0 inclusive.
The Assignment Plan for Coast Telegraph stations as contained in
Annex A to Document 178, including Corrigendum I and Addendum 1, dated
31 October 1951, as further amended in the second session of the Seventh
Meeting of Working Group 6B (these amendments are published in Corrigendum
2 to Annex A dated 5 November 1951), was approved by the Working Group on
2 November 1951 by 40 votes in favour, 11 against with 2 abstentions.
The Chairman of the Sub-Working Group 6B1 in introducing
Corrigendum 1 and Addendum 1 to Annex A requested that his statement be
included in this report. It is attached as Annex 11* During the course
of the discussion, reference was made to a letter sent to tho Chairman of
Working Group 6B by the Heads of the U.S.S.R* and Ukrainian S.S.R.
Delegations. As this letter referred to Document 117, which was published
for information only at the request of the Delegate of Uruguay, it was
considered by the Chairman that no action was required to bo taken by
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the Working Group. This letter is attached as Annex 12* Certain
'who criticized the plan asked for their statements to be included
report*
They are contained in Annexes 22 and 23* Several other
objected to the adoption of the plan and the statements of those,
requested, are attached to this report as Annexes 13 to 21*

delegates
in this
countries
who so

The representatives for the I*F.RftB*. drew attention to the fact
that Resolution No.4 relating to harmful interference night require revision
at a later stage if similar resolutions arc proposed by other Committees*
In conclusion, I would like to express my grateful thanks to my
Vice-Chairman, to the Chairmen of the Sub-Working Groups and to the Member
for the I.F.R.B; for their very helpful assistance and the excellent way
in which they have performed the difficult tasks assigned to them* I would
also take this opportunity to thank the interpretation staff for their
efficient assistance and those members of the Secretariat who have assisted
the Working Group.

Xours faithfully,

Chairman of Working Group 6B

Ge
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FINAL REPORT OF WORKING GROUP 6B
CONCERNING THE REVISED LIST OF FREQUENCY ASSIGNMENTS TO

li
111

Introduction

Working Group 6B1, having completed the initial Study of assignments
to Maritime Mobile Coast telegraph services, the results of which we!re pub
lished in Document No. 86, was given the following terms of referency by
Working Group 68 on 20th September, 19515
. ’’Taking note of the recommendation^ and the data contained in
Document 86, to introduce such necessary modifications into the draft PFB
Plans for Coast telegraph stations as would make them more generally acceptable
to Administrations and to prepare for the consideration of this Working Group .
a new frequency list for the parts of the Atlantic City Table of Allocations
concerned.
The modifications to the draft plans are to take account of the
followingj

1.2

(1)

the requirements of countries whose names are not included in the
draft plansj

(2)

the unacceptable assignments already contained in the draft plans,
and then,

(3)

the additional requirements of other countries.”

The Working Group, in discharging the foregoing terms of reference,
took as a basis for its work not only the list of assignments to Coast
telegraph stations which had been prepared by the PFB, but also the prin
ciples (contained in PFB Document No. 591) which had been adopted by the
PFB in compiling this list. It also took into considerations

Bn

a)

the requirements of countries, the names of which were not in
cluded in the original PFB Plan, which were submitted in response
to Document No. 59?

b)

the comments which had been submitted by Administrations or by
delegates on specific assignments which were considered to be
unsatisfactory in the original PFB Plan?

c)

the additional requirements of countries already included in the
Plan which had been received in response to Document No. 59?

-
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d)

1.3

the requirements which had been notified under Section 16 of the
Atlantic City Resolution relating to the Preparation of the New
International Frequency List, in the case of those countries which
are not represented at the Conference and were therefore not in a
position to furnish a reply to Document No* 59©

It will be apparent that Working Group 6B1 faced a task of con
siderable magnitude, as It had to endeavour!
a)

to satisfy some 54 frequency requirements of countries whose names
did not appear in the original PFB Plan;

b)

to modify some 172 assignments which were deemed by Administrations
or delegates to be unsatisfactory in the original Plan;

c)

to make provisibn for the additional requirements of other countries,
already in the Plan, shown in Document No» 117*

It was only possible to find a reasonable solution.because of the
degree of cooperation shown by most of the countries concerned* It is
sufficient to state, in this connection, that there havebeen a considerable
number of voluntary deletions from the original PFB draft list, and that,
in addition, a number of countries refrained from submitting their new re
quirements in order that a more generally acceptable coast telegraph station
Plan could be prepared0
1.4

In preparing a revised Plan, although many modifications to the
original PFB list have been made in order to improve the technical quality
of the Plan, the total number of requirements to be accommodated has pre
cluded the Group from making assignments which in all cases will ensure free
dom from mutual interference, even although every effort has been made to take
advantage of time and geographical separations* Thus, although it was the
aim of the Group to provide protected service ranges of 2,000 km, 3,000 km
and 6,000 km in the 4, 6 and 8 Mc/s bands respectively, it was not practicable
to ensure these in all cases* Should interference arise in actual operations,
the Group considers that it should be possible to resolve the difficulties by
bilateral or multilateral arrangements between the interested Administrations,
the IFRB being consulted, as necessary, and notified of any frequency changes
involved (see Resolution No^ 4)« In addition, the Working Group, having re
gard to the spirit of cooperation which normally obtains throughout the mari
time mobile service, considers that Administrations will cooperate in employing
frequencies in such a manner as to facilitate the operations of other coun
tries on the sane or adjacent channels*

1*5

The Working Group regrets that, in view of the limited amount of
spectrum space available and the primary need to satisfy the requirements of
countries, the names of which were n-vt included'in the original PFB Plan, it
has not been possible to make provision for. all the additional requirements
of countries already included in the Planc The Group considers that any

Bn
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such additional requirements which are considered by Administrations to be
necessary, should be the subject of bilateral or multilateral negotiations
between Administrations, centralised through the IFRB, during the process
of implementation of the Plan, or should be notified to the IFRB, after the
* Plan has been implemented, for treatment under Article 11 of the Radio
Regulationso (See Resolution No* 5)°
1.6

The Working Group, in the light of the foregoing considerations,
has prepared a revised List of recommended frequency assignments to Coast
Telegraph Stations in the 4; 6, 8, 12, 16 and 22 Mc/s frequency bands* This
List is annexed to this report and is presented to Working Group 6B for con
sideration and adoption, subject to any editorial changes which may be
necessary*

1*7

Time has not permitted the Working Group to assemble all the neces
sary particulars for the compilation of the List in the form specified in
Appendix 6 to the Radio Regulations, as such particulars as geographical
locations of stations, Operating Administrations or Companies, etc* and in
certain cases, call signs, were not available to the Working Group* In the
circumstances, therefore, all Administrations are invited to scrutinize the
revised list and where full information has not already been supplied, to
furnish the additional or revised infornation required, as soon as possible,
in order to enable the necessary entries to be made in the new International
Frequency List*
2*

A.
2*1

Channel Widths

The Working Group studied the various considerations which had led
the PFB to adopt the channel separations in the original PFB Plan and de
cided to maintain these separations. The Group is of the opinion that these
are sufficiently wide to permit satisfactory operations of the assignments
made in the revised Plan, provided that ships are equipped with reasonably
up-to-date receivers; and considers that any complaints of adjacent channel
interference in respect of these assignments, either anticipated or actual,
should not be sustained if the cause is primarily due to poor quality of the '
ships* receiving equipment*

B.
2*2

Fundamental principles applied in the preparation of the revised Plan

Power Limits
Ml—

Till■ ~*ll~lllBllliJT~|>~<I lTl*M>M*i

The power limitations recommended by the PFB were used by the
Working Group in the preparation of the Plan. The following table shows the
maximum power to be used by any station in each band; in each case, the
power given is the power delivered to tie antenna*
Band
4
6
8
12
16
22

Bn

Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s

Power limit
5
5
10
15
15
15

kW
kW
kW
kW
kW
kW
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Moreover, in order to avoid undue co-channel or adjacent channel
interference, the powers quoted in Column 8 of the Plan are the maximum
powers to be used by the stations listed onthe various frequency channels«
( ; The.Group considers that any increase intheseindicated
powers
Should be notified under the procedure laid down inChapter IV,Article 11, of
the Atlantic City Radio Regulations* (See Resolution 1)*
C*
2*3

Emissions

In order to reduce co-channel and adjacent channel interference, the
Plan is based upon the assumption that A2 emissions will not be used*
(See Resolution 2)»

D*

Unnecessary continuous emissions
In order to reduce harmful interference, the Plan has been prepared
on the basis that unnecessary continuous emissions (such as unduly prolonged
emissions of call
slips) would not be used*
(See Resolution 3)*

2 *4

E*.

2*5

In preparing the revised Plan, the Working Group has taken into
account the,facts that certain stations are known to carry very heavy traffic
and also that the stations of certain countries, whidh have no facilities
outside their own territories for relaying their traffic, have to serve ships
all over the world* In such cases, the.G?oup has endeavoured, to the extent
possible, having regard to the total volume 6f Requirements, to assign re
latively clear channels to the statioiis concerned*

F%

246

Assignments to stations handling light traffic or operating over
restricted areas
The Working Group recognised, on the other hand, that a number of
stations only operate very intermittently or for short periods of the day,
or operate on low power over restricted ranges. The Working Group considered
that, taking propagation considerations and operational practice into account,
a relatively heavy degree of co-channel sharing is permissible in such cases.
3*

3*1

Assignments to stations handling heavy traffic and operating ona
a world-wide basis

Resolutions and Recommendation

Having regard to the fundamental principles upon which the revised
Plan has been'based, and which are set forth in Section II above, and taking
account of the provisions of Articles 13 and 16 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations, Working Group 6B proposes that Resolutions 1, 2, 3 and 4, and
>
Recommendation 1, contained herein, be adopted by the Conference. In addition,
that Resolution 5 be adopted by Committee 6 for transmission to Committee 8* .

Bn
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Resolution 1
Resolution on the power of Coast telegraph stations
The Extradrdinarv Administrative Conference
resolves
(i)

that Coast telegraph stations operating between 4 and 23 Mc/s in the
Maritime.Mobile telegraph exclusive bands shall at no time use an
antenna input power in excess of the figures given below;
Band
4
6
8
12
16
22

Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
Mc/s
&c/s

Power limit
5 kW
5 kW
10 kW
15 kW
15 kW
15 fcW

(ii) that, in order to avoid undue co-channel or adjacent channel inter
ference, the powers quoted in Column 8 of the List of frequency
assignments to Coast telegraph' stations adopted by this Conference,
are the maximum antenna input powers to be used by the stations
listed on the various frequency channels and that any increase in
these indicated powers, within the limits/quoted in paragraph (i) of
this Resolution, shall be subject to the procedure laid down in
Chapter IV, Article 11, of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations!
(iiij exceptionally, after the List of Frequency assignments to Coast
telegraph stations, adopted by this Conference, has been implemented,
any increase in the power shown in Column 8 of this List may only
be made,
a)

in accordance with paragraph 34& of Article 11 of the Radio
Regulations,

b)

after the countries, whose
this List are likely to be
been consulted by the IFRB
detailed ip Section III of

actual operations on assignments in
adversely affected by the change, have
in accordance with the procedures
Article 11 of Radio Regulations*

Resolution 2
Resolution on the class of emission to be used by Coast telegraph stations
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
resolves
that, in order to reduce adjacent channel interference, Coast
telegraph stations operating in the Maritime Mobile exclusive bands between
4 and 23 Mc/s shall not use class A2 emission*

-
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Resolution 3
Resolution on unnecessary continuous emissions from Coast Telegraph stations
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
resolves
that, in accordance with the provisions of Article 13, paragraph 372
of the Radio Regulations, unnecessary continuous emissions (such as the un
duly prolonged emission of call slips) shall be avoided in the Maritime Mobile
Coast telegraph service«
Resolution L
Resolution relating to harmful interference
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
resolves
that questions of harmful interference arising from operations on
the assignments contained in the List of frequency assignments to Coast tele
graph stations adopted by this Conference, shall be resolved by bilateral or
multilateral negotiations, as appropriate, between the interested Administra
tions * The IFRB shall be consulted, as necessary, in accordaase with Article
1A of the Radio Regulations, and shall be notified of any frequency changes
involved*
Resolution 5
Resolution relating to the status of assignments in the List of assignments
to Coast telegraph stations
Committee 6
resolves
that assignments in the List of assignments to Coast telegraph
stations adopted by this Conference, shall be given no priority amongst them
selves and shall be included in the First Edition of the New International
' Frequency List, bearing the date, in the REGISTRATION COLUMN of the signature
of the Final Acts of the Conference, and invites Committee 8 to give effect to
this Resolution*

Bn
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Recommendation 1
Recommendation relating to additional assignments to Coast Telegraph Stations

The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference
recommends
(l)

(il)

that additional assignments to Coast Telegraph stations vhich are
required by Administrations during the period of implementation of
the List of frequency assignments to Coast telegraph stations
adopted by this Conference should be the subject of bilateral or
multilateral negotiations and agreements between the Administrations
whose actual operations on assignments in this List may be affected
by these additional assignments, such negotiations to be carried
out in collaboration with the I.F„R.B0;
that in-the absence of agreements between the Administrations whose
operations may be affected, the additional assignments should be
notified to the I*F*R*B* for treatment under Article 11 of the
Radio Regulations, after the List of frequency assignments to Coast
telegraph stations adopted by this Conference, has been brought.
into effect®
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ANNEX

I

REPUBLIC OF POLAND

"Mr« Chairman*
During consideration of Document £6 at the meeting of Working
Group 6B on 20 September 1951*
Delegation of the Republic of Poland
voted adoption of that document« Our Delegation also thought that there
was no real necessity for imposing any new tasks upon Sub-Working Group 6B1*
since in our opinion the latter had not fulfilled its initial tasks© I
only say this because paragraph lol of Document 178 states that Sub-Working
Group 6B1* having completed the initial study of (frequency) assignments
to Maritime Mobile Coast Telegraph Services, was entrusted with another
task* as indicated in paragraph 3o3 of Document 139 and again in Document
178* It also follows from Document 178 that Sub-Working Group 6B1 has
allegedly completed the task set to it and as a result submits to Wording
Group 6B a "New International Frequency List for radio telegraph stations
operating in the bands allocated exclusively to the Maritime Mobile Services
between 4 and 23 Mc/si" I quote the full text of the heading given in
Document 178 dated 20 October 1951* That is the exact wording used : not
"initial draft11* or ‘‘draft11* but simply "New International Frequency List etc*”
it seems to me that the authors of Document 178 which was prepared in record
time* or possibly was ready long ago* have forgotten the required procedure
for Braking the draft New Frequency List into the New Frequency List© Such
an irresponsible attitude to the task in hand* to the main problem of our
Conference* is a proof that Annex A to Document 17B was drafted in a
haphazard way* Truth to tell^ it could not have been otherwise© Sub-Working
Group 6B1 based its work on the inheritance left by the PFB which ceased
work without having completed its task* that is* without having produced
any Draft New International Frequency List# That happened because the
1
express aim the PFB had in view was to satisfy the needs of only a few
countries* such as* say the USA* Great Britain and others* at the expense of
other countries Members of the Telecommunication Union© It is perfectly
clear that such methods of work have led the PFB straight into an impasse*
from which it never extricated itself©

th e

Let us see in what manner Sub-Working Group 6B1* using the
inheritance left by the PFB* fulfilled the main tasks indicated by the
Convention and the Regulations as regards* let us say* protecting frequencies
Used by Administrations from interference* Paragraph 1*4 of Document 178
giyes an answer to that* It says straight out that % • * although it was
the aim of the Group to provide protected service ranges of 2*000 km*
3,000 km and 6*000 Jaa in the 4*6 and 8 Mc/s bands respectively* it was not
practicable to ensure these in all cases©" A simple analysis of Annex A
to Document 178* grandly named "New International Frequency List etc**"*
shows that $t proved "practicable"* for instance* to pfcotect the.beautifully
repeated (sic) 8534 kc/s frequency, assigned to Great Britain* and
"impracticable" to protect the 4331 kc/s frequency assigned to the Republic
of Poland and a number of other European countries©
Ab
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A great number of similar examples could be drawn from Annex A to
Document 178; 1 shall only mention that particularly good protoct&'ri from inter
ference will be gitai to US stations» Apparently such a solution of the problem
seemed particularly practicable to the authors of Document 178 and the Annex
thereto®
As for cases of interference which must inevitably arise as a result
of the assignment of frequencies in accordance with Document 178, the authors
of tho document suggest to the Administrations concerned to conclude bipartite,
tripartite or multiple agreements among themselves, which, in effect, means
that instead of solving all problems and compiling a draft New Frequency List
that will satisfy all the administrations in equal measure, it is suggested
to produce a substitute for such a list; and after it has been produced, some
administrations will be able to operate on their frequencies, while others
will “agree1' among themselves on ways to overcome their difficulties«
To sum up all the above it may be said that the results of the work
of Sub-Working Group 6B1, as shown by Document 178 and Annex A thereto, are
founded on erroneous and unfair principles which have no technical or practical
justification and as such are entirely at variance with the stipulations
contained in the Convention and in Article 4-7 of tho Radio Regulations concern
ing the preparation of the draft New International Frequency List® It.should
be particularly noted that the suggestion of a soparate, isolated approval
of any part of the draft New International Frequency List independently of
the complete draft list in question, has no legal justification whatsoever
In view of the above, the Delegation of the Republic of Poland declares
that document 178, together with Annex A, is unacceptable to it and that it
will vote against its adoption"*
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ANNEX 2
U.S.S.R. AND UKRAINIAN SoS.R.

“In Docunent 178, a draft frequency assignment plan for the Maritime
Coast Telegraph service, together with recommendations pertaining to that
draft frequency list, has been submitted for consideration by Working Group
6B and subsoquent approval by Committee 6. The plan is based on the list
prepared earlier by the PFB.
The Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S »S R . have the
following comments to make on Document 178 s
1.
The preparation and approval of a
of the services, taken separately in this
Coast Telegraph service, would constitute
provisions laid down by the Atlantic City
Regulations (Article 47), which stipulate
Frequency List covering all radio service
brought into force.

frequency assignment list for one
ca.se for stations of the Maritime
a gross infringement of the
Conference and the Radio
that only a complete International
may be approved and simultaneously

So far, as is known, no such frequency list has beon prepared, and
there is therefore no guarantee at all that the requirements of other
services, such as the fixed services and high-frequency broadcasting, will
be adequately met.
Consequently, separate, isolated approval of the draft frequency
assignment list for the Maritime Coast Tele graph service, being contrary to
the provisions laid down by the Atlantic City Conference and the Radio
Regulations (Article 47), is illegal and must be rejected.
2.
The Delegations of tho UoS.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.SAfU, in
statements made at the Plenary Assembly and in Committee 6, and also in
Documont 69, which has been published, have already indicated the main
reasons why the draft frequency assignment list prepared by the PFB for the
Maritime Coast Telegraph stations was unacceptable.
As may be seen from Document 178, Sub-Working Group 6B1 disregarded
those comments and only introduced minor amendments in the draft frequency
list in question, without eliminating its major, fundamental defects, which
may be summarised as followsj
The draft froquency list submitted is based on erroneous, and unfair
principles, it fails to meet,the real needs of countries, in particular
those of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R,, ond is intended mainly to
serve the interests of only a small group of countries (the U.S.A,, the
United Kingdom, France) to the detriment of the interests of the majority
of Members of the Union.
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The following facts confirm that conclusion:
(a)
Only 43 <>5$ of the requirements submitted by the U.S.S.R* and the
Ulcrainian S.S.R. are satisfied, which is inadequate to cover the needs of
those countries. It should bo noted that the assignments made to the
U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R* amount to only 6,5$ of the total number of
assignments in that draft plan, while assignments to the U.S.A* form 24$ of
the total.
In all, 4-2$ of tho total number of assignments in the frequency
list are made to three countries: the U.S.A., the United Kingdom and France,
while the remaining 80 Members of the Union are left with only 58$ of the
total number of assignments.
In the draft frequency assignment list not a single assignment is
made to the U aSaS.R. or the Ulcrainian S.S.R,. in the 22 Mc/s band, and only
2 assignments in the 17 Mc/s band. Clearly, with such a distribution of
frequencies, the coast stations of the U*S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R. will
be unable to ensure communication with their ships in cases of long-distance
travel.
(b)
A£ a general rule, the draft list assigns to the radio stations of
tke U.S.S.R* and the Ukrainian S.S.R*j on the average, 1 to 3 frequencies
each.
At the same time, 29 ti.S.Ac radio stations are assigned 10 or more
frequencies eachj and the same number is assigned to each of 9 British
stations and 10 French stations.
It should be mentioned as an example that about 90 frequencies have
been assigned to the San Francisco station aj.one, which is several times the
number of frequencies assigned to many a country.
(c)
In the draft frequency assignment list there ore 172 multiple
frequency assignments. It is known that multiple frequency assignments
considerably facilitate the operation of radio communications by radio
stations, simplify the use of. equipment and antennae and reduce material
expenditure in changing to new frequencies.
Not a single multiple frequency assignment has been made to the
radio stations of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R., while U.S.A. radio
stations, for instance, have been assigned 116 multiple frequencies,
United Kingdom stations 16, and French stations 24*
Consequently, those
three countries alone have been assigned 90$ of the total number of
multiple frequencies.
(d)
In the draft frequency assignment list, some countries have boon
assigned exclusive frequencies. For instance, 20 such assignments have been
made to the U.S.A., 5 to the United Kingdom, and 4 to France* The U.S.S.R.
and the Ukrainian S.S.R. have not been assigned a single exclusive frequency.
The above fa.cts make it abundantly clear that the proposed draft
frequency assignment list for Maritime Coast Telegraph stations is based on
orroneous and unfair principles and serves the interests of only a small
group of countries ("the U.S.A*, tho United Kingdom and Franco).
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3.
Tho proposed draft frequency assignment list for tho Maritime Coast
Telegraph service does not provide for adequate protection from mutual
interference.
That conclusion is supported by the following facts:
(a)
The draft frequency assignment list, in the 8, 12, 16 and 22 Mc/s
bands, allows for cases where one frequency is shared by 20 or more stations,
which cannot but lead to mutual interference.
Tho position is made still
worse by the fact that in most cases a given frequency is shored by radio
stations widoly varying in power, the ratio being sometimes as high as IslOO.
Bearing in mind also that the powerful stations are assigned a large number of
frequencies (up to 50), while the weaker stations are assigned only 4 or 5
frequencies, it becomes obvious that the more powerful stations will in effect
be protected from interference, while the weaker stations with a limited number
of frequencies at their disposal will be unable to ensure normal communication
with ships.
(b)
In view of the existence of high-power radio stations, tho distribution
of frequencies contemplated in the draft plan will not ensure, with the
existing receiving equipment on ships, adequate protection from interference
on direct or adjacent channels, which the authors of the draft frequency list
themselves admit.
It is assumed in the proposed draft list that the Members of the Union
will replace the receiving equipment at present in operation on ships. The
Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R. point out tho
inadmissibility of such an approach to the problem and consider that any
frequency list must be based on the technical characteristics of existing
equipment in operation, and must not entail, for the Members of the Union, any
additional commitments as regards material expenditure.
4*
The draft frequency list takes no account of the priorities of the
dates of notification of frequencies registered in the Berne Lists.
5*
In view of the above, the Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and the
Ukrainian S.S.R. declare that the proposals and recommendations contained in
Document 178, including the draft froquency assignment list for the Maritime
Coast Telegraph service, being contrary to the Radio Regulations and the
Atlantic City provisions, are illegal and therefore wholly unacceptable.
The Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian S.S.R. will vote
against adoption of that document.”
,
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ANNEX 3

ROUMANIAN PoRc
uThe Delegation of the Roumanian P©R0 feels bound to reiterate
its views on the plan for coast radiotelegraph stations which appears as
an annex to the report by Sub-Working Group 63319
We protested against the use of the plsins prepared by the P.F*B*
as a basis for the work of our Committee, since those plans had already
proved a failure in the P.F.B* itself« The maritime radiotelegraph Plan
prepared by the Sub-Working Group on that basis has the sane fallacious
character* X should like briefly to point out the most important defects
in the plan, which is discriminative, technically incorrect and illegal*
1.

1.

The plan is discriminative becauses

a) ignoring the interests of the majority of countries Members
of the Union, it assigns nearly half the total number of
available frequencies to only three countries: The United
States of Ameriaa, the United Kingdom and France* At the same
time it completely f a i M to satisfay the requirements of a
large number of other countries*
b) The plan shows open discrimination against Roumania - a
country with a seaboard, as everyone knows - to which the
Working Group has not assigned a single frequency* Now it
is a well-known fact that our country has nary ships, and if
contact is to be kept with them it is indispensable to use
radiocommunication, and hence coast and ship stations.
A number of frequencies intended for those services has been
notified to the Secretariat of the I.TaU0 This notification
was made- in writing to the Chairman of Working Group 6b on
16 October 1951, but in spite of that Sub-Group 6B1 has done
nothing to meet our reduced requirements a In view of this
unheard-of discrimination we wish to state that our mobile
maritime services are using and will continue to use the
frequencies required to operate its radiocommunication service.
c) The few exclusive frequencies available in the plan are
reservedercfetrelyfor two countries: The United States of
America and the United Kingdom©
$4

a) The other countries must make arrangements to share the
various frequencies, and often those frequencies have to be
shored by more than 20 stationsc Such a situation would
inevitably lead to very serious interference, especially
since :

- 16 ~
(Ann. 3 to Doco 272-E)

b) The power rhtios of tho stations using the Same frequency differ
greatly, etfen on the highest frequencies© In the 4 Mc/s band
there are power rhtios even as great as 1/500 (see 4-240 ^4 kc/s),
but the situation is even worse on the higher frequencies,
where* since propagation conditions are more favourable, the
geographical situation gives very much less efficient protection;
for example* on 12*790 kc/s a 15 kW station of the United
kingdom is sharing with a 0*25 kW Mexican station and a 0*5 kW
Chileah station* Nine United States stations* each of 15 kW
power* have heen assigned to the frequency 17©272 kc/s along
with a station of the PoR* of Bulgaria of only 0*5 kW© On
22*491 kc/s;11 United States stations* each of 15 kW* are
sharing with an Israeli station of 1 kW© We would stress that
we have taken these examples merely to show i&e technical value
of the plan#
3*

Document 178 and its annexes are illegal because s
a) In them we are asked to approve a partial plan* although as
yet no steps have been taken to prepare the complete Interna- tlonal Frequency List* They are therefore contrary to Article
47 of the Radio Regulations©
b) In spite of the fact that on 5 October 1951* during discussion
of Document B concerning notifications of frequencies by
certain countries for the territory of other countries* the
Plenary Assembly decided to recommend that such notifications
should not be acted upon* the plan* disregarding this decision*
provides for very many such assignments t for example on 6358*5
kc/s* 8506 kc/s etc* etc*

In view of the grave shortcomings* of which -I have mentioned
only a few*, our Delegation cannot accept Document 178 and its annexes” ©
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ANNEX
SPA

A

I N

"Spain submitted to the Working Group a complete list of coast
telegraph stations in operation"*
Gn 14 September 1951 > at the request of the Groups wO informed
it of the minimum number of frequencies required •
Xn the annex to Document 178 our minimum needs have not been
met and some stations which are in operation have been forgotten.
On 24. October X wrote to the Chairman of Group 6B1 asking for
some amendments to be made,
Spain is not very satisfied with Document 178* We did not take
part in the Atlantic City Conference but nevertheless the majority of our
coast telegraph stations are already operating in the Atlantic City bands*
We did not wait/ but are ahead of many others*
However/ in Document 178 no regard is paid to our roal good will,
which has been demonstrated by facts, and in view of this we will abstain
from voting and will maintain the reservations of a general nature which our
Administration submitted at the beginning of this Extraordinary Administrative
Radio Conference"*
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UN-EX;

5'

P*R* of ALBANIA and P.R. OF BULGARIA

"Mr. Chairman,
The Delegations of the P#Ri of Albania and the P.R* of Bulgaria
have carefully studied Document 178 and its annex concerning the revised List
of frequency assignments to coast telegraph stations, and would like to give
its views on the contents of that document and its annex.
The document states that the Group adopted the separations in the
original PFB Plan arid decided to maintain them# The Group is of the opinion
that these are sufficiently wide to permit satisfactory operation of the
assignments made in the revised Plan, provided that ships are equipped with
reasonably up-to-date receivers.
Now, Mr. Chairman, our administrations did not accept the wrong
principles of the P.F.B# and, as we have already said, those wrong principles
will involve us in intolerably heavy expenditure on equipment for the ships.
Our view is confirmed by the document and its annex which we are discussing.
Our administrations still maintain their opinion that the P.F.B. principles
are wrong and unacceptable, and it is logical that the plan for the Radio
Maritime Service is unacceptable to our countries.
Our Delegations cannot give their support to Document 178 and
its annex because they are contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regulations,
in that the International Frequency List has not been prepared and approved as
stipulated in Article 47 of the Radio Regulations.
In accordance with the present regulations, Albania and Bulgaria
notified the Secretariat of the I.T.U* of its frequency requirements, but in
spite of this the Group failed to take note of them. We think that the
attitude takett by the Group constitutes an act of discrimination against our
country#
Our delegations cannot give their support to the document because;
the plan in question does not refloot the frequency requirements
of Albania and Bulgaria;
in the plan the frequencies have been distributed to the countries
in a way i/hich is unfair and which discriminates against a large
majority of countries Members of the Union. This is proved by the
fact that the United States of America, the United Kingdom and
France redeiVe nore thhn l£$ of all the frequencies and they are,
in fact, without exception, all exclusive frequencies, whereas
we find that Albania is not included in the plan, and Bulgaria
has been given frequencies which, in practice, are unusable*
The Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria are opposed to Docunent
178 and its annex, and in the event of a vote they will vote against then11#

Mx*
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ANNEX

6

' F.F.R. of YUGOSLAVIA

"Mr* Chairman,
The Delegation of the F.P.R, of Yugoslavia, is obliged to inform
you that frequency assignments as contained in the dro.ft International
Frequency List for Maritime Mobile Telegraph Service as annexed to Document
178 do not cover our actual minimum needs in the orders of 4, 6 and 8 Mc/s.
We are operating three coast stations, namely : Split, Rijeka and
Dubrovnik to which the following assignments are made in the draft Inter
national Frequency List :
Split !

4331

Rijeka :

4346

Dubrovnik: —

6519,5
***

8714

W s

8734

kc/s

—

therefore we have requested at this Conference, in reply to
inquiries by Working Group 63311? our actual needs to operate the above coast
stations* These assignments of’frequencies have been omitted in P*F*B* plans *
The additional frequencies required are:
Ri.ieka :

6453 kc/s

Dubrovnik : 4304* 6400 and 8738 kc/s,
and will be used by the above-mentioned stations for operations on a medium
distance in the Mediterranean Area and long distance night service*
We hope that the problem can be very easily solved by mutual
cooperation between delegations present-* We are prepared to do our utmost
in establishing an International Frequency List which could be approved ty
all Interested administrations©
We beg. therefore, to refer our statement back to Working Group
6B1 for necessary corrections to their Draft List"*

Le

-20(Doc* 272 - E)
ANNEX 7
CZECHOSLOVAKIA

"Mr* Chairman,
Document 178 and its Annex A are entirely unacceptable to our country*
Not only is this draft plan based on the unfair and wrong drafts of
the PFB - a body which finished its work on 28 February 1950 after failing
completely in its task - but, as has been clearly and more fully demonstrated
by some of the delegations here, and especially by the honourable delegate
of the USSR, the draft plan contained in Annex A is blatantly discriminative
and unfair* It gives priority to somecountries - and especially to the
United States, the United Kingdom and France - to the detriment of other
countries* The Plan also includes assignments to certain countries for the
territory of other sovereign states* Such an act is illegal and contrary to
the preamble of the Convention*
Moreover, it is absolutely illegal, and contrary, above all, to
Article 47 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations, to prepare and approve
separate plana under the cloak apparently, of the Now International Frequency
List* Everyone knows that we cannot approve a plan without having a precise
idea of what is going to happen to the stations of other services which are
affected by the introduction of the plan* Everyone knows that the New
International Frequency List must include all services, all bands and all
regions throughout the world. The correct way to prepare that List was
proposed in Document 54 revised#
As regards our stations, not all those we operate have been included*
For such of our stations as have been
includedin the
plan, not even themost
optimistic can speak of a protection ratio whore our station has to share a
frequency, for example, with 23 stations with powers greatly exceeding that
proposed for our station* Twelve of those 23 stations are on the European
continent.
For theso reasons tho Czechoslovak Delegation cannot accept Documont
178 and its Annex A, and formally supports tho USSR proposal to reject itff*

Bd

-

a i -

(Doc. 272 - E)
ANNEX 8
BIELORUSSIAN S.S.R.
!,The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. wholly shares the opinion
expressed by the Delegation of the Soviet Union on Document 178. The
Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. considers that in the absence of a
complete New International Frequency List, consideration or approval of
draft plans for separate services, including the Const Telegraph service,
disconnected from other services ond not coordinated with them, is contrary
to the Radio Regulations (Article 47) and is therefore illegal*
Tho Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* also notes that the draft
Coast Telegraph Plan contained in Document 178 is based on erroneous and
unfair principles and contravenes tho Atlantic City Resolution relating to
tho preparation of the New International Froquency List (see paragraph 11 of
tho Resolution).
The draft plan is intended to serve the interests of the U.S.A.,
the United Kingdom and France, to the detriment of the interests of other
countries.
Besides satisfying the requirements of the U.S.A., the United Kingdom
and France as regards the number of assignments mado, the draft plan also
gives those countries the advantage as far as the quality of the assign^
ments is concerned.
A largo number of exclusive channels and multiple
frequencies are assigned to them.
The draft plan does not ensure protection from interference for the
coast telegraph communications of tho majority of countries and requires that
national Administrations roplace their equipment.
Docunent 178 disregards the priority of the frequency notification
dates in the Berne Lists.
For tho above reasons, the draft plan for coast telegraph stations
is unacceptable to the Bielorussian S.S.R. and we shall vote against
Document 178 and its annexes.11
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ANNEX

9

HUNGARIAN P*R<

KMr* Chairman,
Having studied the assignments proposed by Working Group 6B1
in Document 178, I must express the views of the Hungarian Delegation :
The proposal to adopt a separate frequency list is illegal,
since that list cannot be adopted until we have a complete International
Frequency List#
The list particularly favours certain countries such as the
United States, Great Britain and France - to the detriment, naturally, of a
number of countries#
The lis is based on the wrong principles of the PFB, which were
a failure and cannot be regarded as a guarantee*
For these reasons the Hungarian Delegation does not accept
Document 178 and, in the event of a vote, will vote against it©n
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A M E X 10
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"While acknowledging the great effort made by Group 6B1, the
Iranian Delegation regrets to note that its proposals have not heen taken
into consideration* Those proposals represented the strict nininun of
our requirements; for they were very modest*
Consequently the Delegation of Iran can support the plan only
if one frequency (at least) in the 4000 kc/s hand Is assigned to it and
if the modifications it proposed are accepted#
I wodld add; however, that wo made the minimum number of
modifications: for example, we placed six stations in six different ports
6n the same wavelength*
Would you kindly have our statement annexed to the report of
tho meeting" •
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ANNEX 11
CHAIRMAN OF WORKING GROUP 6B1

“Mr© Chairman^
In accordance
first part of this meeting
the List of Assignments to
Document 178* The results
namely :

with the decisions of Working Group 6B during the
on 25th October, Working Group 6B1 has reviewed
Coast Telegraph stations which was annexed to
of this review have been published in two parts,

a)
A Corrigendum, containing errors which appearod in the original
list and which contains, in the main, editorial and typographical changes#
The Corrigendum, however, also includes some assignments which, due to the
haste with which Document 178 was reproduced, were unfortunately omitted from
the list annexed to Document 178, although they were Included in the work
sheets approved by the Group©
b)
An Addendum, which covers changes or additions to the earlier
list which the Working Group now recommends for incorporation in';the list
to be finally approved** The Working Group, in preparing this Addendum,'has
tried to take account, as far as possible^ of the comments of delegates on
specific assignments made to their countries which were deemed to be
unsatisfactory, or inadequate, in the earlier list© As a general principle,
changes or additions have only been recommended when these were considered
unlikely to-affect the operations of other stations to which the same
channel is assigned or where- the other countries, whose operations were
likely to be affected, have agreed to the modifications© In considering
requests for additional assignments in congested areas, account was also taken
by the Working Group of the number of assignments to the countries concerned
in the original list©
The Working Group, while it has endeavoured to meet the desires
of all countries, regrets that it has not been able fully to do so in all
cases, due to the very heavy sharing of assignments in the original list©
I must also state, Mr© Chairman, that, since the previous
session of this meeting of your Working Group, Working Group 6B1 was requested
by the Delegates of the USSR, the Ukrainian SSR, Czechoslovakia and.Rouroania
to take account of their Coast Station frequencies which had been notified to
the Secretary General of the Union for inclusion in the Frequency List© Tho
Working Group was unable to accede to this request fo the following reasons#
You Will remember, Mr« Chairman, that Working Group 6B1 reported
in Document No© 59 on 4^h September 1951 that, in order to abtain a factual
and up-to-date appreciation of the problem, all delegations were requested
to furnish the following information (and here I quote from the actual
document) s
Ab
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na)

Particulars of assignments in the Draft Plan quoting the assigned
frequency, circuit number, and Station involved which may be
deleted from the Draft Plan as being no longer necessary for
existing operations*

b)

In eases where the information has not already been supplied,
particulars of assignments in the Draft Plan, quoting. th9 assigned
frequency, circuit number and station involved, which are
considered to be unacceptable• *...

c)

Particulars of the minimum number of frequencies required in each
Maritime Mobile exclusive band for the conduct of existing
operations«

d)

Full particulars of Coast telegraph services which are not
provided for in the Draft Plan but which have been brought into
operation up to 16 August 1951, quoting the station concerned,
its power and the frequency in present use. Periods of daily
utilisation should also be quoted«

e)

In the case of countries not included in the Draft Plan, full
particulars of the frequencies required in each frequency band
for the conduct of existing operations, quoting in each case the
name of the station concerned, its power and the frequency in
present use, together with periods of daily utilization

This request was circulated to all delegates attending the Conference
and the results were published in Document 86*
On 20th September 1951, Working Group 6B1 was given the following
further terms of references
^Taking note of the recommendations and the data contained in
Document 86, to introduce such necessary modifications into the draft P«,F«B*
plans for Coast telegraph stations as would mako them more generally
acceptable to Administrations
In discharging the foregoing terms of reference, Working Group 6B1
took as a basis for its work, as instructed by Working Group 6b , the draft
P.F*B# plans for Coast telegraph stations* It also took into consideration:
na) the requirements of countries, the names of which were not
included in the original P,»F0Ba Plan, which were submitted in response to
Document 59, and
b) the comments which had been submitted by Administrations or by
delegates on specific assignments which were considered to be unsatisfactory
in the original P*F*B© Plan^
c) the additional requirements of countries already included in the
Plan which had been received in response to Docunent 59
Ch
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In the ease of those countries which were not represented at tho
Conference and were, therefore, not in a position to furnish a reply to
Document N° 59, the Working Group also took into consideration the
requirements which had been notified under Section 16 of the Atlantic City
Resolution rolating to the Preparation of tho now International Frequency
List.
It Is on the foregoing data and information that the revised List
has been prepared by the Working Group* Every reply received to Document
59 was carefully considered by the Working Group and, to the extent
possible having rogard to tho total volume of requirements and the technical
principles upon which tho plan was based, ovory endeavour was'made to
satisfy tho requirements of all countrios.
Tho Group considered, however, Mr. Chairman, that it hod neither
the authority nor the timo to soarch through tho many hundreds of pages
of tho Bcrno List to extract requirements for countries which furnished
no reply to Documont W° 59*
If, therefore, Mr. Chairman, certain countries feel that their
requirements havo not boon fully considered by the Group, I can only say
that it is not tho fault of the Working Group. Where no revised information
Was received, in response to Document N° 59, from countries attending tho
Conforonco, the Working Group has. maintained the assignments to those
countries which were made in the oarlior plan.
I would like to take this opportunity, Mr. Chairman, on behalf
of the Working Group, to express our gratitude to the IFRB for the very
considerable amount of assistance wo have received from that body throughout
the whole poriod of Working Group 6B1 activities. In particular wc should
say that our substantial ond difficult task has boon considerably lightoncd
by reason of the fact that we have had available to us at all times tho
benefit of tho experience and counsel of Mr. Gracie. Ho has not spared
himself from the time tho Working Group was first sot up, more than two
months ago, and when wo have mot in the ovening, or on Saturday afternoons,
he has most willingly devoted his time to our Group.
Wo would also take this opportunity of thanking the interpretation
Staff fdf their efficient assistance and also those members of the Secretariat
Who have boon attached to Working Group 6B1 from timo to tine.”

az

- 27 ~
(Doc* 272 - E)

ANNEX 12
Lettor from .the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR

’’Having examined document 117 dated 28 September* the Delegations
of the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR deem it nocossary to make tho following
comments i
1#

In document 69 and in their statemonts the Delegations of tho
USSR and tho Ukrainian SSR have expounded tho basic reasons for which
they consider tho draft froquoncy allotment Plan for coast stations
of the Maritime Mobile sorvicc os unacceptable# We maintain that
Working Group 6B1 took no account of thcso comments in its work but
merely mado a number of insignificant amendments in tho draft froquoncy
aliotihont Plan, which do not orodicate the basic dofocts from tho draft
Plan*

2*

In document 117 already published, Working Group 6B1 attomptod to
discriminate against the maritimo services of tho USSR and tho Ukrainian
SSR, by arbitrarily excluding from examination a considerable number of
USSR and Ukrainian SSR notifications, submitted and rogistorod in accord
ance with the procedure established by tho International Telecommunica
tion Union® These notifications appear both in tho 16th edition of tho
Borne List and in tho 17th Edition of tho Appondix which is now being
prepared® Tho Delegations of the USSR and tho Ukrainian SSR cohsidor
it nocossary to point out that frequency notifications made by thoir
countries in accordance with tho established procoduro, arc ontitlod
to international protection irrespective of the methods to be omployod
in the proportion of the now International Froquoncy List, and must,
thoroforo, undor all conditiohs, be included in that List#
Rebooting tho attempt at discrimination against the notifications
of the. USSR and tho Ukrainian SSR permitted by Working Group 6B1, tho
Delegations of tho USSR and tho Unkroinian SSR stoto that documont 117
is totally unacceptable.’1

az
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13

REPUBLIC OF POU N D
“The Delegation of the Republic of Poland on a previous occasion stated,
after a careful study of Document 178, that it considered that document un
acceptable, since in the main, it was contrary to the directives contained in
the Convention and the Radio Regulations for the preparation of a draft New
International Frequency List®
The documents under consideration today — both Annex A to Document 178
and its corrigenda - once more demonstrate that the position taken by the
Delegation of the Republic of Poland with regard to Docunent 178 was correct
and well founded® Indeed, a careful examination of Annex A to Document 178
will show that in preparing that document, Sub-Working Group 6B1 only took
into consideration the plans prepared by the PFB, ignoring the correct view
expressed by many delegations that the PFB plans, satisfying the needs of
only a small number of countries, such as, say, the USA, Great Britain and
France, at the same time failed to create the necessary conditions for meeting
the real needs of a large number of other countries, among them the Republic
of Poland®
As nay be seen from Annex A, to satisfy the requirements of the Republic
of Poland it is intended to assign 8 frequencies to it*> Apart from the fact
that that number of frequencies is obviously insufficient for our country as
a maritime state, the frequencies themselves are so selected ond shared that
they will have no international protection at all from harmful interference®
I do not intend to quote numerous, examples or compare our frequencies with the
obviously favourable frequency assignments made, say, to tho USA; I shall
merely point out that while,for instance,the 8558 kc/s froquency is intended
to be shared by only three carefully selected stations, of which one belongs
to the USA and another to Great Britain, the 8650 kc/s frequency is to be
shared by 22 stations, ono of which belongs to our Administration® It is also
interesting to note that tho next frequency - 8654 kc/s - is to be shared only
by tho Netherlands and Japan, which is a most convenient arrangement®
Jfy remarks m y be summed up in a statement often repeated by us, namely,
that the work of tho PFB was based on incorrect and unfair principles and that
the results of that work were equally incorrect and unfair® We have cone to
this Conference with the object of preparing and approving a draft New
Frequency List in accordance with tho provisions of tho Convention and the
Radio Regulations® Wo have decided to do so only because, in view of mutual
interference, conditions in tho other have become such as to make the operation
of radio stations Impossible® We are not here, however, merely to ro-allocate
frequencies in favour of, let us say, the USA and Great Britain, or to create
better conditions for the operation of their transmitters at the expense of
other countries Members of the Telecommunication Union0 That being so, all the
recommendations prepared by our Conference must conform to tho provisions of
the Convention and the Radio Regulations® The fact that Document 178 with all
its annexes and corrigenda does not conform to those provisions will be
perfectly clear to anyone who will take the trouble to analyse those documents®
Much useless work has gone into their preparation, for they are nothing but a
substitute product which can have no practical significance whatsoever, since
they disregard the advice and the requirements of a large number of countries
and cannot create the minimum,conditions necessary for uninterrupted operation
of their radio communications® Consequently all these discriminatory documents
are unacceptable to us”©

Bd
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" Mr# Chairman,
I wish to raake a few comments on your statement.
You said that the terms of reference of Sub-Working Group 6B1
included the consideration of the comments of all Delegations and Administra
tions, that indeed was the task of Sub-Working Group 6Sl.

We see, however, that the domraehts and remarks inade by the
Delegation of the USSR and a number of other delegations were disregarded
by Sub-Working Group 6B1.
To proceed. It would be most interesting to see what terms of
reference or mandates mention the right of the Group to discard and ignore
the requirements submitted by any country* Of course, no such provision has
been or can have been made anywhere. Therefore in all circumstances it m i s
the duty of the Group to take into account the needs of all countries*
You said yourself, Mr.Chairman, that the Sub-Working Group had taken
no account of the USSR requirements. We therefore have before us the fact
an obviously tendentious attitude. You, Mr, Chairman, are the Delegate
of the United Kingdom, that is, of a country whoso interests have been
particularly favoured in the Draft List. Of course, it is clear to us why
the draft Frequency List submitted in Document 17S for consideration by the
Working Group has been given the form in which it is presented.
We consider it inadmissible, however, that such discriminatory,
tendentious methods should be employed.
How as to the letter addressed to you by the USSR Delegation. It
was mentioned there that the Working Group had made an attempt at discrimi
nation. Y q u stated, Mr. Billington, that you had tfcarefully .studied" that
letter and had found that it was merely "for information". We assume,
Mir. Billington, that you know h m to road letters, you are old onongh and have
sufficient experience for it. Therefore, you understood -the letter correctly,
you understood that it concerned discriminatory methods, but you did, not
wish to transmit it to Bub-Working Group 6B1 for discussion. You took no
steps to eliminate discrimination. Thus you have proved that you have m t
adopted an obiottive attitude towards the responsabilities laid upon you
by an International Conference,
The present statement must be included in full in the Report of
Working Group 6B to Committee 6' and in the Report of the meeting of the
Working Group on 2 November 1951"•

Bz
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ANNEX

15

Ua£>afe

nA. draft frequency assignment list for the Maritime Goast Tele
graph service has been submitted in Document 178 (Annex ?,A n) for consider**
ation by Working Group 6B and subsequent submission to Committee 6 0
The Delegation of tho UoSoSoR* has already pointed out in a
number of its statements the fundamental defects of such a plan based on
the completely unacceptable draft prepared by the P 6FoB*
It may be seen from Annex ^Ai! to Document 178 that the Working
Group has taken no account c2 the comments made by the UeSoSgR. Delegation
at meetings of the Plenary Assembly held on 20 and 23 August, those of
Committee 6 and Working Groups 6B and 6B1 as well as of the comments set
out in Document 69 of the Conference«
Working Group 6B1 has not eliminated its main fundamental defects
pointed out, inter alia, in Document 69, and has merely confined itself to
the insertion of insignificant, small corrections into the draft List
prepared by the P0F*B<>
The draft frequency assignment, list submitted in Document 178
is established on an incorrect„ unfair basise It does not satisfy the
requirements of the U*S6SoR0 and of many other countries. Its main funda
mental aim is to be re-assign frequencies to the advantage of the U«S«A»,
the United Kingdom« France and a small number of other countries to the
detriment of the interests of other Members of the Union0
This conclusion is confirmed by the following facts:
1*

Only about 40$ of the frequencies notified and utilized by the
U©S*S»Re for its coast telegraph service are taken into account ip the
draft List* Thus, it in no way satisfies the requirements of the UoSeS,R«
as regards communication with ships* More than 630 frequencies actuallyutilized by Soviet coast stations are arbitrarily excluded from consider
ation by this draft list,, It must be pointed out that, at the same time,
three countries (the United States, the United Kingdom and France) are
assigned in this list 42$ of the total number of assignments available, i.e.
approximately 1600 assignments out of a total of 3700* The assignments
made to the U^SoS^R* represent less than 6$ of the total number available * '

HI*
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Not a single assignment is made in the draft frequency assignment
List in the 22 Mc/s band to the U.SoS.R., while stations of the Ur,S*iU, the
United Kingdom and France are given 185 such assignments, i.e. 60$ of the
total number of assignments in that band* The U<»SoS*R* is assigned only
2 frequencies in the 17 Mc/s band, while 243 assignments are reserved for the
United States, the United Kingdom and France, i*e0 53$ of the total
assignments available in that band* As a general rule, U*S*S«R. radio
stations are assigned in the draft assignment List, on the average, 1 to 3
frequencies per station* At the same time a large number of radio stations
of the U*S»A*, the Uhited Kingdom and France are assigned a~i average of
10 - 50 frequencies per station* There are 29 stations with a large
frequency complement in the United States, 9 in the United Kingdom and 10
in France*
Not a single multiple frequency is allocated to the radio stations
of the U*S*S*Ro in the draft frequency assignment List, while 157 multiple
frequencies are assigned to the radio stations of the U*S«A*, the United
Kingdom and France, i.e* more than 90$ of the total#
The same applies to exclusive channels and channels of priority
use* Not a single duch channel is assigned to tho USSR® All such Channels
have been allocated to the United States, the United Kingdom and France*
The draft List does not ensure tho possibility of normal operation
of the coast stations of the U.S.S.R. since the channels used by a large
number of those stations are shared by high powered radio stations of other
countries.
The facts cited clearly indicate the discriminatory, unfair nature
of the draft Plan submitted as regards U*S.SoR« notifications and those
of a number of other countries, as well as that this draft List is mainly
designed to satisfy the interests of the U0SoA*, the United Kingdom and
France at the expense of the U*S©S0Re and other Members of the Telecommun
ication Union*
This conclusion is fully confirmed by the actions of Working
Group 6B1 and by those of Mr* Billington, member of the Delegation of the
United Kingdom and Chairman of Working Group 60.
On 4 October the Delegations of the U.S.S.R. and the Ukrainian
S*S*R, wrote a joint letter to Mr. Billington, Chairman of Working Group 6B,
pointing out the unacceptability of the draft List prepared by the P.F.B.
and drawing his attention to an attempt at. discrimination against the
maritime services of the USSR (and of tho Ukrainian SSR), inasmuch as the
Sub-Group has arbitrarily excluded from consideration a considerable

number of frequency notifications of the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR appearing
in the 16th edition of the Berne List as well as in editions now being
prepared*
We recalled in our letter that these notifications of frequencies
utilized by us, were made in accordance with the established lawful procedure
and are consequently entitled to international protection, and that the
frequencies indicated.must be included in the draft List,irrespective of the
methods employed in the preparation of the International Frequency List*
It is typical that the members of Sub Group 6D1 should not even
have been informed by Mr. Billington of this letter,
Mr. de Dassel, Chairman of Sub Working Group 6B1 alleged here
today that the USSR Delegation had "requested11 that its requirements be
taken into account in the draft list.
This statement by Mr, Ae Dassel is
untrue and I must correct the false impression under which Mr. de Dassel
is labouring.
The draft list prepared is totally unacceptable to the USSR,
We have pointed’this out repeatedly*
Consequrntly, the USSR Delegation
submitted no "request" to Working Group 6B1,
We consider that there is no
need to submit a request for something that the Group was obliged to do.
That is why the USSR Delegate drew the attention of Sub Group 6Bi at its
meeting to the inadmissibility of the discriminatory methods employed by the
Group.
The assertion made by Mr, de Dassel that seme sort of data was
"lacking" is an empty excuse . He himself confirmed thatnit was nothing
but an excuse when he stated that the Sub-Group "had no time", don*t you see,
"to examine the Berne.List",
This statement confirms once more that the
Sub-Group has deviated from its direct responsibilities entrusted to it by
the International Conference.
We pointed this out in order to draw, the
attention of Working Group 6B to this discriminatory methods.
Thus neither this letter, pointing out the attempt at discrimination
agairtst Soviet requirements, nor the comments repeatedly made by the
Delegations of the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR at meetings of Groups 6B and
6D1, were taken into account*
The above facts vividly confirm the discriminatory methods employ
ed in the preparation of the draft List for Coast Telegraph stations.
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The USSR Delegation notes the inadmissibility of such attempts
at discrimination against the requirements of the Soviet Union and states
that the USSR will take no account of
these discriminatory plansandwill
utilize to the full extent all the frequency assignments for radio stations
of the cosat service of the Soviet;Union made In accordance with the
established and lawful procedure a
2;

The draft frequency list submitted in Docunent 17S takes no
account of operational experience and of the existing distribution of
frequencies among countries and disregards the notification dates indicated
in the Frequency List published by the I*T6U0
The draft List completely ignores the actual requirements of the
Chinese People*s Republic,,

does not

Moreover, the allocation of
ensure reliable operation of

frequencies as proposed inthe List,
maritime radio services*

3*

The preparation and approval of a separate list for any one given
service is contrary to the provisions of the Atlantic City Conference and
RadioRegulations (Article 47) which provide for the approval and imple
mentation of only one complete International Frequency List as a whole,
covering all the radio services*

4*

' The UoS0SoR« Delegation also considers as unacceptable the draft
recommendations and resolution contained in Document 178a These recommend
ations and resolution, which propose the infringement of the existing
procedure of frequency registration and the revision of the functions of. the’
IoE*R*D<,, cannot be adopted*
In particularj the recommendation "regarding additional assign
ments for Coast Telegraph stations" is contrary to the Regulations (Art*4-7)
and is therefore illegal*
We object to this recommendations
ignore it,

If it ii adopted we shall

. On the basis of the above, the U0S*SoR© Delegation states that
the draft List for the Maritime Coast Telepgrah service, submitted in
Docunent 178, as well as the draft recommendations contained in that
document, is unacceptable* This draft List must be rejected. We will vote
for its rejection".

HLo
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ANNEX 16
ROUMANIAN FoRc
s*Our delegation has made a very careful study of the annexes to
Document 17#, together with corrigendum and addendum, in order to ascertain
whether the Working Group had taken account of our comments and criticisms*
We have stated that we were against the adoption of the P.F.B* Plans
as a basis for our work, since these plans are quite unacceptable* We have
pointed out, both in Committee 6 and at meetings of the Group, the serious
defects of these plans and that tho plans were pointedly discriminatory and
unfair0 We therefore wished to see to what extent these concrete comments
were reflected in the work of Sub-Working Group 6 Bl* We must state that the
position remains practically unchanged and that the plan submitted by the
Working Group contains the same serious fundamental defects and flagrantly
discriminates against a large number of countries — and I must stress this particularly againnt our country for which not a single frequency is assigned
in the plan*
We have heard the Chairman of the 3nb*Working Group state, inter alia,
that the plan contained additional provisions for the satisfaction of the
requirements of the various countries, that the comments made by delegates
were taken into account in the plan and that regard was paid by the working
group to the requirements of countries* Nevertheless, I must enphasize that
these assertions are untrue. Quite the contraryI There are no necessary
additional provisions in the plan for the satisfaction of the requirements
of all countries* Sub-Working Group 6 Bl has ignored repeated comments and
criticisms and has taken no account of the real requirements of countries]
The Chairman has tried to justify himself by maintaining that the Sub-Working
Group had been unable to take unable to take account of certain requirements
since these requirements were outside the scope of its terms of reference*
In our opinion U&s 5s an unconvincing excuse, since, on the contrary, the terms
of reference of the Sub-Group, contained in Document 139, lay down that the
principle task of the Group is to take account of !,the comments from
Administrations and Delegations*** and the requirements of countries not
included in the draft lists*H Our delegation has repeatedly offered comments
and very clear statements concerning the defects of the plan* Other delega^
tions have done likewise*
Moreover, on 16 October we addressed a letter to the Chairman of
Working Group oB, drawing his attention to the fact that our Administration
had notified the I.T.U. Secretariat of a number of frequencies required for
our coast telegraph and telephone stations, in spite of which the plan
prepared by the Sub-Group did not assign a single frequency to our mafitimo
country, and reminding him that the frequencies notified by us were entitled
to full protection as provided for by the Convention and the Radio Regulations,
irrespective of the method by which the International Frequency Listwas to be
compiled* Our frequencies should therefore have been included in the plan*
Thus the Group was very well aware of what it had to do*

Bw

The Chairman of Sub-Working Group 6 Bl also asserted that the Sub*“
.Group had no time to examine the I«T*jUo notification lists and pick out from
among hundreds of frequencies those which it should take into accounts That
assertion* like the rest, is quite untrue, since, as I have already said,
the Sub-Group knew very Well from our statements and from the letter addressed
to the Chairman of Working Group 6B that the frequencies it had to deal with
had been notified to the I*TcU0 and could easily be found there* It was not
a matter of wading among hundreds of unknown frequencies, but, on the contrary,
of taking into consideration definitely specified frequencies intended as
such for the coast telegraph services»
It remains to be mentioned that ]Daragraph 11 of the Resolution relating
to the preparation of the International frequency List stipulates that in
that work irspecial consideration15 shall be-given **to the needs of countries
where natural developments have been impeded, especially as a result of the
World War lie” The Sub-Working Group has fulfilled tho task prescribed in
such explicit terms by not assigning a single frequency to the Roumanian
People *s Republic » a maritime country whose position fits the description
given in the Resolution referred to ]
All these assertions by the Chairman of Sub-Working Group 6 Bl are
nothing but an unsuccessful attempt to schow thaheavy responsability weighing
upon the Sub Working Group and particularly upon its Chairman © There is no
excuse for this attitude, so manifestly discriminatory againofe our aotKitr'yc Such
discrimination is also displayed in diier parts of the plan which have already
been referred to by our delegation on other occasions and have been particularly
clearly indicated to-day by the head of the U 0SoS9R 0 Delegation®
Therefore, I shall not repeat them* Howevdr, we protest against the
discriminatory attempts on the part of only a fow countries to monopolize
this plan at the expense of the real requirements of other countries, while
disregarding all considerations of legality*
We state that we do not consider ourserlves bound by this plan and we
shall continue to utilize all the frequencies necessary to ensure the smooth
running of our maritime telegraph services-.
Moreover, we consider the approval of a separate plan to be illegal and
contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regalationso Only a complete inter
national frequency list may be approved s»u
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ANNEX 17
UKRAINIAN SoSc,R»

11In connection with the examination of Annex ,rA ,r to Document 178
containing the draft frequency assignment list for the Maritime Coast
telegraph service the Delegation of the Ukrainian S*S©R© deems it
necessary to make the following statement;
. The draft list for the Maritime Coast Telegraph service does not
satisfy the requirements of the Ukrainian S0S«,Ro and cannot be accepted
by our Delegation©
The frequencies actually used by the Ukrainian SoSoR© and
registered in the Berne List are not included in the draft List in spite
of the fact that by letter dated 4 October the attention of the Chairman
of Working Group 6b was drawn to the discriminatory methods employed by
the group©
The draft List for Coast Telegraph stations has been prepared
mainly in the interests of the USA^ the United Kingdom and France and
constitutes an attempt to re-assign frequencies in favour of these
countriesa
We shall take no account of these discriminatory plans©
The Ukrainian S 0S0R> will continue to utilize to the full
extent all frequency assignments for the Coast Telegraph station made in
the Berne List in accordance with the established lawful procedure©
We shall ignore the recommendations contained in Document 178
which are contrary to the decisions of the Atlantic City Conference and
the Radio RoguIhiiOaa©*.
In view of the above> the Delegation of the Ukrainian S©ScR»
states that the draft frequency List for Maritime Coast Telegraph stations
is completely unacceptable and that it will vote against the adoption of
that draft List”©

Ha

"The Delegation of India, along with. the others, replied to the
invitation of Sub-Working Gronp 6B1 contained, in Doc. 59 and gave our
requirements of frequencies for our minimum essential Coastal Services now
in operation. We have already pointed out in our comments on the PFB plan
that we have been obliged by circumstances already explained by us in the
first meeting of the Sub-Working Group, to activate a number of frequencies
after the closing date fixed by the PFB for filing requirements. We had
notified these frequencies to the ITU and its organs strictly•according to
the provisions governing such notifications. In the ordinary course we
expected theso notifications to be adequately provided for in the draft
plans for the Coastal Telegraph service* Wc have timo and again repeated
the importance of these requirements to us. In spite of this, however,
considering the very difficult problem before the Sub-Working Group and in a
spirit of international cooperation, wo consolidated our requirements and
considerably reduced our requirements as notified to the ITU under Article
16, in our reply to Doc. 59 of the Sub-Working Group 6B1. We naturally
expected that theso very essential requirements of our contrios, reduced as
they were, would be provided for in the plans.
During its work, after an examination of the PFB plan channel by
channel and aftor carrying out all tho modifications in the European area,
the Sub-Working Group selected a number of channels for accommodating the
requirements of the Indian Ocean aroa. A small working team of the Asiatic
countries and a counsellor representing tho Working Croup attempted to
accommodate the additional roquiremcnts of those countries in those selected
channels. In this attempt India woe allotted
11 additional channels in A li/e band
3
"
”
fi 6 M/c band
1
channel " & M/c band.
Unfortunately the counsellor was'at this stage recalled and the
12, 16 and 22 M/c bands could not be examined. Lut wc expected that at least
the requirements accommodated by tho working team, under the advice of the
representative of tho Sub-Working Group vrould be included in the revised
pirn. Unfortunately, we find even these requirements have been ignored in
the revised pirns except for seven assignments in the 4 M/c band.
Thus, so far as India is concerned, this revised plan is exactly
the same as the old
pirn. I stated at the beginning that the
pirn
is totally unacceptable to us. I repeat therefore that wc one unable to
accept this pirn.

PFB

PFB

We therefore reserve the right to make a detailed statement on
this plan in Committee 6 and the Plenary. Wc also reserve for India full
rights rogrrding the use of ell the frequencies wc consider necessary for
our essential coastal telegraph services51.
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ANNEX 19
PR of ALBANIA and PR OF BULGARIA

“Mr* Chairman,
The Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria have
repeatedly drawn attention to the discriminatory nature of the work carried
out by the forking Croup which prepared the draft frequency assignment plan
for Coast Telegraph Stations*
A study of Document 17$ gives the impression that Albania and
Bulgaria are not maritime countries* Is that true? No, it is not! A glance
at any map will convince you, should you perhaps possess an insufficient
knowledge of the geography of Europe* Both countries - Albania and Bulgaria are maritime countries and need frequencies to ensure the smooth running of
their telegraph maritxime services.
Our Administrations haves notified the ITU of their frequency require
ments during the development of their maritime services. Despite this fact*
however, the Working Group has ignored our comments and has satisfied only
the interests of the United States, the United Kingdom, France and one or two
other countries. We are entirely in the right in making this statement as
may be seen from the draft plan 5 of the frequencies notified by Bulgaria for
its maritime telegraph service, not one has been allocated to this country.
Bulgaria does not appear in the draft telegraph plan*
The Group has adopted the same discrimnatory attitude as regards the
PR of Albania.
I must point out that our two countries need frequencies since our
services exist and will continue to exist, despite the discriminatory attitude
of your group towards our countries*
Our countries will continue to develop their maritime services in
conformity with the Convention and the Radio Regulations*
Our frequencies must enjoy international protection and be included
in any international list of frequencies, irrespective of the methods by
which it is prepared.
Our delegations object to the discriminatory attitude adopted by the
Working Group. We also protost against the fact that the maritime radio
interests of one big country, i.e. China, have been completely disregarded by
the Group.
We consider that tho work carried out by the Working Group is entirely
contrary to the Convention and to the Radio Regulations.
Our Delegations will vote against Document 178, its addendum and its
corrigendum*n
Gn
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ANNEX 20
RUSSIAN OCCUPATION ZONE OF GERMAN?

"Mr* Chairman,
As representative of the Soviet Control Commission in Germany, I
haVo studied Document 178 and its Annexes containing a draft frequency
assignment plan for the Maritime Telegraph services#
It may be seen from theso documents that the frequency requirements
for the radio stationb,of the Gorman Democratic Republic have not been satis
fied in any moasure in tho draft list.
At tho same time the draft plans assign 15 frequencies to radio
stations in Western Germany. In drawing attention to that fact, I must state,
on behalf of tho Soviet Control Commission in Germany, that the activities of
the Group run counter to the provisions of the Atlantic ,City Resolution
relating to the preparation of the New International Froquoncy List, according
to which the requirements of all tho various services and administrations
must be taken into account, and that obviously only on that condition can the
frequency list have any real value.
Tho frequency requirements for the radio stations of the German
Democratic Republic are known from documents at the disposal of the General
Secretariat of tho Telecommunication Union.
Those requirements must be taken into consideration irrespective of'
the methods adopted for the preparation of plans br froquency lists#
The Working Group, however, has not taken into account the frequency
requirements of the Gorman Democratic Republic for the Maritime Goast service,
and this cannot be justified by any considerations#
In view of the avove I must object to tho irregular actions of
Working Group 6B, which should take, tfjo necessary steps to take into account
in the draft list all the frequency requirements of the German Democratic
Republic, in accordance with its notifications in the hands Of the General
Sevretoriat. of the Telecommunication Union."

Gn
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ANNEX 21
BIELORUSSIAN SSR

"Having studied the draft plan for maritime mobile telephone stations
set out in Docunent 178 and in the annexes thereto, the Delegation of the
Bielorussian SSR has
cone to
the conclusion that Working Group 6B1 has not,
in the course of itswork, eliminated the fundamental defects of the draft
plan prepared by thePFB for that service and has taken no account of the
comments made by a number ofdelegations, among them the Delegation of the
Bielorussian SSR, regarding this draft plan*
In Document 17S Working Group 6B1 has infringed the provisions of
Atlantic City regarding tho preparation of the New International Frequency
List (Paragraph 11 of the Resolutions) and instead of satisfying the frequency
requirements of all the countries has re-assigned, in Document 178, frequencies
to tho advantage of a small group of countries and created a pr-iviledgcd
position in the draft plan for the USA, tho United Kingdom and France at the
expense of adequate satisfaction of frequency requirements of other countries
Members of the Union.
Such discriminatory actions on the part of Working Group 6B1 are
illegal and inadmissible. Consequently wc obf
ioct to theso actions*
This draft plan takes no account of the’existing assignment of
frequencies and ignores the frequency registration dates appearing in the
Berne List.
Tho draft plan for Maritime Mobile Telegraph stations prepared by
Working Group 6B1, containod in Documont 178, together with the recommendations
and resolution annexed thereto, is unacceptable to the Bielorussian SSR,
We will vote against the adoption of this document."

Gn
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AMEX

22

NETHERLANDS
"Mr. Chairman,
t

The Delegation of the Netherlands. Surinam Netherlands Antilles
and New Guinea.
1*
Wishes to express its appreciation -for the manner in which the
Chairman and members of the Sub-Working Group 6B1 fulfilled their difficult
and laborious task.
2.
While generally approving the methods and principles adopted by
Sub-Working Group 6B1 to improve the Draft of the New International
Frequency List for Telegraph Coast Stations as drawn up by the PFB, this
Delegation feels itself obliged to state that the objections against this
PFB plan that were made by the Netherlands representative with the PFB
during the 34-th Plenary Assembly of that Board, and which can be found in
PFB Document 651-E, have not been fully removed by the new List produced by
the Working Group and contained in Annex A of Document 178 and subsequent
addenda and corrigenda*
We feel that this new List, perhaps even more than the original
PFB List, has unnecessarily been burdened by exaggerated requirements*
3.
In our opinion, the new List of Frequency Assignments to Radio
Telegraph Coast Stations would have been far more satisfactory if Adminis
trations who have thought it necessary to submit such requirements had
limited themselves to those which really reflect their reasonable needs.
In that case it would have been possible to improve operating
conditions for the Maritime service generally and to include in the List
those active coast stations which are now left out of the plan simply
because there seems to be no room for them.
4-*
The Netherlands Delegation regrets that, owing to these and
other circumstances, the Working Group, while succeeding in satisfying
numerous additional requirements, has found itself unable to satisfy the
frequency requirements of an important Netherlands Coast Station situated on
the island of Curacao in the Caribbean area.
This active Coast Station has operated for several years and
will continue to do so in the future. The frequencies used by this station
have been notified in the ITU Frequency List and so-called "paragraph 16"
requirements were submitted to the PFB as far back as May 194-9*
$•
We wish to make it quite dear that this exclusion from the new
List of this long established Coast Station is unacceptable to the
Netherlands. BMgrg&tion.
Be

*r**
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Our Delegation therefore reserves the right to come back to this
point and to state its vi& m at a later stage of the Conference,
6.
Subject to the reservation just mentioned, the Netherlands
Delegation is prepar 'd to support the adoption of and the submission to
Committee 6 of the List of Frequency Assignments.to Radio Telegraph Coast
Stations^ as prepared by the Sub-Working Group 6331.
7*
It is requested, Mr. Chairman, to include this statement in
your report to Committee 6, A written copy will be handed in to the
rapporteur.
Thank you*Mr. Chairman,n

Be
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ANNEX

23

SPAIN
"When compiling the list of Frequency Assignments to Coast
Telegraph Stations, Working Group 6B1 did not take into account the short
wave coast station of the Spanish Administration at Arganda del Hey,
near Madrid. This station appeared in the List of Frequencies used Ly
oui Coast Stations which was handed in to the Working Group.
In the addendum to Document 178, Annex A, 31 October 1951, are
included five of the 20 corrections which the Working Group was requested
to make on 24 October.
From these corrections we see that the Coast Station of Arganda del
Rey has been assigned the frequency of 13110 kc/s for operation oh
0,4 KW and the frequency of 22635 kc/s for operation with 5 kW.
This station is a very important radio centre which the Spanish
Administration is now completing. For the coast service, it has several
transmitters in operation with powers between 0.4 and 5 kW. During the
present year it will open up other transmitters with a power of 20 kW.
The two frequencies assigned to us are inadequate to provide a
24 hours’ service throughout the year and we consequently haVe no other
recourse than to use frequencies from the bands in which we have not been
allocated frequencies for our coast station at Arganda del Rey.
Spain used, to belong to the ITU but one fine day its existence
was overlooked. It Would seem that you still do not realise that our
country exists. We are very sorry, but, in view of the almost total
disregard of our frequency requirements, we shall abstain from voting on
the documents of Committee 6 and shall continue to stand by the general
reservations which our Administration made at the time of sending in the
lists of frequencies in use.
We can quote the following as a flagrant example:
Gibraltar has been allocated 19 different frequencies, distributed
as follows:
6
5
2
2
2
2

in
in
in
in
in
in

the 4 Mc/s
the 6 Mc/s
the 8 Mc/s
the 12 Mc/s
the 15'Mc/s
the 22 Mc/s

band
band
band
band
band
band

Total 19 tHffdront
Cadiz, which is a Coast Station near Gibraltar,has been allocated
four frequencies, like other Spanish Coast Stations^ But the most
important Coast Station in Spain - Arganda del Rey - has only two
frequencies, to Gibraltar’s 19."
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Other business.
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Proposal concerning restricted use of
frequency 2,182 kc/s as the calling
frequency in the maritime mobile service

A small
hoc” Group has studied Document 244 and proposes to
Committee 5 the following recommendations i
The Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference of Geneva (1951)
considering
a)

that at present, difficult operating conditions prevail in Region 1 for
radiotelephone distress traffic on the frequency 1650 kc/s, and the same
conditions will continue after the implementation of 2162 kc/s ;

b)

that with a view to reducing such interference
recommends that from the 1st January, 1952, or as soon as possible
thereafter:

1)

Administrations should
take steps to ensure that transmissionson the
distress frequency are made as brief as possible;

2)

Administrations shouldarrange as far as possible for theircoast
stations to maintain watches for calls during scheduled periods
(according to the needs of each Administration) on the ship-shore traffic
frequency normally used by its ships, and that such calls should be
answered by the Coast Station on its working frequency.
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Working Group 5D
Report of the Third and Fourth Meetings
1.

Third Meeting, 2A October 1951

1,1,

The Group accepted the Report of the Chairman of the first and
second meeting of the Group as contained in Doc.155*

1.
2.

Subsequently, the Chairman invited Mr, de Loriol, Chairman of
the Sub-Working Group 5D1 to take the floor to introduce Doc. 191, by which
document the Draft List for the band 14-150 kc/s was presented.

1*3.

Mr. de Loriol. in substance following the text of his Report,
especially drew the attention of the Group to the fact that not all new
requirements could be inserted in the Draft List contained in Annex A of
Doc.191* He stated, however, that Annex B which listed these requirements
would probably have contained less stations if the approximate Geographical
position of some USSR stations had been known to the Sub-Group. ' Owing to
this lack of information and therefore not knowing what influence these
stations would have if inserted in the. Plan, they were included in the list
of Annex B.

1,4*

The Chairman subsequently reminded the Group that he had
invited the Delegations concerned by letter to furnish- this lacking
information, and once more asked for cooperation in this matter, it being
of the highest importance for the setting up of & satisfactory frequency
list.

1.5*

During the ensuing discussion, the Delegates of the USSR and
Roumanian P .R. indicated that all this information now asked for could be
found in official publications of the ITU as well as in any map and they
could not understand how the Chairman and the Sub-Group could state that
this information was not available.

1.6.

The Chairman answered that the Sub-Group had done its utmost
to find the approximate position of the USSR stations in question, and
once more asked for cooperation. Referring to the report mode by Mr. de
Loriol, he subsequently drew the attention of the Group to the Note of
Annex B, which clearly indicated that the Sub-Group thought itself able to
improve the Draft List, if such cooperation would come forward.
He further mentioned that the Chairman of Committee 5 had put one
week more at the disposal of the Group, which week he thought could with pro
fit be used by the Sub-Group for further improvement of the Draft List,
provided the lacking information could be produced and all the delegations
were willing to reconsider whether &>me of their requirements could be
deleted or extra sharings could be j^ceptM.'

Be
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1.7.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom then proposed to defer the
further discussion of Doc.191 and to give it back to the Sub-Group for
reconsideration.

1.8*

The Delegate of the USSR t once more referring to the report ty the
Chairman of the Sub-Group, stated that the Draft Plan was unacceptable to the
USSR* He extensively gave the reasons for that opinion and requested that
his full statement be included in the report of the Working Group. (See
Annex 1).
The Delegates of the Bielorussian SSR and the Ukrainian SSR
made similar statements and request# and I therefore may refer to the complete
text in Annex 2 and £U

1,9*

The Delegate of the USA having seconded the formal proposal of
the United Kingdom to defer the discussions till the next meeting of the
Group, this proposal was put to the vote and accepted with 17 in favour,
oneagainst and seven abstentions.

1.10.

The Chalrmgm, after having invited the-delegates to give their
full cooperation to the Sub-Group by handing in suggestions for alterations
in the List only after having got agreement to such alterations from
the delegations whose stations were on the same or adjacent frequencies,
closed the meeting at 16,30,

2.

Fourth Meeting. 3 November 1951.

2.1.

The'Chairman opened the meeting with a reference to the
meeting of 24- October during which it was agreed to defer the general
discussion on the List of 14.-150 kc/s pending further revision of that List
by Sub-Working Group 5D1.
This having been done, and the Sub-Group having.presented the
result of its work in Doc.24-5, he suggested to continue the general
discussions, not on Doc.191, but on Doc.245, as the general principles,
which were used for setting up the improved List, did not deviate from those
that had been applied for the first draft in Doc.191.

2.2.

Subsequently the Chairman announced that Mr. F. de Loriol
to his great regret had been obliged to leave the Conference and that
Mr. W.D, Benton had been so kind as to take over the Chairmanship of ,5Dl'j
he invited the latter to introduce the final report of 5D1 as contained in
Doc.245*

2.3.

Mr. Benton in introducing this document, specially drew the
attention of the Group to the following points:

(a)
all comments received either at or after the last meeting
of the Group had been considered during the revision of the List;
Be
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(b) because of the cooperation received from all delegations
concerned, it has been possible to transfer many of the entries which had
been in Annex B of Doc#191> to Annex A (the Draft List) of Doc»2455
(c) because of their geographical position and/or their low
power, a number of Fixed and Coast Stations in Region 1 had been maintained
in the band 130-150 kc/s, despite the fact that the Atlantic City Table
reserved this band for the exclusive use in that Region by ships' stations.
This deviation from the Table was covered by a Notei at the end of the Draft
List* However, he stressed the fact that most of these entries could be
accommodated in the appropriate band i.e. below 130 kc/s - even though this
would incur large scale shifts of the operations - if the Administrations
concerned so desired,
2.4.

The Chairman after suggesting that the discussions should be
divided into two parts, viz. a) the List itself and b) its implementation,
invited comments from the floor.

2.5*

During the ensuing discussions the following were the criticisms
of a more general character levelled against Doc.245, to which the Chairman
of the Sub-Working Group gave a reply.
(a) The List was based on the PFB Draft List and is therefore
unacceptable.
Reply; The List was based on the PFB Draft List in
accordance with the terms of reference given
to the Sub-Group*
(b) She list was discriminatory in that all of the requirements
of the USA were accommodated in Annex "A” , whereas this
was not the case with certain other countries.
Reply: The placing of some new requirements in Annex ”B”
was necessitated by the extreme congestion of the
band in the European region. The USA is not
situated in that congested area and therefore all of
its requirements could accommodated in Annex ”A?%
(c) Annex 11At! contains entries on a ’’notification basis” * This
is not provided for in the Radio Regulations and is
discriminatory.
Reply! Mr. Benton referred again to his introductory remarks
wherein he had said that most of these entries
could be transferred to the proper band and thus be
given an equal status with the other entries, if the
Administrations so desired. He reminded the
delegates that this would involve large shifts in
frequency which Administrations had said they wished
to avoid.

~ 4 (Doc.276-E)

(d) Furthermore Mr* Denton gave a reply to a complaint of a
special characters that not all the requirements of
Bulgaria and Albania had been accommodated in the Draft List.
Reply: All known requirements of these two countries are
contained in this List. In the case of Albania and
Bulgaria who had stated that their requirements had
been notified to the ITU, all the requirements
contained' in the Berne List, amended up until the
opening of the Conference 16 August 1951 ^ had been
accommodated*
The Delegate of the Bulgarian P.R, agreed with what Mr. Benton
said but then stated that Albania and Bulgaria had both submitted
additionalnotifications to the ITU on 3 September 1951 and these were the
requirements to which he was referring.
2*6.

The foregoing remarks bear on criticisms met in the statements
made by the Delegates of the USSR, Bielorussian SSR and the Ukrainian SSR.
which delegates had made similar statements during the third meeting of the
Group (see Annex 1, 2 and 3) and in those made ly the Delegates of the
Bulgarian P.R.. Hungarian P»R.. Republic of Polands Roumanian P.R. and
CzechoSlovakia. The latter delegates with the Delegates of the USSRstho Bioloifuccian SSR and tho Ukrainian SSR who also at tho fourth mooting handed in a
statement in writing, requested that their statements be included in the
Report of the Group. (See Annex A, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9y 10 and. 11) •

2.7.

In reply to a statement (attached as Annex J2) by the
R epresentative of the Soviet Control Commission in Germany to tho effect
that the requirements of the German Democratic Republic were not included
in Doc.24-5, the Chairman stated that this matter had boon discussed at the
mee ing of Committee 1 the night before, This Committee decided that in
this sfcage of the Conference it was too late to take these requirements into
consideration.

2.8.

During the further discussions other delegates indicated some
typographical errors or suggested minor changes, while the Delegates of Spain
and Sweden declared they had reached a mutual agreement as to the change of
a Decca frequency in which both countries were interested. The Delegate of
Belgium asked for a change of the indications in Column U of the Draft List
relating to the Belgian stations but withdrew his request after the
Chairman of 5D1 had given an explanation as to its consequences,

2.9*

Discussions then turned to the problem of implementation of the
band 14 - 150 kc/s during which several delegates reiterated their objections
to a partial implementation of the Atlantic City bands.
The Delegate of the Unitod Kingdom mr.de a statement regarding
the special need for adequate protection to tho bands allocated to the
Decca system of radio navigation. The United Kingdom is prepared to accept
the assignments in the list as presented, on the understanding that any
interference to the Decca system arising in practice will be eliminated ly
applying the provisions of Article 3, para, k of the Atlantic City Regu
lations. A copy of the full te.rt of this statement i3 to be found in
Annex 12 of this Report.

Be
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2*10,

The Delegate of Denmark then proposed the acceptance of Doc.245
with its annexes and amendments agreed upon.
This proposal was seconded by the Delegate of France with the
provision that an extra sentence would be added to the second recommenda
tion of Annex nC,! relating to the implementation in Region 1 as quickly
as possible of paragraphs 111 and 113 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations.
The exact text of his proposal will be found in Corrigendum N° 1 in Doc.215*
The Delegate of the United Kingdom supported the proposal by
Denmark and the amendment of France.
The Delegate of the USA also supported these proposals, provided
that a corrigendum sheet would be compiled to take care of editorial
changes.

2.11.

The Chairmanthen put the Danish proposal
results of which were:
30
9
0

-

as amended to a vote, the

in favour
against
abstentions.

2.12.

The Chairman stated that he would forward Doc.215 with its annexes
and amendments to the Chairman of Committee 5 for further consideration in
that Committee, He further added that he would request the Chairman of
Committee 5 to have the Report of the third and fourth meetings of Working
Group 5D dealt with in a Committee 5 meeting, thereby preventing the
necessity of holding any further meetings of Working Group 5^ and thus
aiding the early completion of the Conference work.

2.13.

The Delegate of the United Ulngdom then thanked the Chairman for his
guidance during the activity of the Working Group.
The Chairman.after thanking the Delegate of the United Kingdom
for his kind words,thanked the Group for its cooperation and especially the
Chairman of the Sub-Group, Mr. de Loriol and Mr, Benton as well as all the
members of that sub-group for their excellent work and Mr, Svoboda of the''
IFRB for his most valuable assistance in the preparation of the Draft List.
The meeting was closed at 12,00
Chairman of W.G. 5D
J. Kuyper

Be
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ANNEX 1
STATEMENT MADE BY THE USSR DELEGATION

The USSR Delegation has studied the draft frequency allocation plan
for the bands from 11 to 150 kc/s, submitted by Sub-Working Group 5D1 in
Document 191.
That draft plan is unacceptable to the USSR for the following
reasons :
1. The draft plan submitted has the same fundamental basic defects as the
draft plan prepared by the PFB for these bands. These defects have already
been pointed out by the USSR Delegation in Document 101 and at meetings of
Working Group 5D.
2. In contravention of the Atlantic City Provisions and tho stipulations
of the Radio Regulations regarding the procedure to be followed in the
preparation of tho New International Frequency List, Working Group 5D1
has illegally classified the frequencies at present in use into "registration”
and "notification" categories and has placed 17 frequencies utilized by tho
USSR in the "notification" category.
The Radio Regulations indicate clearly that the status of "notifi
cation" andRegistration" (see Article 11 of tho Regulations) can only be
applied after the now International Frequency List has been approved and
brought into force, and cannot bo applied while tho frequency list is being
prepared (see Article 47 of tho Radio Regulations).
Thorefore, the USSR categorically objects to such illegal actions
by Group 5D1.
3. No account is takon in the draft plan submitted of 20 stations whose
frequencies were notified in the Berno List by tho Soviet Union,
We deem it necessary to point out that, irrespective of
used in the preparation of the New International Frequency List,
frequencies utilized by countries and notified in tho Borne List
with the procedure in force, must bo included in their cntiroty
draft New International Frequency List.

the methods
all the
in conformity
in the

Wo consider the actions of the Working Group which has not included
in the draft list 20 frequencies utilized by Soviet radio stations as inad
missible and contrary to the Radio Regulations (paragraph 11 of tho Resolution
relating to tho preparation of the New International Frcquoncy List).
4* Sub-Working Group 5D1 has made considerable changes in tho frequencies
in use. More than 50/a of tho frequencies notified by tho USSR in the Berne
List have boon changed in the draft list submitted. This is inadmissible.
5. Sub-Working Group 5D1 has arbitrarily assigned frequencies in tho 110-150
kc/s band to 21 stations of the USSR for Al transmissions only, while thoso
radio stations aro used, and the frequencies on which they operate were
notified in tho Borne List, for A2 and A3 transmissions.

-■■7.
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6, The draft plan submitted tako « no account of the frequency notification
dates appearing in tho Berne List,
7* This draft plan creates an even more privileged position for the USA,'
tho Unitod Kingdom and France to tho detriment of the interests of other
countries.
Nearly half of tho total number of frequencies is assigned to the
USA, the United Kingdom and France.
In tho low froquency part of the band in question block frequency
assignments are maintained for the USA and tho number of stations working
with a power of 1000 kW is increased from 24. to 34-i
In view of tho above, the USSR Delegation objects to the adoption
of Document 191 and will vote for its rejection*n
ANNEX, 2
STATEMENT MADE BY THE DELEGATION OF THE. BIELORUSSIAN SSR

“Having studied Document 191, the Delegation of tho Biolorussian
SSR has come to tho conclusion that this Documont contains the same funda
mental defects as the draft plan prepared by the PFB.
, In Document 191 Working Group 5D1 has, without any reasons for doing
so, altered'considerably the established inter-relation of radio stations
and made changes in the existing utilization of frequencies by radio stations.
The Working Group has, absolutely illogally, applied the status of
“notification” to certain assignments.
Paragraph 11 of the Resolution regarding the preparation of the Now
International Froquoncy List and Article 4-7 of the Radio Regulations clearly
indicate the inadmissibility of dividing assignments into "notification”
and “registration” categories when proparing the New International Froquency
List.
The exclusion from tho draft list of a number of frequencies which
are being utilized and which woro notified in the. Berne List as well as
attempts to excludo a.number of frequencies for cortain transmissions
(A2 and A3) which are being utilizod by administrations and which were
notified in the Berne Lists, are altogether inadmissible.
• This draft list creates an even more privileged position for certain
countries, and first of all for the USA, to the detriment of other countries.
It should be noted that nearly one-third of the total number of
assignments is allocated to the USA in the draft plan.
In view of the above, the delegation of the Bielorussian SSR considers
Document 191 as unacceptable and objects to the adoption of that document,”
Gn
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ANNEX 3

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE UKRAINIAN SSR

"The Delogation of the Ukrainian SSR has studied the.draft Frequency
Allocation Plan for the IA - 150 kc/s band and deems it necessary to state that t
1, The amendments made in the draft plan submitted do not eliminate the
fundamental basic defects of the draft plan prepared by the PFB,
2, Working Group 5D1 has arbitrarily introduced the status of frequency
nregistration" and "notification" into the draft plan. This is contrary
to tho provisions of Atlantic City rogarding the preparation of the Bew
International Frequency List,
3, The draft plan submitted disregards a number of active radio stations of
the Ukrainian SSR whose frequencies were notified in the Berne List. This
is contrary to the provisions of Atlantic City rogarding the preparation of
the new International Frequency List,
A* The draft plan submitted takes no account of tho frequency notification
dates appearing in the Berne Frequency List,
In view of tho above, the Delegation of the Ukrainian.SSR considers
Document 191 as unacceptable and will vote for its rejection,"

Gn
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Statement by the Delegation of the P0R? of

Bii.lga.rla

"Mro Chairman*
You said that the work done by the Group was based exclusively
on the work of the PoFpB?* arid that the draft plan given In Document 245
was an extension of that workc Since we consider that the work of the
is wrong and unacceptable to cur Administrations * Document 245 is un«
acceptable to our Delegations?
Document 245 is contrary tc the Radio Regulations because in its
Annex MCM there is a draft recommendation for the implementation of the
frequency band 14 to 150 kc/s? As you know* Mr? Chairman,, this is con**
pletely out of line with Article 47 of the Radio Regulations since the
International Frequency List has not yet been prepared and approved? Our
Delegations protest against such an infringement of the Radio regulationsB
Document 245 is contrary to the Radio Regulations because, it
divides the frequencies into two columns - registrations and notifications —
and that is not in conformity with Article 47 of the said Regulations»
The Administrations of Bulgaria and Albania notified their
frequency requirements as their services evolved?
We consider that our frequencies must be included in their
entirety in every international frequency list* regardless of the method
used for its preparations
Up to the present time Bulgaria has notified 10 frequenciesin the
band 14 - 150 kc/s but in the respective draft plan it received only
7
frequencies?
Albania has so far notified 5 frequencies in the band 14 - 150 kc/s
but in the respective draft plan it receives only 3 frequencies*?
As we have already stated* aar Delegations consider that the
Working Group
has adopted a discriminative attitude towards our countries
in that it has not taken all our requirements into consideration?
In conclusion I must state that Document 245* with its annexes* is
a contravention of the Atlantic City Convention since it does not reflect the
frequency requirements of the Administrations of Albania and Bulgaria? The
document and its annexes are therefore unacceptable to our Delegations* and
we propose that they be rejected?
If a vote is taken our Delegations will vote against Document 245
and its annexesn.
Ha
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ANNEX

5

Statement by the Delegation of the P cRo of Hungary

"Document 245 submitted by Working Group 5 Dl, containing a revised
draft frequency list for the 14 to 150 kc/s band and a draft recommendation
for its implementation is unacceptable to the Hungarian Delegation*
The draft list has been prepared and based on the work of the P„F<>B*,
which we consider wrong and unjust*
Throughout this draft there is such discrimination - as has been
pointed out by many Delegations - that my Delegation cannot accept.it*
Moreover the draft recommendation annexed thereto is a flagrant
contravention of the principles and provisions of the Convention and the
Radio Regulations* Consequently the Hungarian Delegation will vote against
the whole of Document 245•"

ANNEX

6

Statement by the Delegation of the Republic of Poland

"Sub Working Group 5 01, which has submitted to Working Group 5D
Document 245 concerning frequency assignments in the 14 ~ 150 kc/s band,
based its work on the draft frequency assignment plan for that band prepared
by the P oF 0B. As we know, the Provisional Frequency Board, after labouring
long and painfully finished its work ingloriously, having failed to accomplish
the task entrusted to it by the Atlantic City Conference, since it did not
complete a single draft New International Frequency List for any of the bands
or services it had to deal with* Worse still, not only has the P,F«B0 failed
in the task assigned to it, but it has, in addition, brought such confusion
into the documents pertaining to the draft New International Frequency List
that they no longer have any practical value* That has happened because
the P.F.B., ignoring all advice from many of the countries represented on
the P*F»B* and disregarding the directives contained in the Convention and
the Radio Regulations, has attempted to apply in the preparation of the draft
New International Frequency List so-called "engineering principles" which
were patently discriminatory and manifestly favourable to the U 9S*A,f
Great Britain and only a few other countries* We are not of course opposed
to the application of engineering principles or to technical progress^ but
we are opposed to injustice* If, Gentlemen, we wish to apply engineering '
principles and agree on some kind of common criterion, we must apply it to
all in equal measure and not assign to the U*S*Ao, for instance, a part
several times greater than that destined for the Republic of Poland*
Bw
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Th© PFB would not understand that simple truth and ended its work,
which has cost much money, in failureo
SuWJorking Group 5D1 based its work, as recorded in Document 245,
on the results of the work of the PFB, known beforehand to be unfair, and
therefore the final results of its own work turned out to be equally unfair*
Apart from the fact that the reallocation of frequencies made in the plan
in favour of the small number of countries referred to, such as the USA,
at the expense of other countries, threatens countries with the imminent
necessity to re-equip basic installations and reconstruct the antennae
network, which will entail considerable expenditure, the plan gives no
guarantee to Administrations of adequate protection from mutual interference.
Furthermore, we consider that Sub-Working Group 5D1 has mismanaged its task,
since by following the wrong paths it has not succeeded in satisfying all
frequency requirements,, It should be noted that this is admitted in the
Group's report itself, in paragraph 1.1, sub-paragraph 2, which reads :
,!There remained, however, a few requirements which the Sub-Group
did not find possible to include in Annex: A. These are new
requirements whose power and location are such that their inclusion
would be likely to deteriorate the plan to an unacceptable level...11
Let us see whether this is true*
To begin with, among the stations for which there is no room in
the draft list there is not a single US station with a power of 1000 kW,
usual for the band under consideration, while there is included a Polish
radio station with a power of only 1 kW. Anyone who is familiar with the
geographyof the Republic of Poland who knows the position of Warsaw, who
has aslight knowledge
of the theory of wave propagation, and especially
anyone who is aware of the purposes of our Conference, will of course
understand that a station of 1 kW operating on the 116.5 kc/s frequency
cannot, even at a distance of only some two hundred kilometres, cause any
serious interference to other stations, which of course cannot be said
of a station jadiating a power of 1000 kS), especially if pulse radiation is
used-,
It is important to note, too, that not only those stations shown
in Annex B will, by decision of Sub-Working Group 5D1, be deprived of their
claim on the ether. As an example I will point out that our Krakow radio
station, which has been operating continuously since 1 May 1922 on the
72*5 kc/s frequency, with a maximum power of 40
and which was registered
in the Berne Lists as early as 23 December 1931, is not mentioned anywhere
at all in Document 245« It seems simply to have disappearedo Moreover,
the power of our operating transmitters is given incorrectly in Document 245*
For instance, Document 245 allots a power of 5 kW for Krakow on the 5S«25
and 102q35 kc/s frequencies, while that transmitter can in reality radiate.'
a power of 40 kWo All this shows that Document 245 was drawn up carelessly
and that no account was taken of the actual requirements of Administrations,and
it is not surprising that in the end the wrong results are obtained. We
are sure that if other Delegates will consider Document 245 quite objectively
they will come to the same conclusion.
Ab
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Those are the main reasons why Document 245, with all its annexes
and with the recommendation concerning their implementation, is absolutely
unacceptable to us and should be rejected©
In addition, I wish to state on behalf of the country which I
represent that the Republic of Poland reserves its right, until such time
as a draft New International Frequency List that is fair and that fully
conforms to the directives contained in the Convention and the Radio
Regulations is drawn up and approved by an Administrative Conference, to
utilize in the band 14-150 kc/s all:those frequencies and power which are
absolutely necessary for the normal operation of its radio communications
and to the use of which it has a time-honoured right©11

ANNEX 7

Statement bv the Delegation of the Roumanian P«R©

11 The Delegation of the Roumanian P©R© cannot accept Documont 245
and the draft list it contains, for the following reasons :
1© Only part of our requirements are contained in it, although
our Administration notified the Secretariat of the ITU of the frequencies
that are indispensable for the operation of our services©
2©

The draft list is discriminative :
a) From the draft list it will be seen that a very large
number of frequencies has been reserved for the United
States of America, with powers in most cases going up to
1000 kW, while the requirements of other countries have
been only partially taken into consideration and the powers
assigned to them are much lower© The approval of such
high powers will lead to an intolerable situation for the
other stations because of the interference that will
inevitably result©
b) At the same time, Annex B contains a list of requirements
that have not been accommodated in the draft list,
although there" is still scope for further assignments in the
band©

3© This result is attributable to the fact that the work of
Sub-Group.5D1 was based on the appropriate PFB plan which, as has been proved,
was completely unacceptable because of it serious defects, which have not
been eliminated©
4» Annex C provides for the implementation of the band 14-150 kc/s
in two stages, before the new complete International Frequency List has been
drawn up and approvedj as everyone knows, this is a contravention of the
Radio Regulations (Article 47, N° 1076)o“
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"lou pointed out at the beginning of the meeting that the basis
for the plan for the 14“150 kc/s band has not changed'since our .last meeting*
During previous discussions our delegation drew the Group *s attention to
the fundamental defects in the plan, and those objections remain entirely
valid©
With regard to our country*s stations, our delegation has noted
with surprise that the powers attributed to our stations have been lowered
arid do not correspond to the powers used and notified by us5 which moreover
are essential for the regular operation of our services©
For these reasons the Czechoslovak Delegation cannot approve
the results achieved by Working Group 5DIU The draft plan for the 14-150 kc/s
band and the recommendation annexed thereto cannot be accepted by us and
we shall vote against Document 245 «!!

ANNEX 9
Statement by the Delegation of the UaSoSJU

"The Delegation of the U*SoS©R© has studied the,draft frequency
assignment list for the band from 14.-150 kc/s together with the recommendations
for the implementation of that list contained in Document 245, and deems it
necessary to make the following comments %

In the draft list the assignments of countries are arbitrarily
divided up into two categories entitled "registration” and "notification"
respectively* This is directly contrary to the provisions of the Atlantic
City Conference and the Radio Regulations which do not provide for the
establishment of the status of "notification” or "regtsfcaEfcion" of frequencies
before a new international frequency list has been approved and implemented a
On the contrary, it is clearly stipulated in the provisions of the Atlantic
City Conference (see the resolution concerning the preparation of the new
international frequency list) that the frequencies in the draft international
frequency list shall not be classified into "notification” and "registration"
categories ©
The draft list alters the utilization of many frequencies, establish
ed as theresult of long experience, and disrupts the inter-dependence of radio
stations* In particular, more than 50% of the frequencies notified by the
USSR in the B e m e List have been transferred*
The priority of frequency notification datesshown in theBerne
List is not taken into account in the draft list,'which thus ignores the
historical development of radio services®
The draft list of frequencies as presented is based on an unfair prin
ciple andaccords a privileged position to the United States of America* the
United Kingdom and France, as regards both the quality and the quantity of
assignments©

*• 1 /j «M
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While the requirements of several countries are not fully satisfied; the
United States, the United Kingdom and France have been assigned nearly 5<$
of the total number of assignments* This is an attempt to make a
re-assignment of frequencies within this band to the advantage of the
United States, the United Kingdom and France* In the case of tho United
States, the frequency assignments for this country in the lower part of the
band in question have been retained on bloc* thus ensuring a particularly
high degree of protection for this country® In addition, the draft list
provides .for the utilization by the United States of considerably higher
powers than those utilized by the other Members of the Union for similar
communications* The result of such a situation is an increase in harmful
interference for the radiocommunications of other countries* Special
attention should be drawn to the fact that the draft list cents.ins assignments
for 34 stations in the Unites States which possess a power of 1000 kit,
5*

6*

The draft list as submitted does not ensure protection against
mutual interference* The implementation of this list would in many cases
make it necessary for the Administrations concerned to replace their
existing equipment*
Document 245 (Annex C) also contains a draft recommendation
concerning the implementation of the draft list in the 14-150 kc/s band and
of the corresponding part of the Atlantic City Table* The Delegation of
the U*S*S*R* formally protests against this recommendation which is
completely contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regulations* Article 47
of the Regulations clearly stipulates that the International Frequency list
and the new Table shall not be brought into force partially, but only in
their entirety and simultaneously* Consequently^ the proposed recommendation
constitutes an attempt to infringe the Regulations and is therefore illegal*
For the above reasons, the Delegation of the UoS«S<,R.states that
the draft frequency list for the band from 14-150 kc/s contained in
Document 245, together with the recommendation, is unacceptable and must
be rejected*
The Delegation of the U«S.S*R* will vote against the adoption of
Document 245 •”
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ANNEX 10
Statement by the Delegation of the Bielorussian S 0SJl0
,fThe Delegation of the Bielorussian S,,S0Re. has studied Document
245 containing a draft plan for the. 14-150 kc/s band together with the
recommendation regarding the implementation of that plan0
The draft plan submitted differs but little from the draft plan
contained in Document 191 with regard to which our Delegation has already
expressed its viewso
The insignificant amendments made in the draft plan do not
eliminate its fundamental defects0
In document 245 assignments are illegally divided into those
entitled to international protection against interference and those not
entitled to such protection<>
A number of frequencies of certain Members of the Union at
present in use and registered in the Berne List, are not taken into account
in this draft plan and the frequency notification dates appearing in the
Berne List as well as the existing inter-relation of frequencies of radio
stations in the ether, are ignored**
Document 245 creates an even more privileged position for the
United States, the United Kingdom and France at the expense of the interests
of other countries .
In contravention of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, It is
proposed in the Resolution annexed to Document 245 to implement the
frequency list for the 14“150 kc/s band*
The application of separate parts of the International Frequency
List is illegal and inadmissible since the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
clearly indicate that the new Table and *the new International Frequency List
can only be brought into force simultaneously and in their entirety, and
not part by part*
On the basis of the above, the Delegation of the Bielorussian
S*SoR« considers Document 245, together with the draft plan and recommendation
attached thereto, as unacceptable, and will vote against its adoption®11
ANNEL11
Statement by the Delegation o f the Ukrainian S pSoRe.
nThe Delegation of the Ukrainian SoSgRo finds it necessary to make
the following comments on the draft Frequency List for the band 24~150 kc/s:
Ab

- 16 ~
(Doc, 276 - E)
The draft Frequency List submitted is based on unfair principles,
as about 5Q& of the total number of assignments are made to the USA, the
United Kingdom and France, which in effect is tantamount to an attempt
to reallocate frequencies in favour of those countries* The channels of
the best quality are also assigned to them,,
In the draft list the utilization of frequencies
and the
interrelation of radio stations
established as a result of manyyears1
experience has been changed. The draft list disregards the priorities of
frequency notification dates in the Berne Lists, thereby ignoring the
historical evolution of radio servicesP In the draft list submitted, in
contravention of the Regulations, assignments to countries are arbitrarily
divided into "registration11 and "notification" categoriesc It is known
that, according to the Resolution on the preparation of the new International
Frequency List, frequencies must not be classified according to such
categories.
In view of the above,
the Delegation of the UkrainianS«S<jR©
dedlares that the draft Frequency List for the Band 14-150 kc/s submitted
in Document 245 is unacceptable and must be rejected^
The Delegation of the Ukrainian S.SoRc objects also to the
recommendations contained in Document 245 for bringing into effect the draft
List for the band 14-150 kc/s and the corresponding part of the Atlantic
City Table. Those recommendations are absolutely contrary to the provisions
of the Radio Regulations* In Article 47 of the Regulations it is clearly
indicated that the new Table may be brought into force only after a complete
International Frequency List has been prepared and approved* As is known,
so far no such draft list has been prepared, and separate implementation of
fragments of the Table is irregular and illegalo For these reasons the
Delegation of the Ukrainian SoSnR. will vote against the adoption of
Document 245*n
ANNEX 12
Statement by the Representative of the Soviet Control Commission in Germany
"As representative of the Soviet Control Commission in Germany,
I have examined Document 245 prepared by Working Group 5U and containing a
draft frequency list for the band 34-150 kc/so
A study of Document 245 shows that the frequency requirements of
the radio stations situated in the territory of the German Democratic
Republic are not satisfied at allc
Such on a ttitude towards the needs of the Gorman Democratic
Republic is wrong ond runs counter to the provisions of the resolution
adopted by the Atlantic City Conferenceo
To give the frequency list any real value it is essential to take
into consideration the frequency requirements of all countries, including
those of the German Democratic Republic*
Ab
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I therefore insist on the consideration arid inclusion in the
draft list now being prepared of the requirements of the German Democratic
Republic, which are known to the International Telecommunication Union from
the notifications submitted by that Republic6"

Statement by

United Kingdom Delegation

!lThe United Kingdom has a special interest, which I think is shared
by other countries in Western Europe, in the Decca System of radionavigation
operating in the frequency bands 70-72 kc/s 5 S4-86 kc/s| 112-1.15 kc/s 5
126-129 kc/s which are exclusive, in Region 1, to continuous wave systems of
radionavigation in the frequency plan contained in Document No© 245, there
are a certain number of frequencies within these bands assigned to fixed
and coastal stations in Region 2 from which interference to the Decca
system appears possible at night»
. A 6 my Delegation is aware of the great difficulties in the
preparation of the Plan, we do not propose any further modifications as we
are confident that any difficulties that arise in practice can be overcome
by co-operation between Administrations after implementation, in accordance
with the provisions of Article 3, para* 5 of tho Atlantic City Radio
Regulations*
In addition, the Sub-Working Group found it necessary to place
stations of relatively high power at or near the edges of the frequency
bands mentioned above but, in tho same way, my Delegation is prepared to
accept these assignments on the understanding that any interference to the
Decca system arising in practice will be eliminated by applying the
provisions of Article 3, para* 4 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations*51
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EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS TR A TIV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 5
Geneva, 1951

REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 5D
to
THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE 5

R,V. McKay, Esq.,
Chairman of Committee 5.

Dear Sir,
I have the honour to present to you herewith the final report of
Working Group 5D,
To spare time
condense this report
Group, viz. Document
of Sub-Working Group
meeting on Saturday,

and to prevent superfluous work, you will allow me to
to a simple presentation of
the final Documentofthe
245, which, after having been presented
by theChairman
5D, was accepted by VJorkingGroup 5D in its last
the 3rd of November, 1951.

As to the proceedings in the Group itself, you will permit me to refer
to my Reports of the first and second, and tho third and fourth meetings, as
contained in Documents 155 and 276.
As you will be aware, Document 245, with its accompanying corrigendum,
takes cognisance of the terms of reference given to the Working Group by your
Committee.
Annex A thereto contains the Draft Frequency List for tho band of
14 - 150 kc/s, while Annex C contains a draft recommendation rogarding the
implementation of that List.
As far as Annex B of that Document is concerned, this givos a list
of thoso new requirements which the Group did not find possible to include
in tho Draft Frequency List. A suggestion to Administrations as to the
satisfaction of their requirements is to be found in paragraph 2*2 of
Document 245.
This final Documentof the Group was
accepted with a majority of
30 infavour, 9 against and no abstentions.
Copies of the written
statements handed in by some Delegations you will find attached to the
Report of the third and fourth meetings of the Group (Document........).
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Finally, the Group 5D recommends adoption:
a)

of tho Ite*aft Froquoncy List for tho band of 14- ~ 150 kc/s, and

b)

of the draft recommendation as to its implementation.

I have the honour, Sir, to remain,
lours very truly r

J, Kuyper
Chairman of Working Group 5D
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Geneva# 1951
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COMMITTEE 5
I
AGENDA
Meeting of 7 November 1951

1.

Adoption of report of Working Group 5B

(Region 2).

(Documents 255 and supplement)
224

(Booklets A - G and Annex and Recapitulative
Corrigendum No* 1)

185

262
.263
264
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Adoption of report of Working Group 5D.
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6 November 1951
EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R A D IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 7
Geneva, 1951

I T A L Y
PROPOSAL

Replace Article IY (Page 11 of Document 267) by the following :
3*4*1
Before each session of the Administrative Council the I.F.R.B.
shall prepare a report on the state of progress of the transfer of
out-of-band assignments into the appropriate bands of the Atlantic City
Table and of plans, and on any other question which it may deem advisable
to include in the report.
3.4»2
The Administrative Council is invited to examine this report and
to forward it to Administrations Members of the Union, with any observa.tions
and recommendations.
3#4*3
The I.F.R^B. shall report at six-monthly intervals to the Members of
the Union on the progress of preparing plans for High Frequency Broadcasting
and Lists for the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Service,,
taking into account comments submitted by Administrations.
The Administrative Council is also invited to pay very special
attention to the state of progress as regards the draft plan for High
Frequency Broadcasting, and to make recommenda,tions and useful suggestions
to Administrations in the course of its session in 1953*
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I N I T I O N S

In-band assignments

:

Assignments of frequencies vrhich are within
the bands allocated in the Atlantic City
Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Out-of-band assignments

:

Assignments of frequencies which are not
within the bands allocated in the Atlantic
Gity Table of Froquoncy Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Appropriate bands

j

The frequency bands allocated in tho Atlantic
City Table of Frequency Allocations to tho
service concerned•

I.T «U« List of Froauoncloa

s

The frcquoncy list published by tho I.T.U,
in accordance with tho Cairo General Radio
Regulation.

Interim Intomotional
Froquoncy List

i

A proposod service document to refloct tho
current usage of frequencies during tho
poriod botwoon tho E.A*R*C, and tho adoption
of tho now International Froquoncy List.

Sraft International
Froquonoy Xiat

:

International Froauonoy
iisi

t

A list to bo proparcd ond submitted for
consideration and adoption by an Administra
tive Radio Conforonco.
*
Tho list adopted by on Administrative Radio
Conforonco.
.
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CHAPTER I
PREAMBLE
(Text to be incorporated in Chapter I of the Final Acts, Ref, Doc .No, 156)
ARTICIE
FIXED, LARD MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES
The final arrangement of frequency usage for thoso parts of
the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table corresponding to Fixed,
Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (4-000 kc/s in
Region 2) and 27500 kc/s, shall be determined by plans, as far as the
High Frequency Broadcasting Service is concerned, and by the future
International Frequency List as far as the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Tropical Zone Broadcastings Services are concerned. In principle, the
implementation * of these plans and this List should coincide with the
implementation of the Atlantic City Allocation Table for other services*
The basis and procedures for the preparation and acceptance of those plans
and this List are outlined in Chapter III, Article III, Section I for tho
Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zono Broadcasting Services and in Chapter
H I, Article III, Section II, for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service,
In the meantime, and as an interim measure, Administrations
will avoid, as far as they find it practicable, establishing now assign
ments to tho said services in the bands allocated at Atlantic City to
other services, and will make efforts by voluntary transfers to eliminate
the existing assignments to the said services situated in bands allocated
at Atlantic City to other services. The interim procedure to be used for
those services is outlined in Chapter III, Article I.

*

Kg

Committee 8 may require to revise this sentence.
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CHAPTER III

(OF THE FINAL ACTS)

METHODS APPLICABLE TO THE FIXED, LAND MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES

BETWEEN 3950 kc/s (A000 kc/s REGION 2) and 27,500 kc/s

ARTICLE I
INTERIM PROCEDURE

SECTION I - Introduction
3.1*1*1*

During the interim period between the E*A*R*C* and commencement of
the final adjustment period, assignments should be gradually moved into the
appropriate bands of the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations for the
Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting services between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27,500 kc/so

3«1*1*2«

Administrations should make every endeavour to have all assignments,
with the exception of those which are unlikely to cause harmful interference,
in the appropriate Atlantic City bands at the earliest' practicable date*

3*1*1*3*

This procedure, will apply only until such time as Members of the
Union will have agreed on specific plans, or frequency lists, for these
services*
SECTION II - Transfer of assignments which are outside the bands allocated
to the service concerned in the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations*

3*1*2*

Transfer of out-of-band assignments into the appropriate bands of
the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations should be made in accordance
with the following procedures s
a)

Each Administration should first examine its out-of-band frequency
assignments and will endeavour to interchange assignments when it
is possible to do so between its own services, in order that the
assignments conform to the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations* In such cases of interchange, due care must be taken
to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administra
tions*

b)

When out-of-band assignments cannot be transferred in accordance
with the procedure outlined in a) above, the Administrations con
cerned may collaborate with other Administrations to arrange a
suitable interchange of their respective out-of-band assignments*
In this case due regard must also be given to avoid harmful inter
ference to the services of other Administrations*

- U (Dqc# 2oQ * E)

o)

Each Administration, when endeavouring to transfer its out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies may in addition to the above,
follow the customary procedure of requesting assistance by monitor
ing the appropriate frequency band in the area of reception*

d)

An Administration may request the IFRB to study and make proposals
for the accommodation of out-of-band assignments, particularly in
those cases in which the Administration concerned has not been able
to carry out transfers without causing harmful interference to trans
missions on existing assignments* The proposal should take into
account the practical and technical possibilities in each individual
case*

e)

An Administration may request other Administrations to make slight
adjustments in the frequencies employed by their services when such
adjustments would assist in the transfer of out-of-band assignments
to in-band frequencies#

f ) During the interim period, in order to reduce the number of
frequencies used, and the spectrum space occupied, and in order
to assist, by these means, those Administrations who experience
difficulty in carrying out the objectives, of the interim period,
in particular countries underdeveloped in the radio field, all
Administrations should endeavour to readjust their operations,
by the adoption of improved techniques, by accommodating as many
assignments as feasible on the same frequency, by the limitation
of the hours of operation, by geographical sharing and by all other
practicable methods* Administrations should inform the IFRB of the
frequencies they are able to free by the adoption of this procedure*
g)

If, as a result of its studies of a particular problem, the IFRB
finds that an interchange of assignments or adjustments of frequen
cies might provide a solution, and if such change is accepted by the
country or countries directly concerned, the interchange or adjust
ment will be recorded in the Interim International Frequency List*

h)

Administrations should collaborate with each other and the IFRB to
facilitate the solution of problems associated with the transfer of
out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies* In particular,
whenever it proves necessary for studying the possibility of sharing
a frequency, the IFRB may request Administrations to supply informa
tion on the whole of the frequencies used for each circuit, on the
operating conditions of the circuit, etc*

SECTION III - Establishment of new ftssignme.nts_in_ the..appropriate Atlantic
City bands
3.I.3.I.

When Administrations find it essential to establish new assignments,
the procedures specified in Chapter III, Article I, Section II, should be
followed so far as they are applicable*

3*1*3»2<

Administrations should ensure that exact particulars of these new
assignments will be included in the Interim International Frequency List in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter III, Article l< Section

Bn
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SECTION IV - Information concerning changes in frequency usage
3*1«4*1.

a) Bearing in mind the necessity of providing precise and upto-date information on the use of the spectrum during the
interim period^ Administrations should, whenever practicable,
inform the I.F.R.B. in advance of a proposed change in
frequency usage. The information requested in the Annex to
Chapter III, Artdole II, Section II, should reach the I.F.R.B,
not earlier than three months and not later than two weeks
before the date for such a change.
b) Administrations should also inform the I.F.R.B. when the
proposed change in the frequency usage has taken place.
Such information should indicate :
(i)
(ii)

the in-band frequency occupied;
when appropriate, the out-of-band frequency vacated
and/or the entry in the Interim International Frequency
List to be deleted;
(iii) the date upon which the change was made. Such
information should in any case reach the I.F.R.B. not
later than ton days after such change,
3.1.4,2.
The I.F.R.B. will servo as the centralising agency to maintain
in£prmantion regarding proposed, or confirmed, changes in frequency usage.
It will, as far as the information at its disposal permits, transmit to the
Administration concerned, and to Administrations which might be affected,
its detailed comments regarding proposed changes if, in its opinion, such
changes are likely to result in harmful interference.
3,1,4*3*
'
The information received by the I.F.R.B, from Administrations
on confirmed changes in the use of frequencies, referred to in paragraph
3*1#4*1« k) above, will be used by the I.F.R.B. to keep up-to-date the
information to be included in the Interim International Frequency List*
3.1*4*4•
Where the date of receipt of the information, referred to in
paragraph 3,1,4*1* b) above, by the I.F.R.B, from the Administration
concerned is more than ten days after the date upon which the change is
stated to have occurred, the date- of use to be entered in the Interim
•International Frequency List will be that of the tenth day before the date
upon which the informantion was received by the I.F.R.B.
SECTION V - Procedure in cases of harmful interference
3.1.5.

Administrations should exercise the utmost goodwill and mutual
assistance in the application of the provisions of Article 44 of the
Convention and of Article 14 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations to the
settlement of problems of interference during tho interim period.
Bw
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^ T X C L E II
INTERIM INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY, LIST
SECTI O N I « Introduction

3o2*1

Until otherwise decided by an Administrative Radio Conference,
there shall.be published, as a service document, an Interim International
Frequency List as set forth below©
SECTION II - Preparation of the Interim International Frequency List

3e2 o2»1<5
The I«F,>R<,Be shall compile in collaboration with, and for annual
publication by the Secretariat General, an uInterim International Frequency
List5'
1 until a new International Frequency List- has been adopted by an
Administrative Radio Conference** The first edition shall be published not
later than 1 October 19520 This List shall be kept up to date by the
publication of quarterly supplements a

3*2*2.2o
The Interim International Frequency List shall contain details
of the usage of frequencies needed to maintain existing services over the
complete solar cycle, based on the information submitted in accordance with
paragraph 3»2»2*4o below, and such information which is submitted sub
sequently to reflect changes in frequency usage#
3o2*2*3o
The Interim International Frequency List shall be published in
■the form indicated for List I of Appendly 6 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulationse Column 2a (Date of Registration) and 2b (Date of Notification)
shall be left blank*
3e>2o2o4»
The minimum particulars to be furnished by Administrations to the
IoEJUBo, for inclusion in the first edition of the Interim International
FrequencyList, are specified in the Annex to Chapter III, Article II,
Section II, and should be submitted in the form indicated in paragraph
3»2e2o3c above not later than 1 April 1952$ .
3*2«2«5«
For those countries whose Administrations have not furnished in
the required form, any information on their current usage of frequencies in
accordance with paragraph 3#2©2©4-? above, the IoF.RoB* shall extract such
information as is available from the last edition of the I&T*U0 List of
Frequencies (l6th edition^ including the final supplement,referred to in
Chapter III, Article V, paragraph 3s>5<>l©)i> This information shall be
published by the Secretary General in a separate document entitled .
nSupplementary Information to the Interim International Frequency Listr!
concurrently with the publication of the Interim International Frequency
List and in the same form© The Secretary General, according to the
information compiled by the I„FJUB,>, shall publish half-yearly supplements'
to this documento

Bw
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ANNEX TO CHAPTER III? ARTICLE II, SECTIOM II.

A»
Tho columns of List I, Appendix 6, which are to be utilized for
submission ”df "mihimun ini^ri^"tioh'”!to‘
F'lnclu sioh in the Iritdrim International
j^rrequehcy“XTstT"
—
r—t ........... < o <,*— *— » m trim

1.

Froquency in kc/s

2c.. Date of Putting into
3.

service

(a)

Call sign

4a*

Name, geographical position (b) of the transmitting station and
name of country to which the station belongs

Ab«

Locality(s) or region(s) with which communication is established (h)(k)

5*

Class of station ond type of service (c)

60

Class of emission andbandwidth (d)

7c

Typo of transmission

8#

Power in kW

9a.
9c*

(o)

(mean)

j
Azimuth of maximum radiation of the antenna in degrees from true North
(clockwise)
Gain in decibels (db) in direction of the maximum radiation at the
assigned frequency (f) (g) .

10*

Maximum hours of use of each circuit to each locality or area for
which the frequency is utilized (G.M*TC) (h) (i)

13*

Remarks (j)
(a.) See paragraph B below
(b) In degrees and minutes
(c) Use tho symbols in Appendix 7 of tho Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(d) See Article 2 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(0) See note j of Appendix I of tho Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(f) See note o of Appondix I of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(g) Although this information would be very useful in calculating
tho risks of interforonco> Administrations need not furnish it
unless it is easily available
(h) Note change from List I Appondix 6
(1) As complementary information^ indicate by a letter I any part
of the period during which the operation is intermittent,(j) Whenever possible and appropriate indicate tho season and solar
index when the frequency might be expected to be used and whothor
during tho clay, night or transition period (at tho transmitter),
(k) In cases in which a region is indicated instead of a locality,
the region must be well defined and sufficiently small to make it
easy to forecast the conditions of the use of the frequency from
the propagation point of view, Only the locality (localities) or
region(s) for which the frequency is normally used should be
indicated*

✓
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B,
With reference to column 2c, the date will insofar as the
Fixed. Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (LOOP kc/a
Region 2) and 27.500 kc/s* are concerned, be determined as follows s

1.

Frequency assignments appearing in the last edition of the I.T.U.
List of Frequencies (16th edition* including tho final supplement), and
which are within tho appropriate Atlantic City bands, will show in Column
2c of the Interim International Frequency List tho date on which they
were put into use i.e. the date recorded in Column 12 of the latest edition
of the I.T.U. List of Frequencies. However, in the case of a frequency
which has been transferred without changing the nature of the service fisom
•one station to another station of the same Administration, separated
geographically by a distance not sufficient to cause a change in tho
possibilities of interference, the assignment in the Interim International
Frequency List will bear in Column 2c the date recorded in Column 12 of
the appropriate edition of the I.T.U* List of Frequencies for the former
assignment. If tho frequencies involved are slightly adjusted as a result
of negotiations between Administrations in consultation with the I.F.R.B*,
to enable more efficient use of tho spectrum, and provided these adjustments
do not cause harmful interference to established assignments, the assignments
referred to this paragraph shall also show in Column 2c the date recorded
in Column 12 of the I.T.U, List of Frequencies.

2*

Assignments contained in the last edition of the I.T.U* List of
Frequencies (16th edition, including the final supplement), but not considered
in paragraph 1 above, shall show in Column 2c of the Interim International
Frequency List the date shown in Column 12 of the I.T.U. List of Frequencies
provided that these assignments continue on the same frequencies. When
these assignments are transferred t o an appropriate band in accordance with
the Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations, they shall receive in
Column 2c, the actual confirmed date of transfer, subject to the provisions
of Chapter III, Article I, Section IV* However, should harmful interference
occur within a maximum period of six months to or from established in-band
assignments, the Administration concerned may revert to its former frequency,
and the assignment will retain the date in Column 12 of the I.T.U. List of
Frequenci&a. However, Administrations should make every endeavour to have
such assignments transferred to an in-band frequency as soon as practicable*

3#

Assignments which are made in the appropriate Atlantic City bands to
satisfy new requirements shall receive in Column 2c of the Interim Inter
national Frequency List the actual date oi' use, as indicated in accordance
with paragraph 3«1 *4 *1 * b) subject to the provisions of paragraph 3 *1«4 «4 »

Bw
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ARTICLE

III

PREPARATION OF LISTS OR PLANS

SECTION I -

Preparation of the Draft Internationel Frequency List
for Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting
Services*

3.3 *1*1 *
The I«F.R*B# shall begin* as soon as practicable* to undertake studies
with a view to the preparation of the Draft International Frequency List for
the Fixed* Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services*
3*3*1#2#
During the period of final adjustment* as defined in Chapter IV*
Article 1, there may be some unsatisfied actual new requirements* particularly
forcountriesunderdeveloped in the field of radio communications#
3#3*1*3•
As soon as practicable, the IFRB should begin the preparation ofthe
Draft International Frequency List* Uhen complete, this list will have taken
into account t
(a) the Interim International Frequency List*
(b) the unsatisfied actual new requirements at the end of the final
adjustment period*
3#3*1*4-*
In determining the most equitable method of drawing up the Draft Inter
national Frequency List* the IFRB shall give careful consideration to incor
porating such methods as practicable as were submitted to or prepared at the
EARC or subsequently submitted by Administrations#
3#3el»5o
The Draft International Frequency List shall incorporate the assign
ments contained in the Interim International Frequency List adjusted where
necessary to improve the efficiency of exploitation of the spectrum and so
permit the accommodation of new services® In addition* the Draft List will
reflect improvements in technical and operating standards<►
SECTION II

-

Preparation of Draft Plans for the High Frequency
Broadcasting Service#

3*3*2*1#
The IFRB shall begin* after the end of this Conference* the preparatory
work necessary for the drawing up of draft plans for the High Frequency
Broadcasting Service, taking into consideration s
a)
b)

Bd

the Agreement and Basic Plan of Mexico City5
the work of the technical Plan Committee* Paris* and of the
Florence/Rapallo Conference5

••3.0—
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c)
up-to-date requirements* In presenting such requirements countrie
shall bear in mind the fact that at peak hours especially, the number of
assignments provided for in the Basic Plan cannot be appreciably increased
without there being a risk of compromising its technical value*
3*3*&*2*
The IFEB shall accordingly proceed to assemble tho necessary
information* The Information referred to in paragraph 3*3*2*1» c) above
should be sent by Administrations so as to‘reach the IFRB not later than
1 July 1952.
In the case of Administrations which have not sent the information
required by the date specified, the IFRB shall assume that the requirements
of such administrations are those contained in the Mexico City Basic Plan*
This information shall be circulated to administrations as early as possible*
3*3*2.3*
a) The IFRB shall adjust the Mexico City Basic Plan and the draft
plans prepared by the Technical Plan Committee, Paris, and prepare such
additional draft plans as are considered necessary for the remaining seasons
and phases of solar activity*
b) The IFRB shall apply 'he technical principles and standards
contained in the Mexico City Agreement and Plan* However, the IFRB may make
changes in these standards to the extent necessary to enable it to produce
a plan likely to be generally acceptable*
c) For peak hours, especially during lower solar activity periods
when the lower bands ore likely to be more congested, the EARC agrees that,
in order that the IFRB may evolve acceptable plans, the Administrations must
voluntarily reduco demands for channel hours in the same ratio as the relative
reduction in spectrum space due to the solar changes? and, the degree of
reduction required shall be communicated by the IFRB to all Administrations
for their consideration and comment*

Bd
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ARTICLE IV
PROGRESS REVIEWS AM) REPORTS
3^44

The IFRB, in making its reports to the Members of the Union>
shall take into account all progress made in carrying out the
decisions of this Conference and in particular i

a)

the progress made during the Interim Period|

b)

the preparation of draft plans for H.F* Broadcasting5

c)

the observations submitted by the Administrations (copies
to be attached to the Reports)*

3»4-*2

The Administrative Council at its session in 1953 is invited
to pay very special attention to the state of progress as regards
the draft plan for HdF» Broadcasting and to recommend to the

Administrations tho necessary action .the Council considers appropriate*

az
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ARTICLE V

I*1»U« LIST OF FREQUENCIES

3*5*1

' The Secretory General shall publish a final recapitulative
supplomont to tho 16th Edition of the I*T*U* List of Frequencies
between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s in Rogion 2) and‘27*500 ko/s,
containing particulars of all notifications and modifications
received from Administrations up to 29 February 1952*

3*5*2

Tho Intorim International Froquoncy List will replaco os a
sorvioo documont the I*T*U* List of Frequencies until the now
International Froquency List is adopted*

International
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COMMITTEE 5
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5A

DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE FREQUENCY PLAN
IN THE BAND 255 - 415 kc/s FOR REGION 1

1.

PRELIMINARIES

In accordance with the decision taken at the sixth meeting of Working
Group 5A on 31 October 1951, an ad hoc Group composed of the representatives
of Denmark and France studied all the problems raised by the implementation
of the various bands between 255 and 415 kc/s*
The results of its work are given below :
1 *1

B ackground

The Copenhagen Conference which drew up the European Broadcasting
Convention (15 September 1948) decided that 15 March 1950 should be the
effective date of ;
a)

the Plan for Broadcasting Stations in the European area including
stations in, or near (254 kc/s) the band from 255 to 285 kc/s5

b)

new frequencies in the band from 152 to 284 kc/s assigned to some
coast stations of the maritime service, in accordance with numbers
120 to 123 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations*

Another Conference - the Maritime Regional Radio Conference - drew up
at Copenhagen the European Regional Convention for the Maritime Mobile Service
and the Plan for the distribution of frequencies among the coast stations of
the European maritime area*
The latter Plan cleared the former Cairo Regulation bands from 3&5
to 380 kc/s*
The Regional Conference also decided that 15 March 1950 would be the
effective date for the Plan for the Coast Stations of the European maritime
area*
The situation created by the decisions of these two Conferences
justified the drafting of Recommendation No. 10 by the Administrative Radio
Conference for Region 1 (1949) (Final Acts, page 248).

Cp
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The practical outcome of this Reconnonde.tion was, after coordination
by the Danish Administration and in accordance with Article AO of the Inter
national Telecommunication Convention and number 92 of the Radio Regulations,
the decision reached by the Administrations concerned to put into force, also
on 15 March 1950, the Rogion 1 Plan (1949) in the bands 255 - 285 and
320 - 4.05 kc/s.
1*2

Present position
In tho European area, maritime radioboacons have retained their
assignments in the band allocated to them in the Cairo Radio Regulations
(290 to 320 kc/s).
This provisionally justified the transfer, with a few adjustments to
avoid interference between adjacent frequencies, of aeronautical radio
boacons in the European area included in the Region 1 Plan (194-9) between
315 and 320 kc/s into the 285 - 290 kc/s section.
As a result of the implementation of the Region 1 Plan by the aero
nautical services in the European area, a partial implementation south of
latitude 30° N was necessitated so as to have satisfactory Region 1
coordination in Africa and to avoid serious interference.

1*3

Reorganization of maritime radioboacons
In its Article 13, the Paris Arrangement, the adoption of which was
recommended by the French Delegation in Documont 209 and which was accepted
by Working Group 5A with a few additions and amendments, provides for tho
entry into force of the new Plan for Maritime Radioboacons in the European
area on 1 August 1953, unless the EARC decides otherwise, the da.te of
1 August, however, being compulsory.
As regards the other maritime radiobeacons situated in Africa,
Document 251 prepared by Sub-Group 5A3 provides a complete list including a
great many installations not yet in service.

1*4

Special precautions required for certain aeronautical radiobeacons
For most aeronautical radiobeacons a change of frequency merely means
a new quartz crystal and/or retuning, with, of course, a preliminary wide
spread distribution of notices to air navigators (N0TAM); directional radiobeacons (RD), however, also require a flight beam check and therefore need
more time.
Similarly, when radioboacon sites are at a distance from aijy important
centre, as in Africa, for instance, extra time will be required for changing
frequency.

Cp
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2.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

In view of tho above considerations, the ad hoc Group of Working
Group 5A feels bound to recomend the following proscriptions :
2*3- Maritime radioboacons. European area
The new Plan for Maritime Radiobeacons in the European area shall
cone into force on 1 August 1953®
2*2

Maritime radioboacons situated south of latitude 30° N
In view of the number of maritime radiobbacons actually operating in
this port of Region 1, it would seem advisable in practice to recommend that
the necessary frequency changes bo carried out by the Administrations con
cerned as soon as possible and in any case before 1 January 1953*
For the other radiobeacons to be put into servico after tho close of
the EARC, tho frequency assignments shall be respected*
However, to avoid creating interference at'the lower limit of the
bond, the Adninistrations responsible for the installations which will work
on 289o6 and 291,9 kc/s will have to inform'the other Administrations of
adjoining territories, at least throe months in advance, of their intention
to put new installations into service*
Should other installations not covered by the original plan bo
opened up, Administrations will comply with tho terms of the Atlantic City
Radio Regulations,

2*3

Aeronautical mobile service and meteorological information service
Both these services are already operating on the frequencies of the
Region 1 Plan (194-9) *
/

In particular, sub-regional meteorological transmissions are governed
by tho provisions of the Annex to the first part of the Plan (Region 1
Final Acts (1949), pages 55 and 56).
2*4

Aeronautical radioboacons
All tho assignments in Document 167 (results of tho work of
Sub-Group 5Al) may be classified in five groups :
a)

Cp

radioboacons not covered by the Region 1 Plan (1949) but which
have been opened up on frequencies selected by Administrations’
and which do not cause any harmful interference\
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b)

confirmations of cortain alterations in tho assignments of the
Region 1 Plan (1949) which operational experience showed to bo
necessary to eliminate harmful interferences

c)

now modifications to be made in the Region 1 Plan (1949) assign
ments to eliminate other interference between radiobeacons?

d)

modification of frequencies for new radioboacons with respect to
the 1949 Plan, already operating on frequencies other than those
now contemplateds

o)

additions for futuro installations*

Finally it is also necessary to take into account installations
covered by tho Region 1 Plan (1949) which are already in service but which
have not yet carried out their change of froquoncy.
2.4*1

It is recommended that :
-

tho radiobeacons included under 2.4 a) and 2.4 b) retain their
assignments?

-

the radioboacons included undor 2.4 c) shall change frequency
as rapidly as possible §

-

the radiobeacons included undor 2.4 d) and those which had not
yet boen adjusted to the frequencies of the Region 1 Plan (1949)
must bo progressively retuned to tho Plan frequencies and these
changes should be completed by 1 July 1952 at tho latest?

-

future installations shall bo operated on tho scheduled fre
quencies from tho time they are opened for service?

*- installations not
unable to receive
315-405 kc/s must
Radio Regulations
opened up?

2.5

covered by the Plan, and those which have been
an assignment in the bands- 255*285 and
be in accordance with the provisions of the
(especially Article 3) before they can be

-

the radioboacons which were normally, in the European area, to
be placed in the 315*320 kc/s band and which are provisionally
working between 285 and 290 kc/s must move to their Plan fre
quencies on 1 August 1953?

-

to remove the harmful interference which will be caused to the
aeronautical services by tho CONSOL stations at Lugo and Seville,
when they use 285 and 315 kc/s, the Administrations concerned
may make tho necessary adjustments by bilateral arrangements.

Special case of the band 405-415 kc/s
This band should be used in accordance with numbers 133 to 136 of the
Radio Regulations, to which tho Administrations concerned should refer.

Cp
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COMMITTEE 5
W*G« 5A

REGION 1 •
FINAL REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 5A TO COMMITTEE 5

I.
1*

Setting u p .of. the Group and of the Sub-Groups.

Working Group 5A was set up at the mooting of Committee 5 on
28 August 1951 (Document 30) with the terms of reference given on page 2 of
Document 28, viz:
l)

To examino the draft list prepared by the Administrative Conference
for Region 1 (Geneva 1949) and the list prepared for the African
Region (Geneva, September 1949), taking into account tho comments
from Administrations and Delegations on the draft list and the
requirements of countries not included in the draft list*

2) To study the modifications' to be made to those draft lists to make
them more generally acceptable to Administrations, and to prepare
for the consideration of the Plenary Assembly, in the light of this
Study, a new frequency list for the parts of tho Atlantic City Table
of Allocations concerned*
3)

1*1

To report to the Plenary Assembly any special consideration which
should be taken into account in bringing these new lists eventually
into effect*

At its first meeting, tho Group decided (see Document 35) to add the
following instructions, for the first phase of its work :
a)

to examine the requirements authorized in paragraph 16 of the Atlantic
City Resolution relating to the now International-Frequency List.

b)

to examine the amended or additional r acquirements which Administrations
have reserved the right to submit at the time of the Special
Administrative Radio Conference (page 236 of the Final Acts of the
Administrative Radio Conference for Region 1 - Geneva, 1949) •
The Group met 8 times and set

1*2

up

the, following three Sub-Groups :

a)

Sub-Group 5A1 - to carry out the terms of reference of the Group for
the bands between 255 and 415 kc/s - Chairman: Mr HaA* Rowland (United
Kingdom)$

b)

Sub-Group 5A2 - for the bands between 1605 and 2850 kc/s, 3155 and
34-00 kc/s, 3500 and 3900 kc/s - Chairman:,
AaHcnry (France)5

-
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c)

Sub-Group 5A3 - for tho bonds between 160 and 1605 kc/s as regards
the Afrioon Region (including the maritime radiobcacon band 285 - 315 kc/s) - Chairmans Mr. Crei^iton (Unitod Kingdom Colonies).

Details of the work of the Sub-Groups ore given in Documents 89,
118, 167, 215 and 265.
1*3

Towards the end of its work, Group 5A also set up two ad hoc
groups: one, composed of tho Chairmen of the Group and tho Sub-Groups, to
make the necessary amendments to the Final Acts of the Conference for Rogion 1
(Geneva 1949), and the second, composed of Mr. Chef (France) and Mr. Svonningsen (Denmark), to prepare recommendations to Committoe 8 rogarding the
implementation of the bands between 255 and 415 kc/s*

1.4
The Sub-Groups worked hard and efficiently under the competent
direction of their Chairmen, Mr. Rowland,.Mr. Henry and Mr. Creighton, ond
their closest collaborators.
The Chairman congratulates and thanks them
warmly.
II.

Summary of the work - Points 1 and 2 of the terms of reference

2.1
In accordance with a decision taken by the Steering Committee at
its meeting on 5 October (Document 152, pages 4 and 5), the new frequency lists
for Regions 1 and 3 will not be printed before the end of the Conference and
corrections to the existing lists will be considered adequate. Thus the
work of Sub-Groups 5A1, 5A2 and 5A3 has been submitted in the form of corrigenda
to the "table of assignments" appearing in the Final Acts of tho Conference
for Region 1 (Geneva 1949).
2*2
An account of the results of the work of Sub-Groups 5A1, 5A2 and 5A3
under points 1 and 2 of the terms of reference is given in the Conference
documents listed in Document 253 (Revised).
2*3

That document also contains the proposed amendments that the Group
thought should be made to the Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1
(Geneva, 1949)*

2*4
With regard to maritime radiobeacons in the European Area, the Group
approved, at its meeting on 25 October, Document 209 (with its Annex and Supple
ment) recommending that the Paris Regional Arrangement (1951) with its Annexes
and the Protocol annexed thereto be adopted by the E.A.R*C, and included in its
Final Acts*
2.5
The Delegations of the USSR, Ukrainian SSR, Bielorussian SSR, PR of
Albania, PR of Bulgaria, Hungarian PR, Republic of Poland, Roumanian PR and
Czechoslovakia have not accepted the abovementioned documents and conclusions*
III.

Point 3 of the terms of reference *

Considerations and recommendations regarding the implementation of
the new frequency lists
3*1
Group 5A*s recommendations regarding the bands between 255 and 415
kc/s are given in Document 281*
*
This point will be re-examined by Committee 8*
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3*2
For the bands between 160 and 1605 kc/s for the African Region,
Group 5A considers that, in view of the bands involved, it would be highly
desirable to implement the list for medium wave broadcasting as quickly as
possible; it was agreed that 1 January 1952 might be the starting date and
29 February 1952 the final date for this implementation. The other bands
could be implemented subsequently at any time*
3*3

Frequency band 1605 to 2850 kc/s

It is recommended that this band be implemented on 1 May 1953 at
0200 GMT for stations other than ship stations; however, in view of the
importance of the distress frequency for the safety of life at sea, the
frequency 2182 kc/s should replace the present frequency of 1650 kc/s for
all coast and ship stations on the same date - 1 May 1953 at 0200 GMT*
Administrations will have six months from that date to put into
operation the ship frequencies other than 2182 kc/s.
Implementation should be completed by 1 November 1953*
3*4

Frequency bands 3x55 to 3400 kc/s and 3500 to 3900 kc/s

For these bands the Group is in favour of adopting a voluntary,
progressive method of implementation; it bases its opinion on the congestion
of the bands and the fact that the use of frequencies in them is linked with
variations in propagation conditions and therefore depends on any frequency
transfers that may be made in the bands above 4 Mc/s*
■ *
The beginning of this implementation could be scheduled for 1 'May
1952*
In applying the voluntary implementation, any Administration wishing
to bring into operation a frequency assigned to one of its stations in the
plan should ascertain that it will not cause harmful interference to the
stations of other Adninistrations; further, each Administration should en
deavour, as far as possible, to make the necessary adjustments in the use of
Its frequencies to assist other Administrations to bring the frequencies in
the plan into operation*
The Group is not in a position to establish a final date for this
period of implementation and considers that it depends on the time required
to carry out the transfers of frequencies above 4 Mc/s*
Finally; the Group wishes to draw the attention of Committee 8 to the
need to coordinate the implementation of the bands between 2850 and 3900 ke/s
in such a way that the aeronautical mobile service frequencies can be brought
into service*
3*5

Status of the frequencies in the -plan

As it is impossible to know for certain which frequencies Will really
be used, especially in the bands above 3155 kc/s, the Group thinks it unwise
to confer upon the frequencies in the plan the status of registrations as de
fined in the Atlantic City Regulations*
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The Group suggests that the date of notification of the frequencies
should be the same as the date of signature of the Final Acts of the* E.A.R.C,
and that the question of the registration of these frequencies should be re
viewed at the next Radio Conference*
3*6
Implementation of various paragraphs of the Atlantic Citv Radio ,
Regulations *
'*
The Group considers that the following numbers of the Radio
Regulations should be implemented on 1 May 1953:
No* 589 (Article 28)
Nos* 813 to 827 (Article 34)
No* 869 (Article 37)
3*7

The Group considers that No. 581 should not be implemented.

3*8
The Group feels it should draw the attention of Committee 8 to the
following matter: for the tolerances for new ship transmitters, 1 May 1953
(the starting date for the implementation of the band 1605 - 2850 kc/s) should
be chosen instead of 1 January 1952, the date already approved in Committee 8.
3*9
The Delegations of the Republic of Poland, Czechoslovakia, USSR,
Ukrainian SSR, Bielorussian SSR, PR of Bulgaria, PR of Albania, Roumanian PR
and Hungarian PR have not accepted the proposals set out in paragraphs 3*1
to 3*8.
3.10

Stability of ship transmitters
Group 5A, bearing in mind
the constant technical progress in the manufacture of ship trans
mitters and crystals| and
the need to observe the prescribed spacing between channels used by
the Maritime Mobile service;
"
-

considers that Recommendation No* 1 of the Final Acts of the Con
ference for Region 1 (Geneva 1949), should be supplemented so that the
tolerance (0*02 %) shown in column 3 of Appendix 3 of the Radio Regulations
is obtained on ship transmitters within one year at the most after the im
plementation of the band 1605 - 2850 kc/s (the proposed addition is given in
Doeument 253 revised)*
IV,

Conclusion

rrzsta-~~-nximvjg^.*uswo.' ■-xobj.xsl*

4*1
This report was approved at the meeting of 9 November by 25 votes
to 9, with 1 abstention*
4*2
The statements made by the Delegations of the following, countries
are set out in Annexes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 to this document;
1*
2o

The Republic of Poland
Czechoslovakia
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3»
4*
5*
6*

USSR, Ukrainian SSR, Bielorussian SSR
PR of Bulgaria and PR of Albania
Roumanian PR
Hungarian PR

-

4*3

In submitting this report to Committee 5 I feel I must say that,
in spite of the different views expressed, Group 5A worked in a truly cordial
atmosphere for which all the members of the Group are to be thanked#
The Group urges Committee 5 to approve this report#

L« Sacco
Chairman of Working Group■5A

Bn
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ANNEXJL
DECLARATION OF THE DELEGATION OF THE-REPUBLIC OF POLAND

"T h o D e le g a t io n o f t h e R e p u b lic o f P o la n d h a v in g made a c a r e f u l
s t u d y and a n a l y s i s o f D ocum ent 283 deems i t n e c e s s a r y t o make th e f o l l o w i n g
.s ta te m e n t ;
10
S e c t io n 1 o f D ocum ent 283 i n d i s p u t a b l y shows t h a t a l l th e w o r k ,
w i t h o u t e x c e p t io n , c a r r i e d o u t b y W o rk in g G ro u p 5A u p t o th e p r e s e n t tim e i s
fo u n d e d on a n i n c o r r e c t and u n r e a l i s t i c b a s i s 0 T h e re i s no need t o p r o v e
t h a t t h i s i s tr u e ©
I t i s s u f f i c i e n t t o p o i n t o u t t h a t W o rk in g G roup 5A h a s
n o t e v e n t r i e d t o e x a m in e , i n th e p a r t w h ic h r e l a t e s t o R e g io n 1 , th e s u b 
s ta n c e o f th e q u e s t io n o f t h e m e th o d s w h ic h w o u ld be e m p lo y e d i n th e p r e p a r 
a t i o n o f a d r a f t New I n t e r n a t i o n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t f o r t h a t R e g io n , a l i s t
w h ic h w o u ld ta k e , i n t o a c c o u n t th e r e a l n e e d s o f i n d i v i d u a l A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s ,
c r e a t e th e n e c e s s a r y c o n d i t i o n s f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l p r o t e c t i o n a g a in s t m u tu a l
i n t e r f e r e n c e and f o r f u r t h e r d e v e lo p m e n t o f r a d io c o m m u n ic a tio n s .
In s te a d o f
d o in g t h i s , W o rk in g G ro u p 5A b a se d i t s w o rk m a in ly on th e r e s u l t s o f th e
R e g io n 1 C o n fe re n c e h e ld i n G eneva i n 1949?. i© e * on r e s u l t s o b v io u s ly
u n r e a l i s t i c , u n f a i r and w h ic h f a i l t o c r e a t e a n y p r o s p e c t s f o r th e d e v e lo p 
m e n t o f r a d io c o m m u n ic a t io n s , r e s u l t s n o t a p p ro v e d b y m any A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s
and w h ic h i n th e m a j o r i t y o f c a s e s , c o n tr a v e n e th e p r o v i s i o n s o f t h a t p a r t
o f th e C o n v e n tio n a n d R a d io R e g u la t io n s w h ic h r e l a t e s t o th e a im s o f th e
New I n t e r n a t i o n a l F r e q u e n c y L i s t o r o f i t s p a r t s , and th e m e th o d s t o be
e m p lo y e d i n i t s p r e p a r a t io n ©
A l t o g e t h e r , th e w o rk o f W o rk in g G ro u p 5A h a s
b e e n m e r e ly t o i n c l u d e new r e q u ir e m e n ts i n th e a b o v e -m e n tio n e d R e g io n 1 P la n ,
i ee« i t h a s t u r n e d t h a t u n r e a l i s t i c and " u n f a ir P la n i n t o one e v e n m ore
u n r e a l i s t i c , u n f a i r an d u n a c c e p ta b le ©
We m u s t s t a t e t h a t we a r e n o t a g a in s t
h a v in g new r e q u ir e m e n t s in c lu d e d i n th e p l a n ,
On th e c o n t r a r y , we c o n s id e r
t h a t e v e r y p la n s h o u ld t a k e i n t o a c c o u n t n o t o n ly a l l c u r r e n t r e q u ir e m e n t s
b u t m u s t a l s o c r e a t e t h e c o n d i t io n s n e c e s s a r y f o r b o th t h e i n c l u s i o n o f new
r e q u ir e m e n t s i n f u t u r e a n d f o r th e d e v e lo p m e n t o f r a d io c o m m u n ic a tio n s a s a
w h o le ©
The R e g io n 1 P la n c r e a t e s n o s u c h c o n d it io n s *
I t i s a dungeon, as
i t w e r e , i n w h ic h s o o n e r o r l a t e r th e n a t i o n a l c o m m u n ic a tio n s o f w e a k e r
c o u n t r i e s o r f o r c o u n t r i e s l e s s d e v e lo p e d t e c h n i c a l l y , w i H s u f f o c a t e .
C o n s e q u e n tly th e e m p lo y m e n t o f t h a t p la n a s a b a s is f o r th e w o rk
o f W o rk in g G ro u p 5A i s u n r e a l i s t i c and th e r e s u l t s a c h ie v e d a r e u n a c c e p ta b le .
2©
I s h o u ld l i k e t o p a y s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n t o th e r e s u l t s o f th e
w o r k . o f S u b -W o rk in g G ro u p 5A3 w h ic h d e a l t w i t h th e a l l o c a t i o n o f f r e q u e n c ie s
f o r m a r it im e r a d io b e a c o n s o p e r a t in g I n R e g io n 1 *
T h a t G ro u p to o k th e
r e s u l t s o f th e s o - c a l l e d P a r is A rra n g e m e n t (1 9 5 1 ) r e l a t i n g t o t h i s p ro b le m
a s a- b a s is f o r i t s w ork®
We m u s t p o i n t o u t t h a t many A d m in is t r a t io n s t o o k
n o p a r t i n t h e w o rk o f t h a t R e g io n a l C o n fe re n c e , among th e m th e A d m in is t r a 
t i o n w h ic h we r e p r e s e n t .
N e v e r th e le s s th e A rra n g e m e n t was fo u n d e d on th e
m e th o d o f f r e q u e n c y a l l o c a t i o n f o r r a d io b e a c o n s o f th e R e g io n 1 r a d i o 
n a v i g a t i o n n e t w o r k , p r e p a r e d b y th e U n ite d K in g d o m .

%
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From the technical point of view, the substance of the method is
characterized by an endeavour not of a technical but of a formal nature.
Frequencies aro assigned but it will be impossible to utilize them in a
manner compatible with the conditions of safety of maritime navigation. It
will be impossible to do so because the very difficult question of a
rational sharing of frequencies has been solved by the application of a
system of an inadmissible reduction in the power of ooast radiobeacons. It
is sufficient to mention that if coast radiobeacons at present work on a
power of the order of tens of watts, and only in a few cases on a power of
the order of hundreds of watts, then the proposal elaborated by the United
Kingdom provides for emissions of the order of units of watts*
This would limit the effective range of these beacons to a few
tens of kilometres. It is true that provision is made for high powered
emissions, but as indicated in the plan, such provision extends only to the
radiobeacons of the United Kingdom. The substance of the matter is, of
course, that naval craft which utilize other means of radionavigation besides
radiobeacons do not need the aid of radionavigation beacons. But how will
the requirements of small craft of the merchant navy or of the fishing fleet
utilizing rather primitive receiving equipment, be adequately ensured ?
It is clear that the needs of this class of craft will not be satisfied
adequately. The employment of the method on which the Paris Arrangement
(1951) is based would result in a reduction ad absurdum. This method
advocates the assignment of frequencies to everybody with a proposal to
reduce the powor of emissions almost to nil, i.e. to reduce to nil the'
requirements necessary to ensure the safety of maritime navigation. It must
be noted that the general situation in the domain of maritime radionavigation
is extremely complicated> particularly as regards the Baltic Sea area. It
cannot be solved by such methods.
3*
As regards the question of the possibility of part-by-part
implementation and transfer to the Atlantic City Table of certain radio
services of Region 1, we have repeatedly stated that our Conference is not
competent to solve such questions and that, in any case, they cannot be
discussed until the complete New International Frequency List, elaborated
and approved in conformity with the provisions of the Convention and
Regulations, has been prepared. Any other action would, of course, be
unjustified and unacceptable to Administrations.
4.
Such are the conclusions reached by our Delegation after an
analysis of Document 283. This document shows clearly that the basic
problem of the preparation of that part of the draft New International
Frequency List which relates to Region 1, has not been solved up to now.
Moreover, the above-mentioned document furnishes yet another proof that
the problem of the preparation of a draft New International Frequency List
cannot be solved until the methods employed in its preparation have been
changed, i.e. until such time as the requirements of all countries and
their real needs are examined without any discrimination whatsoever.
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We are not of the opinion that the requirements, as regards
Region 1, of the United Kingdom, the United States, M.W.A.R.A. etc, should
be satisfied first and foremost. However, we are firmly convinced of the
necessity of establishing a Plan which would satisfy to an equal extent
the real requirements of all countries.
The draft Plan prepared by the Region 1 Conference (1949) does
not satisfy this basic condition and, consequently, Document 283 which
proposes, with a definite aim in view, the implementation of that plan is
both unrealistic and unfounded, and must be rejected. The Delegation of
the Republic of Poland will vote against the adoption of Document 283.11

-
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ANNEX 2

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA ,
i

“The Czechoslovak'Delegation has carefully studied Document 283
which constitutes the Final Report by Group 5A to Committee 5 and Submits
the following statement in this connection!
During the meetings of Group 5A, we have stated more than once
that the Czechoslovak Administration is using all the frequencies notified
to the General Secretariat of the I*T*U0 and that these frequencies are
fully entitled to international protection# Our statements in this connection
will be found in the reports of Group 5A» Our Delegation communicated the
same point of view to Sub-Working Group 5A1 at the request of that SubGroup* The letter from our Dolegation has also appeared as one of Group 5A*s
documents*
Since Czechoslovakia did not sign the Final Acts of the Admi
nistrative Conference for Region 1 (Geneva, 1949) because of the unjust and
discriminative methods adopted during the work of thatConference, ourBelegation did not recognize the terms of reference of theSub-Groups, which are
based on the said Acts*
The wrong, unjust and highly discriminative methods have not in
the least changed during the meetings of the present Conference* The fre
quencies used by our Administration have not obtained satisfaction especially
in the plans drawn up by Sub-Working Group 5A1, in which our frequencies
are met by barely 50$ and have suffered useless changes*
In the draft plan drawn up by Sub-Group 5A2 our frequencies have
also suffered some useless changes* One of our frequencies, added in
Document 236, duly notified and indispensabLe for our services, has again
been deleted from the draft plan, in spite of our objection*
Furthermore, tho protection ratios, which wehave shown to be
inadequate at previous meetings, were not in any way improved when
the
draft plans were prepared*
Para* 4*3* of Document 283 constitutes an attempt to violate
number 1076 of the Radio Regulations, since it proposes tho adoption and
implementation of separate parts of the Atlantic City Tablo, in spite of the
absence of the complete new International Frequency List*
Paras* 4«5, tending to change the status of frequencies, laid
down in the Radio Regulations now in force, and 4*6, tending to implement
specific numbers of tho Radio Regulations before tho preparation and
approval of the new International Frequency List, are also unacceptable,
since the tendencies in these paragraphs are illegal*

Am

-
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Our Delegation has already, especially in Committee 7, expressed
its entire disagreement with the chaotic and illegal method of so-called
“voluntary” and ‘•progressive" transfer and it accordingly is particularly
opposed to para* 4*4 which seeks to incite Administrations to adopt this
senseless method.

to the

For all these reasons,, the Czechoslovak Delegation is opposed
adoption of Documont 283 and all the documents mentioned therein*11
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ANNEX 3
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATIONS OF THE U.S.S.R., THE UKRAINIAN
S.S.R. AND THE BIELCRUSSIAN S.S.R.

"In connection with the examination by Group 5A of the Region 1
Plan, together with the Final Acts annexed thereto, submitted in Documents
283, 281, 265, 253 and 209, the delegations of the U.S.S.R., the Ukrainian
S.S.R. and tho Bielorussian S.S.R. state that :
1.
The fundamental basic defects pointed out by the Soviet Delegation
in Docunent 85 and in its statements made at meetings of Group 5A, have not
been eliminated from the Region 1 draft Plan submitted.
There is little difference between the amended draft plan for
Region 1 and the original draft. The draft Plan, as does the original draft,
permits an infringement of Articles 3, 20, AO and A4 of the Telecommunication
Convention and of Article 5 of the Radio Regulations. This infringement of the
Convention and Regulations is as follows s
a)
, The draft Plan provides for the assignment of frequencies in
the 1900 - 2000 kt/n band in Rogion X to stations of tho Standard Doran Chain.
The operation of stations of the Standard Loran navigation system causes
intolerable interference to the fixed service and, in particular, to the
maritime mobile services in the north-eastern part of the Atlantic, and in
the Baltic and Barentz seas. The interference caused by the Loran Chain to
the maritime mobile service is so great that it results in the interruption
of effective communications between ships and the coast. This constitutes
an inadmissible threat to the safety of ships at sea.
b)
The Region X draft Plan infringes Article 5, numbers 122, 126 and
136 which relate to tho maritime and aeronautical services, as well as
number 109 concerning the broadcasting services of the U.S.S.R. operating in
the 150 - 255 kc/s and the 525 - 1605 kc/s band and located in Region 1 but
outside the area covered by the Copenhagen Plan. An attempt is made in the
Plan to exclude illegally from examination the frequencies of these services,
notified in the Berne List already published and in the edition which is
being prepared for publication.
c)
In the draft Plan submitted shared sub-bands in the 1605 - 2850
kc/s band have been turned, in contravention of the Radio Regulations, into
exclusive bands for the various maritime services. An amendment of that, kind
is outside the competence of the Extraordinary Conference and is tantamount
to a revision of the Regulations. It can, therefore, be examined and inserted
only by an Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference.

Mx.
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Thus, it is seen that the Region 1 draft frequency allocation Plan
permits a substantial infringement of the Convention and Regulations.
2.
The draft Plan is based on the incorrect principle of arbitrary
reduction of countries'requirements and notifications. For example, no
account is taken in the draft plan submitted of 20% of frequency assignments
notified by the U.S.S.R, in the Berne List in accordance with the existing
procedure, i.e. an attempt is made to discriminate against the services of
the U.S.S.R.
¥q consider it necessary to recall, that frequencies registered
by the U*S,S*R. with the £!£U.3n accordance with the established procedure are
entitled to international protection. Nobody has been authorized by us to
amend our notifications in any way whatsoever* We wholly reject these
inadmissible attempts at discrimination. Wc consider it necessary to stress,
that frequencies utilized in conformity with the existing registration
procedure are entitled to international protection, irrespective of the methods
employed, or to be employed, in the preparation of the new International
Frequency List*
All notifications made by the U.S.S.R. and, naturally, those made
by other countries, must under all conditions be included in their entirety
in the draft new International Frequency List.
3*
The draft Plan satisfies the interests mainly of a small group of
countries in Region 1 and permits the assignment of frequencies for use by
stations located in foreign territory. Ihis is incompatible with tho
national sovereignty of countries.
Frequencies ^re allocated in the draft Plan to radio stations of
the USA, which is not a Region 1 country, at the expense of countries in that
Region. For example, nearly 20 frequencies are allocated in the Plan to US
stations (excluding stations located in the US zones of occupation in Germany
and Austria) which is three times the number allotted to the Bielorussian
SSR, twice that set aside for Lebanon and so forth.
The above facts confirm that the
Region 1 Frequency
Allotment Plan
was prepared not with a view to satisfying fairly the requirements of all the
countries of Region 1, but chiefly for the purpose of meeting the interests
of the United Kingdom, France and the USA.
4*
The Region 1 draft Plan takes no account of many years of
operational experience in radio communications reflected in the Berne List,
as well as of notification dates. The inter-relation of radio-stations
proposed in the Plan will, in most cases, inevitably lead to considera.ble
mutual interference. Thus it is clear that
the great material expenditureon
the part of countries for the re-equipment
of existing installations will
not be justified.
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5,
The Paris Arrangomontfor maritime radio beacons (Doc, 209) is
a component part of the draft Plan submitted. The U.S.S.R, and the Ukrainian
S.S.R, are not. parties to that Agreement and do no consider themselves bound
by* the decisions adopted at the Paris Conference.
6,
The"Plan prepared by I.C.A.O. has been taken as a basis for
the aeronautical service in the draft Plan submitted. As a result, I.C.A.O.
communications are accorded a privileged position. The delegations of the
U*S.S.R,, the Ukrainian S.S.R. and the Bielorussian S.S.R. see no reason
whatsoever why I.C.A.O. communications should be accorded a privileged
position.
The requirements of all the countries in Region X must be taken
into account to an absolutely equal degree for all countries. The utilization
of these frequencies for any kind of communications, including those of
I.C.A.O., is a domestic Blatter for each country to decide.
7,
It is recommended in Docunent 283 that the Region 1 draft Plan
and the corresponding part of the Atlantic City Table should be implemented.
Moroeyer, it is recommended that a whole series of articles (Articles 28, 34
and 37) of the Radio Regulations should be implemented.
The Delegations of the U.S.S.R., the Ukrainian S.S.R. and the
Bielorussian S.S.R. energetically object to this recommendation since it is
completely contrary to the provisions of the Radio Regulations.
Article 47 states clearlythat the International Frequency List,
as well as the New Table, shall be implemented not part by part but as a
whole and at the same time. Moreover, the same article of the Regulations
stipulates that Articles 28, 34 and a number of others, shall become effective
simultaneously with the International Froquency List. Therefore, the
recommendation proposed constitutes an attempted infringement of the
Regulations. It is illegal and therefore unacceptable.
For the above reasons, the Delegations of the U.S.S.R., the
Ukrainian S.S.R, and the Bielorussian S.S.R. declare that the Region 1 draft
Plan and the Final Acts annexed thereto, together with the recommendations
regarding the implementation of that Plan, submitted in Documents 281, 265,
253 and 209, are unacceptable and must be rejected”.

- u
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Statement by the Delegation of the RP of Albania and the RP of Bulgaria
t50n behalf of the Delegations of the RP of Albania and the RP
of Bulgaria^ I make the following statement t
The Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria consider that the draft
plan for Region 1 is contrary .to'Articles 3, 20; 40 and 44 of the Atlantic
Gity Convention and to Article 5 of the Radio Regulations and is consequently
unacceptable to our Delegations.
The recommendation in Document 233 relating to the implementation
of the various paragraphs of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations; Articles 23,
34 and 37, is directly contrary to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations,
since the International Frequency List has not yet been prepared and- approved,
as laid down in the said Article 47*

Article 47 of the Radio Regulations clearly states that the
International Frequency List and the new Table shall not be implemented
partially but only as a whole and simultaneously* Consequently, the
recommendation proposed in Document 233 for the implementation of plans
which are only part of the Atlantic City Table is contrary to Article 47 ■
of the Radio Regulations and is thus illegal .
The Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria
protest against .such recommendations which infringe the Radio Regulations*
I state that the PR of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria do not
consider themdelves bound by the decisions reached at the 1951 Paris
Conference on maritime radiobeacons which are also the subject of Document
233*
The Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria wish
once more to repeat here that the froquency requirements of their countries
are notified to the Secretariat of tho ITU as and when their services ore
developed and that these frequencies have international protection and should
bo taken into account in any frequency plan or international list, however
drawn up.
The Plan for Region X takes account of 50% of our froquency
requirements.only,, We regard this as an act of discrimination against our
countries*

The plan for Rogion 1 contravenes para* 14& of the Radio Regulations,
introducing the existence of the Loran system which should have ceased to
operate from 1949*
To sum up, I state that documents 233, 231, 265, 253 and 209 are
unacceptable to our Delegations 'and we. propose that they be rejected.”
Le
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ANNEX 5
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE ROUMANIAN PR
"The Delegation of the Romanian PR* on examination of the final
report of Working Group 5A (Document 283)* deems it necessary to make the
following statement ;
1#
Our Administration did not accept the Region 1 Plan drawn up in
Geneva in 1949 because of the entirely wrong principles on which it was
based an which were shown to be so several times by our Delegation during
its preparation and also during this Conference*
We must note that the work of Group 5A and its Sub-Groups has not
made the indispensable improvements to this plan, so as to satisfy the
frequency requirements for the operation of our services*
It must be stressed that in the draft plans of Sub-Groups 5A1 and
5A2 the assignments to our Administration are only 32% of the frequencies*
needed by our transmitters* This is in spite of the fact that notifications
have duly been made to the Secretariat of the ITU*
Furthermore* on account of assignments to certain countries in the
territory of other countries and the maintenance of the Standard Loran Chain*
the draft plans infringe the provisions of the Convention and the Radio
Regulations*
2*
Section III of Document 283 proposes the implementation of partial
' bonds of the spectrum before the preparation and approval of the complete
International Frequency List* Our Delegation protests against such illegal
proposals* for they are in direct contradiction with the clear and specific
stipulations of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations*
Our Delegation likewise protests against the tendency to modify
the present status of frequency registration* which is defined in Number 1077
of Article 47 of the Radio Regulations* and against the recommendation for
partial implementation set out in paragraph 4*6 of Document 283? since this
would be a direct infringment of the provisions of Number 1076 of Article 47*
For the above reasons* our Delegation rejects Document 283 with
the draft plans* provisions and recommendations contained therein* and
states that the Administration of the Roumanian PR does not consider itself
bound by these unjust and illegal provisions*
We shall continue to use all the frequencies which are necessary
foE the satisfactory operation of our services*
If Document 283 is put to the vote* we shall vote against it®11

Rt
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ANNEX 6
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE HUNGARIAN PR

nOn behalf of the Hungarian Administration, I have to state that
we are not in agreement with the terms of reference in Document 28 and do not
accept the basis of the Region 1 Plan, which we consider unjust and discrimin
ative®
We regard the implementation of Articles 28? 3A and 37 as illegal,
so long as a complete International Frequency List has not been prepared,
in accordance with Article A7* Number 1076 of the Radio Regulations®
Consequently, the Hungarian Delegation cannot accept Document 283
and, if it is put to the vote, will vote against it®11
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FINAL REPORT BY WORKING GROUP 5A TO COMMITTEE 5

I#. Setting up of the Group and of the Sub-Groups

1.

Working Group 5A was set up at the meeting of Committee 5 on
28 August 1951 (Document 30) with the terms of reference given on page 2 of
Document 28, viz:
1)

To examine the draft list prepared by the Administrative Conference
for Region 1 (Geneva 194-9) and the list prepared for the African
Region (Geneva, September 194-9), taking into account the comments
from Administrations and Delegations on the draft list and the
requirements of countries not included in the draft list.

2) To study the modifications to be made to these draft lists to make
them more generally acceptable to Administrations, and to prepare
for the consideration of the Plenary Assembly, in the light of this
Study, a new frequency list for the parts of the Atlantic City table
of allocations concerned.
3)

1*1

2.1

To report to the Plenary Assembly any special consideration which
should be taken into account in bringing these new lists eventuallyH
into effect.

At its first meeting, the Group decided (see Document 35) to add the
inginstructions, for the first phase of its work :

follow

a)

to examine the requirements authorized in paragraph 16 of the Atlantic
City Resolution relating to the new International Frequency List.

b)

to examine the amended or additional requirements which Administrations
have reserved the right to submit at the time of the Special Adminis
trative Radio Conference (page 236 of the Final Acts of theAdminis
trative Radio Conference for Region 1 - Geneva, 194-9)*

Tho Group met 8 times and sot up tho following three Sub-Groups :
- a)

Sub-Group 5A1 - to carry out tho terms of reference of the Group for
the bonds between 255 and 4-15 kc/s - Chairman : H.A. Rowland (United
Kingdom);

b)

Sub-Group 5A2 forthe bands between 1605and 2850 kc/s, 3155 and
34-00 kc/s, 3500 and 3900 kc/s - Chairman : M.A-, Henry (France) 5

c)

Sub-Group 5A3 forthe bands between,160 and 1605 kc/s as regards
the African Region (including the maritime radiobeaco^ band 285-315 kc/s) - Chairman : Mr. Creighton (United Kingdom Colonies).
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Details of the work of the Sub-Groups are given in Documents 89, 118,
167, 21$ and 265®
2.2

Towards the end of its work, Group 5A also set up two ad hoc groups;
one, composed of the Chairmen of the Group and the Sub-Groups, to moke the
necessary amendments to the Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1
(Genova 1949)5 and the second, composed of Mr* Chef (France) and Mr. Svenndngsen (Denmark), to prepare recommendations to Committee 8 regarding the imple
mentation of the bonds between 255 and 415 kc/s.

2.3

The Sub-Groups worked hard and efficiently under the competent direct
ion of their Chairmen, Mr. Rowland, Mr. Henry and Mr. Creighton, and their
closest collaborators.
IIo Summary of the work - Points 1 and 2 of the terms of reference

3.1

In accordance with a decision taken by the Steering Committee at its
meeting on 5 October (Document 152, pages 4 and 5), the now frequency lists
for Rogions 1 and 3 will not be printed before the end of tho Conference
and corrections to the existing lists will be considered adequate. Thus the
work of Sub-Groups 5A1, 5A2 and 5A3 has been submitted in the form of
corrigenda to the "table of assignments" appearing in the Final Acts of the
Conferencefbr Region 1 (Genova 1949).

3.2

An account of the results of the work of Sub-Groups 5A1, 5A2 and 5A3
under points 1 and 2 of tho terms of reference is given in the Conference
documents listed in Docunent 253 (Revised).

3.3

That document also contains the proposed amendments that tho Group
thought should be made to the Final Acts of the Conference for Region 1
(Geneva, 1949).

3.4

With regard to maritime radiobeacons in the European Area, the Group
approved, at its meeting on 25 October, Document 209 (with its Annex and
Supplement) recommending that the Paris Regional Arrangement (1951) with
its Annexes and the Protocol annexed thereto be adopted by the E.A.R.C, and
included in its Filial Acts.
III. Point 3 of the terms of reference
Considerations and recommendations regarding the implementation of the
new frequency lists

4.1

Group 5A*s recommendations regarding the bands between 255 and 415 kc/s
are given in Document 281.

4.2

For the bands between 160 and 1605 kc/s for the African Region, Group
5A considers that, in view of the bands involved, the frequency lists for tho
African Region can be implemented at any date without risk of interference
for assignments in the European Area except, perhaps, in the case of certain
assignments in the north of the African Region. Tho Delegation of Egypt was
not represented at the final meeting and was thus unable to express its views
on tho question of implementation. However, the other members wore of the
opinion that it would be highly desirable to implement the list for medium
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wave broadcasting as quickly as possible; it was agreed that 1 January 1952
night be the starting date and 29 February 1952 the final date for this
implementation* The other bands could be implemented subsequently at any
time*
4*3

Frequency band 1605 to 2850 kc/s
This baiid will bo implemented oh 1 May 1953 at 0200 GMT for stations
other than ship stations; however, in view of the importance of the distress
frequency for the safety of life at sea, the frequency 2182 kc/s will replace
the present frequency of 1650 kc/s for all coast and ship stations on the
same date - 1 May 1953 at 0200 GMT.
Administrations will have six months from that date to put into
operation the ship frequencies other than 2182 kc/s.
Implementation

4*4

must be completed by 1 November 1953.

Frequency bands 3155 to 3400 kc/s and 3500 to 3900 kc/s
For these bands the Group is in favour of adopting a voluntary,
progressive method of implementation; it bases its Opinion on the congestion
of the bands and the fact that the use of frequencies in them is linked with
the development of propagation conditions and therefore depends on any
frequency transfers that may be made in the bands above 4 Mc/s.
The beginning of this implementation could be scheduled for 1 May 1952.
In applying the voluntary implementation, any Administration wishing
to bring into operation a frequency assigned to one of its stations in the
plan should ascertain that it will not cause harmful interference to the
stations of other Administrations; further, each Administration should
endeavour, as far as possible, to make the necessary adjustments in the
use of its frequencies to assist other Administrations to bring the fre
quencies in the plan into operation*
The Group is not in a position to establish a final date for this
period of implementation and considers that it depends on the time required
to carry out the transfers of frequencies above 4 Mc/s.
Finally, the Group wishes to draw the attention, of Committee 8 to the
need to coordinate the implementation of the bands between'2850 and 3900
kc/s in such a way that the aeronautical mobile service frequencies can be
brought into services

4*5

Status of the frequencies in the plan
As it is impossible to know for certain which frequencies will really
be used, especially in the bands above 3155 kc/s, the Group thinks it unwise
to confer upon the frequencies in the plan the status of registrations as
defined in the Atlantic City Regulations, as long a-3 that status has not
been conferred upon higher frequencies.
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The Group suggests that the date of notification of the frequencies
should be the same as the date of signature of the Final Acts of the E„A,R.C.
and that the question of the registration of these frequencies should be
reviewed at the next Ordinary Administrative Radio Conference c
4,6

Implementation of various paragraphs of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations,
The Group considers that the following numbers of the Radio Ragulations
should be implemented on 1 May 1953 s
N° 589 (Article 28)
Nos, 813 to 827 (Article 34)
N° 869 (Article 37)

4o7
4c8

4*9

The Group considers that N° 581 should not be implemented,,
The Group feels it should draw the attention of Committee 8 to the
following matter t for the tolerances for new ship transmitters,1 May 1953
(the starting date for the implementation of the band 1605.- 2850 kc/s) should
be chosen instead of 1 January 1952, the date already approved in Committee 8.
Stability of shin transmitters
Group 5A , bearing in mind
- the constant technical progress in the manufacture of ship transmitters
and crystals 5 and
- the need to observe the prescribed spacing between channels used by the
Maritime Mobile service 5
considers that Recommendation N° 1 of the Final Acts of the Conference for
Region 1 (Geneva 1949), should be supplemented so that the tolerance (0,02%)
shown in column 3 of Appendix 3 of the Radio Regulations is obtained on ship
transmitters within one year at the most after the implementation of the
band 1605 - 2850 kc/s (the proposed addition is given in Document 253 revised),
r/^Conclusion

5,

In submitting this report to Committee 5 I feel I'must say that, in
spite of the different views expressed. Group 5A worked in a truly cordial
atmosphere for which all the members of the Group are to be thanked.
The Group urges Committee 5 to approve this report*

Lo Sacco
Chairman of Working Group 5A

H/h
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In-band assignments

"dS)

NIT IONS
i

Assignments of -frequencies which are within
the bands allocated in the Atlantic City
Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned*
I

• Out-of-band assignments

Vi

Assignments of frequencies which are not
within the bonds allocated in the Atlantic
City Table of Frequency Allocations, to the
service concerned.

Appropriate bands

Tho frequency bands allocated in tho Atlantic
City Tablo of Froquoncy Allocations to tho
service concerned.

IoT.U. List'of Frequencies

The frequency list publishod by tho I.T.U.
in accordance with tho Cairo Gonoral Radio
Regulation.

Interim International
Froquoncy List

A proposed service documont to reflect the
current usago of froquoncios during tho
period botwoon tho E.A.R.C. and the.adoption'
of tho now Intornational Frcquoncy List.

Draft International
Froquoncy List

A list to be propared and submitted for
consideration and adoption by an Administra
tive Radio Conforonco.

Intornational Froquency
List

The list adopted by an Administrative Radio
Conference•

PREAM BLE

(Text to be incorporated in Chapter I of the Final Acts, Ref* Doc.No.156)
ARTICLE .».•
FIXED, LAM) MOBILE AND BROADCASTING SERVICES
The final arrangement of frequency usage for those parts of
the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table corresponding to Fixed,
Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s- (40.00 kc/s in
Region 2) and 27500 kc/s, shall be determined by plans, as far as the
High Frequency Broadcasting Service is concerned, and by the future
International Frequency List as far as the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services are concerned; . In principle, the
implementation * of these plans and this List should coincide with the
implementation of the Atlantic City Allocation Table for other services*
The basis and procedures for the preparation and acceptance of these plans
and this List are outlined in Chapter III, Article III,-Section I for tho
Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Sorvicos:and in Chapter
III, Article III, Section II, for the High Froquency Broadcasting Service*
In the meantime, and as an interim measure, Administrations
will avoid, as far as thoy find it practicable, establishing new assign
ments to the said services in the bands allocated at Atlantic City to
other services, and will moke efforts-by voluntary transfers to eliminate
the existing assignments to the said services situated in bands allocated
at Atlantic City to other services« The interim procedure to bo used for
these services is outlined in Chapter III,. Article I.

Committee S may require to revise this sentence.
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METHODS APPLIGAB.X^JCQ-.THE.-FIXED».--MMD....MOBILE-^ND-.BBOAD.Ci\STING. SERVICES.
BETWEEN 3950 kc/s (A000 kc/s REGION 2) and 27^500 kc/s

fflSEI
INTERIM PBOCEDUBE

SECTION I - Introduction
3*1*1*1*

During the interim .period between the E.A.R*C. and commencement of
the final adjustment period, assignments should be gradually moved into the
appropriate bands of the,Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations for the
Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting services* between 3950 kc/s (4.000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s6

3.1.1*2«

Administrations should make every endeavour to have all assignments,
with the exception of those which are unlikely to cause harmful interference,
in the appropriate Atlantic City bands at the earliest practicable date*

3«1«1»3«

This procedure will apply only until such time as Members of the
Union will have agreed on specific plans, or frequency lists, for these
services*
SECTION |I - Transfer of assignments which are outside the bands allocated
to the service concerned in the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations*

3«1»2*

Transfer of out-bf-band assignments into the *appropriate bands of
the Atlantic City Table'of Frequency Allocations should be made in accordance
with the following procedures j
a)

Ea^h Administration should first.examine its out-of-band frequency
assignments and will endeavour to interchange assignments when it
is possible to do so between its own services, in order that the
assignments conform to the Atlantic City Table of Frequency
Allocations* In such cases of interchange, due care must be taken
to avoid harmful interference to the services of other Administra
tions •

b)

When out-of-band assignments cannot be transferred in'accordance
with the procedure outlined in a) above, the Administrations con
cerned may collaborate with other Administrations to arrange, a._• .
suitable interchange of their respective outyof-band assignments*
In this case due regard must also be given to avoid harmful inter, ference to the services of other Administrations»

.

(dqc„

, 4. asi

- e )

c)

Each Administration, when endeavouring to transfer its out-of-band
assignments to in-band frequencies may in addition to the above,
follow the customary procedure of requesting assistance by monitor
ing the appropriate frequency band in the area of reception*

d)

An Administration may request the IFRB to study and make proposals
for the accommodation of out-of-band assignments, particularly in
those cases in which the Administration concerned has not been able
to carry out transfers without causing harmful interference to trans
missions on existing assignments* The proposal should take into
account the practical and technical possibilities in each individual
case*

e>

An Administration may request other Administrations to make slight
adjustments in the frequencies employed by their services^when su
adjustments would assist in the transfer of out-of-band assignments
to in-band frequencies*

f) During the interim period, in order to reduce the number of
frequencies used, and the spectrum space occupied, and in order
to assist, by these means, those Administrations who experience
difficulty in parrying out the objectives of the interim period,
in particular countries underdeveloped in the radio field, all
Administrations should endeavour to readjust their operations,
by the adoption of improved techniques, by accommodating as many
assignments as feasible on the same frequency, by the limitation
of the hours of operation, by geographical sharing and by all other
practicable methods* Administrations should inform the IFRB of the
frequencies they are able to free by the adoption of this procedure,
g) If, as a result of .its studies of a particular problem, the IFRB
finds that an interchange of assignments or adjustments of frequen
cies might provide a solution, and if such change is accepted by 1'
country or countries directly concerned, the interchange or 'adjust
ment will be recorded in the Interim International Frequency List*

■'

h) Administrations should collaborate with each other and the IFRB to
facilitate the solution of problems associated with the transfer of
out-of-band assignments to in-band frequencies* In particular,
whenever it proves necessary for studying the possibility of sharing
a frequency, the IFRB may request Administrations to supply informa
tion on the whole of the frequencies used for each circuit, on the
operating conditions of the circuit, etc*

SEG.TION III - Establishment o.f new assignments in the appropriate Atlantic

3* 1*3*1*

"When Administrations find it essential to establish new assignments,
the procedures specified in Chapter III, Article I, Section II, should be
followed so far as they are applicable..,

3*1*3*2*

Administrations should ensure that exact particulars of these new
assignments will be included in the Interim International Frequency List in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter III, Article 1/ , Section IV*
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SECTION IV - Information concerning changes in frequency usage
3.I.4.I.

a) Bearing in mind the necessity of providing precise and upto-date information on the use of the spectrum during the
interim period, Administrations should, whenever practicable,
inform the I.F.R.B. in advance of a proposed change in
frequency usage. The information requested in the Annex to
Chapter III, Art3c3e II, Section II, should reach the I.F.R.B.
not earlier than three months and not later than two weeks
-before the date for such a change.
b)
..

Administrations should also inform the I*F.R.B. when the
proposed change in the frequency usage has taken place.
Such information should indicate : :
(i)
(ii)

the in-band frequency occupied;
when appropriate, the out-of-band frequency vacated
and/or the entry in the Interim International Frequency
List to be deleted;
(iii) the date upon which the change
was made.Such,
information should in any case reach the I.F.R.B. not
later than t.on days after such change.
3.1.4*2.
The I.F.R.B. will servo as the centralising agency to maintain
informantion regarding proposed, or confirmed, changes in‘frequency usage.
It will, as far as the information at its disposal permits, transmit to the
Administration concerned, and to Administrations which might be affected,
its detailed comments regarding proposed changes if, in its opinion, such
changes are likely to result in harmful interference.
3.1.4.3;
The information received by the I.F.R.B. from Administrations
on confirmed changes in the use of frequencies, referred to in paragraph
3.1.4.1. b) above, will be used by the I.F.R.B. to keep up-to-date the
information to be included in the Interim International Frequency List.
3.1.4*4.
Where the date of receipt of the information, referred to in
paragraph 3#1#4*1* h) above, by the I.F.R.B. from the Administration
concerned is more than ten days after the date upon which the change is *
stated to have occurred, the date- of use to be entered in the Interim
InternationalFrequency List will be'that' of the tenth day before the date
upon which the informantion was received by the I*F*R.B.
SECTION V - Procedure in cases of harmful interference
3.1.5*

Administrations should exercise the utmost goodwill and mutual
assistance in the application of the provisions of Article 44 of the
Convention and of Article 14 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations to the
settlement of problems of interference during tho interim period.
Bw
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ARTICLE II
INTERIM INTERNATIONAL FREQUENCY LIST
SECTION I - Introduction
3.2*1

Until otherwise decided by an Administrative Radio Conference,
there shall be published, as a service document, an Interim International
Frequency List as set forth below*
SECTION II - Preparation of the Interim International Frequency List

3.2.2.1*
The I.F.R.B, shall compile in collaboration with, and for annual
publication by the Secretariat General, an nInterim International Frequency
List” until a new International Frequency List has been adopted by an
Administrative Radio Conference* The first edition shall be published not
later than 1 October 1952. This List shall be kept up to date by the
publication of quarterly supplements*
3*2.2.2.
The Interim International Frequency List shall contain details
of the usage of frequencies needed to maintain existing services over the
complete solar cycle, based on the information submitted in accordance with
paragraph 3.2.2.A* below, and such information which is submitted sub
sequently to reflect changes in frequency usage.
3.2.2.3«
The Interim International Frequency List shall be published in
the form indicated for List I of Appendiy 6 of the Atlantic City Radio
Regulations. Column 2a (Date of Registration) and 2b (Date of Notification)
shall be left blank.
3.2.2.A*
The minimum particulars to be furnished by Administrations to the
I.F.R.B., for inclusion in the first edition of the Interim International
Frequency List, are specified in the Annex to Chapter III, Article II,
Section II, and should be submitted in the form indicated in paragraph
3.2.2.3* above not later than 1 April 1952.
3.2.2.5•
For those countries whose Administrations have not furnished in
the required form, any information on their current usage of frequencies in
accordance with paragraph 3.2.2.4* above, the I«F.R„B. shall extract such
information as is available from the last edition of the I.T.U. List of
Frequencies (16th edition, including the final supplement referred to in
Chapter III, Article V, paragraph 3.5*1.)* This information shall be
published by tteSecretary General in a separate document entitled
“Supplementary Information to the Interim International Frequency List”
concurrently with the publication of the Interim International Frequency
List and in the same form. • The Secretary General, according to the
information compiled by the I.F.R.B*, shall publish half-yearly supplements
to this document.
Bw
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ANNEX TO CHAPTER III. ARTICLE II, SECTION II,

A.
The columns of List I, Appondix 6, which are to bo utilized for
s u b n i s s i o n " T h f o r m o i i o n for inclusion iZ'tE'e^Interim International
frequency hisfT
~
' ““
1,

Frequency in kc/s

2c* Date of Putting into service
3*

(a)

Call sigh

4a*

Name, geographical position (b) of the transmitting station and
name of country to which the station belongs.

4b*

Locality(s) or region(s) with which communication is established (h)(k)

5*

Class of station and type of service (c)

6.

Cla.ss of emission and bandwidth (d)

7.

Typo of transmission

8m

Power in kW

(o)

(mean)

9a*

Azimuth of maximum radiation of the antenna in degrees from true North
(clockwise)

9c*

Gain in decibels (db) in direction of the maximum radiation at the
assigned frequency (f) (g)

10*

Maximum hours of use of each circuit to each locality or area for
which the frequency is utilized (G*M*T«) (h) (i)

13.

Remarks (j)
(a) See paragraph B below
(b) In degrees and minutes
(c) Use tho symbols in Appondix 7 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(d) SeeArticle 2 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(0) Seenote j of Appendix I of the Atlantic. City Radio Regulations
(f) See note o of Appondix I of tho Atlantic City Radio Regulations
(g) Although this information would be very useful in calculating
tho risks of interference, Administrations need not furnish it
unless it is easily available
(h) Note change from List I Appondix 6
(1) As complementary information, indicate by a letter I any part
of the period during which the operation is intermittent*
(j) Whenever possible and appropriate indicate tho season and solar
index when the frequency might be expected to be used and whether
during tho day, night or transition period (at the transmitter).
(k) In cases in which a region is indicated instead of a locality,
tho region must be weil defined and sufficiently small to make it
easy to forecast tho conditions of the use of the froquency from
. the propagation point of view. Only the locality (localities) or
region(s) for which the frequency is normally used should bo
indicated*

Ch
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B.
With reference to column 2c, the date will insofar as the
Fixed, Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 kc/s (,4000 kc/s
Region 2) and 27,500 kc/s are concerned. bo determined as fellows s

1.

Frequency assignments appearing in tho last edition of the I.T.U.
List of Frequencies (16th edition, including the final supplement), and
which are within the appropriate Atlantic City bands, will show in Column
2c of the Interim International Frequency List tho date on which they
were put into use i«c, tho date recorded in Column 12 of the latest edition
of tho I.T.U. List of Frequencies. However, in the case of a frequency
which has been transferred without changing the nature of the service from
one station to another station of the same Administration, separated
geographically by a distance not sufficient to cause a change in tho
possibilities of interference, the assignment in the Interim International
Frequency List will boar in Column 2c the date recorded in Column 12 of
the appropriate edition of the I.T.U*, List of Frequencies for tho .former
assignment. If the frequencies involved are slightly adjusted as a result
of negotiations between Administrations in consultation with the I.F.R.B.,
to onablo more efficient use of the spectrum, and provided thoso adjustments
do not cause harmful interference to established assignments, the assignments .
referred to this paragraph shall also show in Column 2c the date recorded
in Column 12 of the I*ToU, List of Frequencies*

2.

Assignments contained in the last edition of the I.T.U* List of
Frequencies (16th edition, including the final supplement), but not considered
in paragraph 1 above, shall show in Column 2c of the Interim International
Frequency List the date shown in Column 12 of the I.T.U* List of Frequencies
provided that these assignments continue on the same frequencies. When
these assignments are transferred t o on appropriate band in accordance with
the Atlantic City Table of Frequoncy Allocations, they shall receive in
Column 2c, the actual confirmed date of transfer, subject to the provisions
of Chapter III, Article I, Section IV« However, should harmful interference
occur within a maximum period of six months to or from established in-band
assignments, the Administration concerned may revert to its former frequency,
and the assignment will retain the date in Column 12 of the I.T.U. List of
Frequencies However, Administrations should make every endeavour to have
such assignments transferred to an in-band frequency as soon as practicable.

3#

Assignments which are made in the appropriate Atlantic City bands to
satisfy new requirements shall receive in Column 2c of the Interim Inter
national Frequency List the actual date o£ use, as indicated in accordance
with paragraph 3«1«4»1» b) subject to the provisions of paragraph 3*l«4*4e

Bw
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■ARTICLE

III

PREPARATION OF LISTS OR PLANS

SECTION I -? Preparation of the Draft International Frequency List
for Fixed. Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting
Services0
3*3»1»1»
The-IeF*R»B* shall-begin, as soon as practicable, to undertake studies
with a view to the preparation of the Draft International'Frequency List for
the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Zone Broadcasting Serviceso
3*3*1*2»
During the period of final adjustment, as defined in Chapter IV,
Article 1, there-may be some unsatisfied actual new requirements, particularly
forcountries underdeveloped in the field of radio communications*
‘3*3»1.3. • As
soon as practicable,the IFRB should begin the preparation of the
Draft International Frequency List® When complete, this list will have taken
• into account j
(a) the Interim International Frequency List, .
(b) the unsatisfied actual new requirements at the end of the final
adjustment period*
3«3*1*4*
In determining the most equitable method of drawing up the Draft Inter
national Frequency List, the IFRB shall give careful consideration to incor
porating such methods as practicable as were submitted to or prepared at the
EARC or subsequently submitted by Administrations* •
3*3«1«5«
The Draft International Frequency List shall incorporate the assign
ments contained in the Interim International Frequency List adjusted where
necessary to improve the efficiency of exploitation of the spectrum and so
permit the accommodation of new services® In addition, the Draft List will
reflect improvements in technical and operating standards®
SECTION II

-

Preparation of Draft Plans for the.High Frequency
^oadcasting., Service*

3»3#2al*
The IFRB shall begin, after the end of this Conference, the preparatory,
work necessary for the drawing up of draft plans for the High Frequency
Broadcasting Service, taking into consideration t
a)
b)

Bd

the Agreement and Basic Plan of Mexico City;
the work of the Technical Plan Committee, Paris, and of the
Florence/Rapallo Conference; •
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c)
up-to-date requirements. In presenting such requirements countrie
shall bear in mind the fact that at peak hours especially, the number of
assignments provided for in the Basic Plan cannot be appreciably increased
without there being a risk of compromising its technical value.
3.3*2.2.
The IFRB shall accordingly proceed to assemble the necessary
information. The information referred to in paragraph 3.3.2.1. c) above
should be sent by Administrations so as to reach the IFRB not later than
1 July 1952.
In the case of Administrations which have not sent the information
required by the date specified, the IFRB shall assume that the requirements
of such administrations are those contained in the Mexico City Basic Plan.
This information shall be circulated to administrations as early as possible.
3.3.2.3.
a) The IFRB shall adjust the Mexico City Basic Plan and the draft
plans prepared by the Technical Plan Committee, Paris, and prepare such
additional draft plans as are considered necessary for the remaining seasons
and phases of solar activity,
b) The IFRB shall apply he technical principles and standards
contained in the Mexico City Agreement and Plan. However, the IFRB may make
changes in these standards to the extent necessary to enable it to produce
a plan likely to be generally acceptable.
c) For peak hours, especially during lower solar activity periods
when the lower bands are likely to be more congested, the EARC agrees that,
in order that the IFRB may evolvo acceptable plans, the Administrations must
voluntarily reduce demands for channel hours in the same ratio as the relative
reduction in spectrum space due to the solar changes; and, the degree of
reduction required shall be communicated by the IFRB to all Administrations
for their consideration and comment.

Bd
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ARTICLE IV
PROGRESS REVIEWS AM) REPORTS

3*4.1

3*4*2

The IFRB, in making its reports to the Members of the Uniony
shall take into account ail progress made in carrying out the
decisions of this Conference and in particular t
a)

the progress made during the Interim Period;

b)

the preparation of draft plans for H*F* Broadcasting;

c)

the observations submitted by the Administrations (copies
to be attached to the Reports)*

The Administrative Council at its session in 1953 is invited
to pay very special attention to the stato of progress as regards
the draft plan for H*F* Broadcasting and to recommend to the
Administrations tho necessary action the Council considers appropriate#

as

*» 1 2 —
(Doc* 264 - E)

ARTICLE V

I*T*U* LIST OF FREQUENCIES

3*5*1

Tho Secretary Gonoral shall publish a final recapitulative
supplomont to the 16th Edition of the I*T*U* List of Frequencies
between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s in Rogion 2) and 27,500 kc/s#
containing particulars of all notifications and modifications
received from Administrations up to 29 February 1952*

3*5*2

Tho Interim Intornational Froquoncy List will replace as a
service document the I*T*U* List of Frequencies until the new
International Froquency List is adopted*

- 13 ~
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CHAPTER.,1V -..FINAL ADJUSTMENT. AND IMPIIMSNTATIOH
(to be incorporated in Chapter IV of the Final Acts, Ref. Doc. 156)

4.
0,1

The Atlantic City Table of Frequency Allocations shall come^ into
force between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s Region 2) and 27500 kc/s on the date
adopted by an Administration Radio Conference for the implementation of the
New International Frequency List,

4*0 .2

With a view to the implementation of the Atlantic City Table of
Frequency allocations, countries will adopt the procedure oatlindd in
Chapter IV, Article I, for the final Adjustment of assignments to the
Atlantic City bands«
ARTICLE I

Final Adjustment., for the bands 3950 kc/s (4000 ko/s Region 2 )
and 27500 kc/s.
4*1*1

The final adjustment into the bands between 3950 kc/s (4000 kc/s
Region. 2) and 27500 kc/s will consist of a period of a relatively short*
duration during which all services will move to assignments within the
appropriate bands allocated at Atlantic City. This movement of assignments
shall be in accordance with a prearranged schedule as provided in paragraph
4.1.7 below. The date for the beginning of this period shall be determined
in accordance with paragraph 4»1.5 below.
During the final adjustment period, the Fixed, Land Mobile and
Tropical Zone Broadcasting Services Shall finally adjust operations to the
appropriate bands to clear the bands not allocated to these services and
to facilitate the preparation of adraft International Frequency List as
established in Chapter III, Article III, Section I.

4*1*3

Also, during this period, the High Frequency Broadcasting Services
shall be brought into conformity with the assignments contained in the plan
for this service, prepared in accordance with the provisions of Chapter III,
Article III, Section I I , and accepted in accordance with Chapter IV, Article
III.
During this period, the aeronautical mobile and maritime mobile
services will complete their movements into their respective bands.

4.1.5

The Administrative Council is invited, during its 1955 session,
to review the progress made during the interim period, with a view to
recommending a specific date for the beginning of the final adjustment
period, taking into account that the plan for High Frequency Broadcasting
may have been accepted and its implementation agreed« If no plans have
been accepted for High Frequency Broadcasting or if the progress made by
other services during the interim period has not developed to a satisfactory
degree, the Administrative Council is invited to consider the situation and
make recommendations to Administrations for measures to be taken, amongst
which will be considered the convening of the Administrative Radio Conference.

Le

- u
(D o c *

4 -1 -6

-
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S h o u ld t h e M em bers o f t h e U n io n c o n s id e r t h a t t h e d a te recom m ended
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e C o u n c il f o r th e com mencement o f t h e f i n a l a d ju s tm e n t
p e r i o d i s n o t a c c e p t a b le * t h e C o u n c il i s i n v i t e d t o r e c o n s id e r t h e m a t t e r
a t e a c h o f i t s s u b s e q u e n t s e s s io n s u n t i l s u c h tim e a s a m a j o r i t y o f t h e
M e m b e rs o f t h e U n io n a g r e e on a s u i t a b l e d a te *
b y th e

4 *1 -7

( C o m m it t e e
a ffe c ts

8,

w hen c o n s id e r in g

s e v e r a l s e r v ic e s ,

s h o u ld

ta k e

th e

in to

fin a l

a d ju s tm e n t p e r io d

a c c o u n t D oc9 1 3 1 ,

w h ic h

2 *2 *2 ).

A R T IC L E I I
A c c e p ta n c e
fo r
4 *2 *1

th e

a n d Im p le m e n ta tio n

F ix e d *

The d r a f t
be

s u b m itte d

to

a n d a d o p tio n *

4 *2 *2

S h o u ld
I I I ,

A r tic le

C o u n c il

R a d io

C o n fe re n c e w i l l

th e

t i o n a l F re q u e n c y
I I I ,

w h ic h i s

Zone B r o a d c a s tin g

I n t e r n a t io n a l fr e q u e n c y L i s t f o r

p r e p a r a t io n

th e
L is t

I* F * R * B .
in

S e c tio n
in v it e d

o f

fin d

C o n fe re n c e

r e c e iv e d

th e

to

i t
ta k e

i t

w ill

b y th e

s e r v ic e s

s h a ll

c o n s id e r a tio n
th a t have

Io F o R a B *

im p o s s ib le
th e

re fe r

th e

a p p r o p r ia te

to

p re p a re

p ro c e d u re
m a tte r to

a fte r

th e

a d r a f t In te rn a 

p r o v id e d
th e

fo r in

C h a p te r

A d m in is t r a tiv e

a c tio n .

4 - 2 * 3 The a c c e p te d L i s t f o r th o s e s e r v ic e s s h a l l be in c lu d e d ' i n
I n t e r n a t i o n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t *

Le

above

S e r v ic e s -

D r a f t I n t e r n a t io n a l F re q u e n c y L is t *

a c c o rd a n c e w it h
I,

th e
fo r

c o n s i d e r new a s s ig n m e n ts

and a n y m o d ific a tio n s

com m encem ent o f

In t e r n a t io n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t

L a n d M o b ile « a n d T r o p ic a l

a n A d m in is t r a tiv e

T h is

b e e n a c tiv a te d

o f th e

th e
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ARTICLE I I I
HIGH FREQUENCY BROADCASTING SERVICE
ACCEPTANCE AND IMPLEMENTATION OF PLfiNS

Um3 * 1

The I . F . R . B .
i t
th e

w ill

have

d e g re e

o f v o lu n ta r y

th e ir

r e q u ir e m e n ts .

th e ir

c o m m e n ts ,

I.F .R .B *
th e

to

i f

lig h t

o f th e

in v it e d
is

to

i t

w ill

be r e c e iv e d

b y a d a te

r e s u lts

to

to

th e

d r a f t p la n s

c o m m u n ic a t e t o

th e m

b e m ade b y A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s

The A d m in is t r a t io n s

c o m m e n ts r e c e i v e d

C o n fe re n c e

A d m in is t r a tio n s

n e c e s s a ry

r e d u c t io n

s h a l l s u b m it .th e

C o u n c il i s

4 -.3 » 2

s h a l l s u b m it t o

c o m p le te d $

th e

fr o m

can send to
i t

w ill

th e

s p e c ify ,

A d m in is t r a tiv e

in

I.F .R .B ,
and

th e

C o u n c il.

A d m in is t r a tio n s ,

th e

c o n s i d e r w h e th e r a H ig h F r e q u e n c y B r o a d c a s t in g

n e c e s s a ry f o r

th e

c o n s id e r a tio n

o f

th e s e

d r a f t p la n s .

When p la n s f o r t h e H ig h F re q u e n c y B r o a d c a s t in g S e r v ic e a re
a d o p te d , t h e a s s ig n m e n ts i n th e s e p la n s s h a l l be in c lu d e d i n t h e
D r a f t I n t e r n a t i o n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t o r i n t h e new I n t e r n a t i o n a l
F re q u e n c y L i s t , w h ic h e v e r a p p l i e s .

Ge

In

A d m in is tr a tiv e
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R E S O LU T IO N NO.

R el a t i n g

to

th e

F ix e d ,

k c /s

L a n d M o b ile

(4 ,0 0 0 k c / s

Tho E x t r a o r d in a r y

in

a nd B r o a d c a s tin g S e r v ic e s

R e g io n

2)

A d n in is tr a t iv e

b e tw e e n 3 9 5 0

a n d 2 7 .5 0 0 k c 7 s .

R a d io

C o n fe ro n c e

(E A R C )

c o n s id o r in g
a)

A d m in is t r a tiv e

iim ite d
b)

tim e

th e

v o lu m e s

IF R B

to

th e

EARC, f o r

C ity

T a b le

c)

N os.

d)

th e

20

.

22, 125,

p r o p o s a ls

m e th o d s

163,
th e

. .■

129,

130,

131,

o f A d m in is t r a tio n s
th e

o p e r a t io n ;

181,

H ig h

p a r t ic u la r

th e

ta s k s ;

o f b r in g in g

in to

o f d e le g a t io n s

p r o v is io n s
I

e n tir e

132,

1 4 -0 ,

and th e

A tla n tic

.

184- a n d 2 0 5 r e l a t i n g

to

th e

F re q u e n c y B r o a d c a s tin g S e r v ic e ;

1

to

th e

EARC,

,■.t
'

annexed

to

D ocum ent

in

th e

F in a l A c ts

o f

’’ I n t e r i m ' p r o c e d u r e ”

c o n ta in e d

fo r

th e

L a n d M o b ile

b e tw e e n 3 9 5 0 k c / s

f )

th e

p r o b le m s

w ith in

th e

a p p r o p r ia te

p ro c e d u re

(4 -0 0 0 k c / s

in v o lv e d

re fe rre d

in

fro q u e n c y

and B r o a d c a s tin g

2 7 ,5 0 0 k c / s ;

e x is tin g

m e th o d p r o v id e d

to

above;

to

in

and

EAR C , C h a p te r

a c c o m m o d a t in g a l l

t h a t m any d e le g a t io n s
to

R e g io n 2 )

th e

C it y

e)

m e th o d r e f e r r e d

in

F ix e d ,

A tla n tic
in

d e ta ile d

199 and in

'

th e

g)

fo r

i

s ta te m e n ts

A r tic le

s e r v ic e s

th e

105,

o f d r a f t p la n s

N o.

c o m p le te * its

( r e v is e d ) ,

s u ita b le

2131

e)

EARC t o

c o n ta in in g

EARC D o c u m e n ts N o s .

■■

th o

th e

o f F re q u e n c y A llo c a t io n s

p r e p a r a t io n

I I I ,

fo r

EARC D o c u m e n ts

172 and

N o.

C o u n c il R e s o lu t io n

p r o v id e d

e)

lis t s ,

above

th e

bands b y

EARC e x p r e s s e d

s h o u ld

p la n n e d

th e

b e r e p la c e d

on th e

b a s is

th e

a s s ig n m e n ts

o p in io n

as e a r ly

fo r

th a t

in

th e

a s p o s s ib le

o f e n g in e e r in g

by

p r in c ip le s

and e q u ity ;
h)

t h a t s e v e r a l m e th o d s f o r

th o

F ix e d ,

a t,

th e

L a n d M o b ile

EARC a l s o

a d o p te d b y th e
c o n ta in
i)

th a t i t

j)

is

and d a ta
d e s ir a b le

A tla n tic

t h a t th e

M o x ic o

b r o a d c a s tin g

p r in c ip le s

a p p r o p r ia te

th e

C it y

s p e c tr u m

fre q u e n c y l i s t s ,
s e r v ic e s

C i t y B a s ic

P la n

c o n fe re n c e s

fo r

space

each

C it y

to

fo r

o r p re p a re d

to

be

c o n s id e r a tio n ;
c o n ta in e d

e a r l ie s t p r a c t ic a b le

a v a ila b le

A tla n tic

to ,

P r o v is io n a l F re q u e n c y B o a rd ,

fu rth e r

s e r v ic e

a t th e

o r p la n s

s u b m itte d

and te c h n ic a l p r in c ip le s

a n d th e

w h ic h d e s e r v e

bends

c o n s id e r a b ly re d u c e d b y th e

Ge

e v o lv in g

a n d B r o a d c a s tin g

th e

R a d io

F ix e d

w it h in
d a te ;

S e r v ic e

C o n fe re n c e ;

was

its
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k)
t h a t th e A e r o n a u t ic a l and M a r it im e M o b ile s e r v ic e s s h o u ld n o t be
s u b j e c t t o h a r m f u l i n t e r f e r e n c e fr o m o t h e r s e r v ic e s on f r e q u e n c ie s
e s s e n t i a l f o r th e s a f e t y o f l i f e 5
l)
t h a t a t th e b e g in n in g
j A r t i c l e I , , t h e r e may be some
t o in - b o n d f r e q u e n c ie s , a ls o
r e q u ir e m e n t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y . f o
c o m m u n ic a tio n s e r v ic e s 5 .

o f a n d d u r in g t h e f i n a l a d ju s t m e n t , C h a p te r I V ,
o u t - o f - b a n d a s s ig n m e n ts s t i l l n o t t r a n s f e r r e d
t h e r e may vie 11 bo some u n s a t i s f i e d a c t u a l new
r c o u n t r ie s w i t h u n d e rd e v e lo p e d r a d i o 

m)t h a t ; c u r r e n t k n o w le d g e ' of. th e u s e . w h ic h i s b e in g made o f th e
s p e c tr u m i s n e c e s s a r y t o e n a b le A d m in is t r a t i o n s t o s e l e c t f r e q u e n c ie s f o r
o u t - o f - b a n d ond new a s s ig n m e n ts ?

t h a t A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s , whoso c o u n t r i e s a r e u n d e r d e v e lo p e d i n th e
r a d io c o m m u n ic a tio n f i e l d , may need s p e c i a l a s s is t a n c e i n s a t i s f y i n g t h e i r
e s s e n t i a l a d d i t i o n a l f r e q u e n c y r e q u ir e m e n ts 3
re q u e s ts
A d m in is tr a tio n s t o *

,

a)
g iv e s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n t o a s s i s t i n g t h e A d m i n i s t r a t i o n s o f
c o u n t r i e s u n d e r d e v e lo p e d i n th e r a d io c o m m u n ic a tio n , f i o I d t o e n a b le t h e i r
a c t u a l c u r r e n t f r o q u e n c y r e q u ir e m e n ts t o be s a t i s f i e d , a s f a r as p o s s i b l e ,
b o t h b y o f f e r i n g a d v ic e on .the p o s s ib le s o l u t i o n o f t e c h n i c a l p r o b le m s ,
a n d , i n a p p r o p r ia t e c a s e s , b y p r o v i d i n g a s s is t a n c e i n m o n it o r in g ?
b)
a p p ly , t o th e e x t e n t p r a c t i c a b l e , t h e t e c h n i c a l p r i n c i p l e s
d e v e lo p e d , and d a t a d e r i v e d , d u r in g t h e c o u rs e o f th o w o rk o f t h e
P r o v i s i o n a l F re q u e n c y B o a rd and o f t h e H ig h F re q u e n c y B r o a d c a s t in g C o n fe re n c e s
a nd t h e re c o m m e n d a tio n s o f th e CCIR, when m a k in g fr e q u e n c y a s s ig n m e n ts ?
c)
s u p p ly t h e IFRB w i t h s u m m a rie s o f m o n i t o r i n g i n f o r m a t i o n r e l a t i n g
t o t h e p r e s e n t u s a g e o f f r e q u e n c ie s , h a v in g r e g a r d t o A r t i c l e 1 8 a n d .
A p p e n d ix C o f th e A t l a n t i c C i t y R a d io R e g u la t io n s ( A d m i n i s t r a t i v e
C o u n c il R e s o lu t io n 200}3
d)
u n d e r ta k e c e r t a i n m o n it o r i n g a t th e r e q u e s t o f t h o IFRB when th e
l a t t e r r e q u i r e s a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n f o r th o s o l u t i o n o f s p e c i a l
p ro b le m s 3
e)
s t u d y and t o s u b m it t o t h e A d m i n i s t r a t i v e R a d io C o n fe re n c e w h ic h
w i l l c o n s id e r th e D r a f t I n t e r n a t i o n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t , a n y m e th o d s w h ic h
t h e y c o n s id e r m ig h t im p r o v e th e u s e o f t h i s p a r t o f th e s p e c tru m *

Ge
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d ir e c ts
The
a)
th e

I< ,F 3R , B o t o

c o n tin u e
p r e p a r a t io n

M o b ile

to

;

s tu d y

o f d ra ft

a ll

th e

m e th o d s

fre q u e n c y l i s t s ,

and T r o p ic a l Zone

B r o a d c a s tin g

D r a f t I n t e r n a t io n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t ,
te c h n ic a l p r in c ip le s
to
th e

th o s e

d e v e lo p e d

and

s ta n d a rd s

b y th e

s u b m itte d

o r p la n s ,

s e r v ic e s

u tilis e ,
c o n ta in e d

to

fo r

th e
th e

E *A *R *C * f o r
F ix e d ,

Land

a n d , w h e n p r e p a r in g

as f a r
in

as

p o s s ib le ,

th e s e m e th o d s ,

P r o v is io n a l F re q u e n c y B o a rd ,

th e

th e

in

a d d itio n

o r re c o m m e n d e d b y

C*C*I*Ro;

b)

s u b m it t o

th e

A d m in is tr a tiv e

R a d io

C o n fe r e n c e w h ic h w i l l

c o n s id e r

t h e D r a f t I n t e r n a t i o n a l F r e q u e n c y L i s t a n y c o m p r o m is e m e t h o d , o r m e t h o d s ,
w h ic h i t c o n s id e r s m ig h t im p ro v e th e u s e o f t h i s p a r t o f th e s p e c tr u m ;
c)
in

g iv e

s p e c ia l a t t e n t io n

c o n n e c tio n w it h

e s s e n tia l,

and to

u tilis e ,

re fe rre d

to

d)

in it ia t e

re q u e s ts

s p e c ific

in

as fa r

s ta n d a rd s

in

to

m o re d i f f i c u l t

a s p o s s ib le ,

p a ra g ra p h
to

a)

w h e re

su ch a c tio n

th e
th e

p r o b le m s

c o u n tr ie s

a r is in g

c o n s id e r

te c h n ic a l p r in c ip le s

and

above;

A d m in is t r a tio n s

f r e q u e n c y a s s ig n m e n ts ,

o f fr e q u e n c ie s ,

th e

fr e q u e n c y r e q u ir e m e n t s w h ic h

o r to
w o u ld

to

m ake

s l i g h t a d ju s tm e n ts

e f f e c t in te r c h a n g e s
fa c ilit a te

th e

in

th e

use

a c c o m m o d a t io n o f t h e

e s s e n t ia l fr e q u e n c y r e q u ir e m e n ts ;
e)

c o m p ile ,

in fo r m a tio n ,

to

in

a n a p p r o p r ia te

be p u b lis h e d

b y th e

fo rm ,

p e r io d ic

S e c re ta ry

s u m m a r ie s

o f m o n ito r in g

G e n e r a l;

u rg e s
A d m in is t r a tio n s

a n d th e

I* F * E » B *

o f tr a n s fe r r in g

e x is tin g

o u t-o f-b a n d

new a s s ig n m e n ts

in to

a p p r o p r ia te

e v e n tu a l b r in g in g
A llo c a tio n s

Le

a t

th e

th e

in to

fo rc e

o f

th e

to

c o o p e ra te

a s s ig n m e n ts ,
A tla n tic
A tla n tic

e a r l ie s t p r a c t ic a b le

d a te *

C it y
C ity

in

a n d th e

s o lv in g

bands to
T a b le

th e

p r o b le m s

e s ta b lis h m e n t o f
fa c ilit a te

o f F re q u e n c y

th e
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RECOMMENDATION N °

CONCERNING C * C . I . R *

S T U D IE S

IN F L U E N C IN G THE

C O N TAIN M EN T OF THE F I X E D . LAND

M O B IL E AND BRO AD C ASTIN G S E R V IC E S BETWEEN 3950 k c / s
2 7 f> 0 Q r k c V s I N THE A P P R O P R IA T E BANDS I N THE A T L A N T IC

(4000

k c / s R E G IO N 2 ) AND
C IT Y T A B LE OF FREQUENCY

A LLO C A T IO N S
The E x tr a o r d in a r y A d m in is t r a t iv e

R a d io

C o n fe re n c e

o f G eneva,

c o n s id e r in g
a)

th a t

th e

F ix e d ,

L a n d M o b ile

R e g io n

2)

27,500

and

in te r im
k c /s

th e

r e d u c t io n , o f; e x i s t i n g

th e

m in im u m ,

econom y i n

th e

th e

b)
a p p lic a tio n

fo r e c a s tin g

th e

C .C * I.R » ,

d)
a d v ic e

be

in

fo llo w e d

in

c o n n e c tio n w it h

3950

b e tw e e n

C h a p te r I I I ,

(4000

k c /s

A rt.II,
to

th e

th e

k c /s

n e c e s s ita te s

s p a c - in g s b e t w e e n a d j a c e n t c h a n n e l s

o f com m on c h a n n e l s h a r i n g

o f p r o p a g a t io n

G eneva,
is

p ro g r a m m e

1951,

to

m a x im u m a n d

t h a t th e

u r g e n t ly

is

o f s u c h m e a s u re s i s d e p e n d e n t o n th e e a r ly
a n d th e p r o v is io n o f a c c u ra te d a ta f o r

c o n d itio n s ;
o f

s tu d ie s

fo r m u 3 a te d a t t h e

c o m p r e h e n s iv e

a nd c o v e rs

S ix t h

M e e t in g

a d e q u a te ly

th e

o f

a s p e c ts

needed;
C * C , I cR * s h o u l d

A d m in is t r a tio n s

is

o u tlin e d

fr e q u e n c y

a p p lic a tio n

t h a t th e

o n w h ic h a d v ic e

to

as

t h a t th e e ffe c tiv e n e s s
o f im p r o v e d t e c h n i q u e s

c)

to

n u m b e r o f f r e q u e n c y a s s ig n m e n ts ;

th e

d a te ,

p ro c e d u re

a n d B r o a d c a s tin g S e r v ic e s

and th e

m ake a v a i l a b l e ,

IF R B ,

in te r im

n e e d e d , e v e n th o u g h th e

a t

re p o rts

s tu d ie s

th e

e a r l i e s t p o s s ib le

o n th e

m a tte rs

a re

not

th e

p ro g r a m m e o f

o n w h ic h

c o m p le te ;

re q u e s ts
th e

C * C * I« R *

to

e x p e d it e

w h ic h w i l l

a s s is t A d m in is t r a tio n s

a r is in g

in

c o n n e c tio n w it h

and,

g iv e

tio n )

to

phases

and th e

c a r r y in g

p a r t ic u la r a tte n tio n

a ll

I* F * R .B *

o u t th e

to

o f

s tu d ie s

th e

s o lu tio n

o u tlin e d

(s e e A n n e x t o

th is

in

o f p r o b le m s
a)

above,

R ecom m enda

c o n c e rn e d w it h :
a)

th e

to

tr a n s m it in t e llig e n c e

d e te r m in a t io n

o f th e

c o r r e s p o n d in g b a n d w id th s
b)

th e

ty p e s

fre q u e n c y
o f r a d io

s ta b ilit y

m in im u m b a n d w i d t h s w h i c h a r e

by

th e

w h ic h

s ta b ilit ie s

tr a n s m itte r

c o n s is te n t w it h

v a r io u s
a re

w h ic h

ty p e s

a c h ie v e d
a re

a n d m e th o d s

n e c e s s a ry

o f e m is s io n a n d t h e

in

a c h ie v e d

p r a c t ic e ;
fo r

o f o b ta in in g

p r a c t i c a l d e s ig n

c ) th e s e l e c t i v it y o f r a d io r e c e iv e r s
ty p e s o f e m is s io n a n d t h e s e l e c t i v i t y
r e p r e s e n ta tiv e r e c e iv e r s ;

H /h

in

p ro c e d u re

s tu d ie s

th e

v a r io u s

im p r o v e d

c o n s id e r a tio n ;

n e c e s s a r y t o r e O G iv e ^ a iS io u s
c h a r a c te r is tic s o f

— 2 0 *•
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d)

th o

s ig n a ls

m in im u m p e r m i s s i b l e
f o r 't h e

o)

th e

a n te n n a

f )

th e

c o lle c t io n ,

and

o f r a d io

e n g in e e r in g

r a t io

s a tis fa c to r y
d ir e c tiv it y

n o is e

a n a ly s is
d a ta

o f r a d io

to

b e tw e e n t h o

r e c e p t io n

w h ic h

d e s ir e d

c a n b o a c h ie v e d

and d is tr ib u tio n
p r o v id e

a n d u n d e s ir e d

o f ,e a c h ty p e .; o f e m is s io n !
in

p r a c t ic e ;

o f r a d io

p r o p a g a t io n

p r a c t ic a l in fo r m a tio n

fo r

th e

c ir c u it s *

in v it e s
th e A d m in is t r a tio n s ,
C * C * I* R *

Re

and i t s

s tu d y g ro u p s ,

in
to

th e ir
g iv e

p a r t ic ip a tio n

in

s p e c ia l p r i o r i t y

th e
to

w o rk
th e s e

o f th e
s tu d ie s *
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A N N E

X

THE REC CMMENDAT IONS, QUESTIONS. STUDIES AND REPORTS APPROVED BY THE SIXTH
C aCoI,R, ARE DETAILED- IN "VOLUME OF RE GQMMEND ATI ON3~ETC ... OF THE C.C,I,R.
SIXTH PLENARY ASSEMBLY. GENEVA. 1951», THE MORE IMPORTANT"STUDIES AND
QUESTIONS BEARING ON THE M E D I A T E PROBLEMS ARE ?

Study Programme No 8

B a n d w id th a n d
C o m p le t e

S ig n a l- t o - N o is e

Study Programme No 1

B a n d w id th

Study Programme No 4

F re q u e n c y S h i f t K e y in g

Study Programme No 2

H a r m o n ic s

Question No 62

S in g le

Study Programme No 3

F re q u e n c y S t a b ilis a t io n

Study Programme No 30

in

o f E m is s io n s 0

and

P

P a r a s itic

E m is s io n s ,

S id e b a n d S o u n d B r o a d c a s t i n g ,

T h e R e c e p tio n
w it h

R a tio s

S y s te m s *

o f H ig h F r e q u e n c y B r o a d c a s t in g

S y n c h r o n iz e d

Study Programme No 6

S e le c t iv ity

Study Programme No 5

S t a b ility

Study Programme No 7 '

P r o te c t io n

o f T r a n s m itte r s *

T r a n s m itte r s ,

o f R e c e iv e r s *

o f R e c e iv e r s *
A g a in s t K e y e d

In te r f e r in g

S ig n a ls *

Study Programme No 38

S h o r t D is ta n c e
in

th o

H ig h F r o q u o n c y B r o a d c a s t in g

T r o p ic a l Z on e*

Question No 70

D e s ig n

Question No 50

P r a c t ic a l U ses

Study Programme No 24

S t u d y o f F a d in g *

Question No 52

A ll o w a n c e s

Study Programme No. 10

T h e o ry

o f A e r ia ls

of

fo r

T r o p ic a l B r o a d c a s tin g ,

o f R a d io

P r o p a g a tio n

D a ta ,

F a d in g o

C o m m u n ic a t io n

a p p lic a tio n s .

Fi

fo r

and

its

p r a c t ic a l

International
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C H I L E

PROPOSAL

In
C . C . I . R » ft t o
g)

page 25 o f D o c. 2 1 8 , in re g a rd
in c lu d e a s p e c ia l p a ra g r a p h g )

w i t h ’’ r e q u e s t s
as fo llo w s :

to

th e

t h e s t a b i l i t i e s o f r a d i o r e c e i v e r s a n d m e th o d s o f
o b t a i n in g im p r o v e d s t a b i l i t y c o n s i s t e n t w i t h p r a c t i c a l
d e s ig n

c o n s id e r a tio n s .

A n g e l L ir a
H e a d o f C h iL e a n D e l e g a t i o n

De

International
Telecommunication Union
D o cu m e n t 2 8 6 /1
8
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-

E

N ovem ber 1951

COM M ITTEE 7 ’
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7
R e p o rt o f th e

1 3 th

M e e t in g

A N ovem ber 1 9 5 1
PART I

M r.
1 .1

A c to n

The
r e c e iv e d

T h e re

S ir

w e re

to

In

in tr o d u c in g

W o r k in g G r o u p ,
G ro u p ,

lik e ly

to

I

be

th e

re a d

in

w o u ld h a v e
th e

m o r n in g .

do cu m e n t o f a te c h n ic a l n a tu re
o u t to

T h e s e a m e n d m e n ts h a v e

as

C h a ir m a n o f

e m p h a s is e

b e s t c o m p r o m is e

in

in

th is

m y c o v e r in g

Some o f

th e s e

th e

or

th e

s in c e

ad hoc

r e c e iv e d

m e m b e rs
in

C o m m itt e e

in

th e

b e e n p u b lis h e d

as

a

G r o u p , m ade t h e

fo r

th e

o p p o s in g p o i n t s

you,
w e re

a w h o le
by

w ill

C h a ir m a n ,
o f

G ro u p ,

o f th e m ?

ad hoc
in

th e

v ie w

o f v ie w

th a t

th a t

n o t fe e l
w hy th e

D ocum ent 2 1 8 .

b u t in
to

th e ir
i t

we r e c e i v e d

v ie w

E ach

th e

o f th e

G ro u p ,

p r o p o s a ls

n e c e s s a ry to

G ro u p f e l t

over

c h a r a c te r b u t a fe w

and e f f e c t has been

a v a ila b le

who f i n d

re a s o n s

M r.

o f a m in o r

s e c tio n

th e

s h o r t tim e

n e w D o c u m e n t,
o f th e

to

m a jo r ity

C o m m itt e e

e x p la n a t io n s

R e p o rt o f th e

r e p o r t re p re s e n ts ,

C o m m it t e e .
le tte r

th e

a nd th e

o f th is
th e

to

T h ir d

th e

b e tw e e n

c o n s id e r a tio n

in d ir e c t ly ,

o f p r o p o s a ls
r e f le c t e d

fu ll

th e

th a t

p r o p o s a ls

c o m p le te ly new t e x t s

p r o p o s a l r e c e iv e d

d e ta ile d

to

w e re

y o u r C o m m itt e e

to

s e c u re d

s ta te d

s u g g e s te d

to

w is h

th e

7 0 p r o p o s a ls .

d ir e c tly

t h a t D e le g a te s

s ta te m e n ts
C h a ir m a n ,

As

s a y in g

D ocum ent 2 6 7 .

nM r .

o f th e

m e e t in g b y

a n u m b e r o f a m e n d m e n ts

R o b e rt C r a ig ie .

fo llo w in g

C h a ir .

o f D o c u m e n t 2 6 7 w h ic h h a d b e e n d i s t r i b u t e d

o f f i c i a l la n g u a g e s .

1 .2

th o s e

th e

A * 1 5 P .m .

C h a ir m a n ’ s r e q u e s t t h e s e

c o r r ig e n d u m

is

in

C h a ir m a n o p e n e d t h e
c o p ie s

a n d a t th e
th re e

(C a n a d a )

-

I

o re

tru s t
not

p re s s

u n a b le

g iv e n ,

num ber

to

fo r
a c c e p t th e m .

*
I
th e

w o u ld d r a w

c o v e r in g

c o n fro n te d
th e m .

th e

le tte r

us

T h e re

m e m b e rs o f t h e

on th e
a re

a tte n tio n

W o r k in g

a ls o

do

so

and

p a rt in
th e

Ge

o f

p u rp o s e

in

o u ts e t,

th e

th e

C o m m itt e e

and e x p la in

o th e r

p o in ts ,
m e m b e rs

o f

L a u te rb a c h ,

re -a rra n g e m e n t o f

th e

and e f f e c t

new fo r m a t.

o f th e

in

3,

w h o le

A and 5

o f

w h ic h '

o u t l i n e h o w we r e s o l v e d

o f D ocum ent 2 6 7 .
th e

o f s p e c ia l in t e r e s t to
C o l#

p a ra g ra p h s

o n e x p l a n a t i o n o f w h ic h m a y h e l p

c o n s id e r a tio n

th o s e

to

tw o m o s t fu n d a m e n ta l is s u e s

G ro u p
th e ir

th a t

a n y p o in t

t h a t a t th e

th e

m any

C o m m it t e e

w e lc o m e y o u r s u g g e s t i o n
som e e x p l a n a t i o n

of

w h ic h m e n t io n

p a p e r,

I

w a r m ly

G ro u p w ho m ay w is h
th e m

w ho t o o k

m ay be

such

in v it e d

a p r o m in e n t

m ay b e p re p a re d

to

e x p la in

to
to

add

- 2 -
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I should liko to take this opportunity of saying how much I was
impressed by the constructive manner in which all members of the Group
approached their task ond by the friendly spirit of collaboration which
provailod throughout our discussions. In particular, I should liko to say
how beholdon we are to Col. Lauterbach and Mr. Milieu for their skill ond
speed in the difficult work of drafting undor high pressure. I also cannot
speak too highly of the devotod service rendered by Mr. Petit and
Mr. Dellamula in offering objective advice on the practicability of any
given proposal from the point of view of the I.F.R.B. and generally assisting
in the work of drafting. Without the excellent, work of tho Secretariat and
particularly of Mr. Millot, it would have been impossible to produce Document
267 in the short time available."
1 .3

C o lo n o l L a u te r b a c h .
S ir

R o b e rt C r a ig ie

s p e a k in g

had u n d e rta k e n

as

a m em ber o f th e

th o

m ost d if f ic u lt

ad hoc
ta s k

G ro u p ,

o f th e

s a id

th a t

w h o le

C o n fe re n c e .
A l l t h o m e m b e rs o f t h e a d h o c G r o u p a p p r e c i a t e d t h e e x p e n d i t u r e
o f e n e r g y w h ic h S i r R o b e r t h a d p u t i n t o t h e w o r k .
He w is h e d t o e x p l a i n t o
D e le g a t e s
p e r io d

th e

o b je c tiv e

d u r in g

w h ic h

o f th e

th e re

d o c u m e n t.

w o u ld b e

The d o c u m e n t e n v is a g e d

a v o lu n ta r y

tra n s fe r

o u ts id e th o A t l a n t i c C it y b a n d s , i n t o th o s e b a n d s .
T h is
r e v ie w e d b y th e A d m in is t r a t iv e C o u n c il i n 1 9 5 5 .
D u r in g
th e

In te r im

a s s ig n m e n ts
p e r io d

th e

fro m

th e re

fro q u e n c y u sa g e
o u t-o f-b a n d

w o u ld b e

b a n d o n a n o r g a n iz e d
have

to

d is c u s s

new p la n s *

in

s tu d ie s

to

b a s is .

th e

s e r v ic e s

h o w t h e y w o u ld b o

bo

T h e y w o u ld

c o n s ta n t ly

s tu d y w h e th e r i t
p e r io d
The

in

in

1955.

w o u ld b e

w e re

c o n s id e r e d

in

fin a l

C o m m it t e e

D o c u m e n t 2 6 7 e n v is a g e d

IF R B

m o b ile ,

a e r o n a u t ic a l m o b ile
p r e v io u s ly

p re p a re d

IF R B w o u ld
a ll

s h o u ld
1 *A

w h ic h

h a ve re a c h e d
T h e D e le g a t e

s a id

o f P a k is t a n ,

te x t fo r

lit t le

c o m m it D e l e g a t i o n s .
im p r o v e m e n t a s i t

Go

to

s p e a k in g
add to

to

in to

w o u ld

c o n s id e r a tio n *
th e

o p e ra te

w o u ld

p la n .

be

o p e ra te

m a r it im e
a c c o r d in g
in

I n t e r n a t io n a l F re q u e n c y L i s t .

th o s e

ta k e

th is

d o cu m e n t and

r e q u ir e m e n ts

W hen t h i s

o f A d m in is 

h a d b e e n a c h ie v e d

as

a m em ber o f th e

we

o f

th e

G ro u p a s

He c o n s id e r e d

p u t fo r w a r d

id e a s

th e

its

C o m m it t e e .

a w h o le b u t i t
th a t

a d h o c G ro u p ,

w h a t S ir R o b e rt C r a ig ie

The ad h o c G ro u p h a d t r i e d

c o n s id e r a tio n b y

r e c o m m e n d a t io n s

i t

In te r im

fin a l

o u r g o a l.

L a u te rb a c h h a d s a id .
th e

th e

r e m a in e d u n s a t i s f i e d .

t h a t he h ad v e r y

w o r k a b le

o f

a c c o m m o d a te w i t h i n

s t ill

have

ta k e n

s e r v ic e s

try

tr a tio n s

w o u ld

s e r v ic e s

. The f i x e d

C o u n c i l w o u ld
th e

f i n a l a d ju s tm e n t

s e r v ic e s

f i n a l a d ju s tm e n t p e r i o d , 1th e
to

t h a t th e

f i n a l a d ju s tm e n t p e r io d ,

D u r in g

th e

f i n a l e d itio n

e n te r

th e

w it h

w o u ld

and to

w e re

and

A d m in is t r a tio n s

th e

a c c o rd a n c e
th e y

th o

p la n s ,

C it y F re q u e n c y

fr e q u e n c y b r o a d c a s t in g

h o w e v e r,

a n d b r o a d c a s tin g

m o b ile

te c h n ic a l p ro g re s s

The A d m in is t r a t iv e

p ro g re s s

im p le m e n ta tio n ,

la n d

w o u ld

s h o u ld b e g in

A tla n tic

C o n fe re n c e .

IF R B .

c o m p le te

a fte r

i m p le m e n t t h e i r

th e

a t th is

8 w hen a l l

to

c o n c e rn e d ,

th e

th is
g e t in to

p a r t ic u la r

fix e d ,

a c c o u n t b o th

L is t
of

in

th e

D o c u m o n t 2 6 7 e n v is a g e d

th a t,

t h a t d u r in g

as

in to

th e

and th is
tra n s fe r

on a tte m p t to

p o s s ib le

so f a r

s h o u ld b e d e p e n d e n t o n a g re e m e n t o n a h ig h

a rra n g e m e n t f o r

th e

in

a c c o m m o d a te d i n

to

th e

He p i c t u r e d

th a t

ta k e

to u c h w it h

w as p o s s ib le

a d ju s tm e n t p e r io d

d u r in g

a e r o n a u t ic a l s e r v ic e s

m e th o d s w h ic h h a d b o e n s t u d i e d

u o u ld
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2.
The wording of that part of the Preamble where it is stated that
nin principle11 (?) the implementation of these plans and this List "should
coincide" with the implementation of the Table is not in conformity with the
Atlantic City decisions and the Regulations, with state simply and clearly
that the coordinated, complete International Frequency List and the Atlantic
City Table shall be brought into force simultaneously. The Regulations
clearly indicate exactly what international documents are to be implemented
simultaneously.
There are two such documents:
~

the complete International Frequency List,

-

the Atlantic City Table.

To those should be added the separate articles, paragraphs and
appendices enumerated in Article U7.
Why was it then necessary to use the words "in principle" in
Document 267? It was to create an appearance. an illusion of legality and
compliance with the Atlantic City decisions and thereby tocloak an obvious
infringement of the Atlantic City provisions which stipulatethat the
implementation of the Frequency List and that of the Table con only take
place simultaneously.
It is quite obvious that a List prepared after the frequencies have
actually been changed will be completely valueless, since instead of being
a document coordinating and regulating the utilization of frequencies (as
required by the Atlantic City decisions), a List prepared according to the
rules set out in Document 267 would become a document merely stating which stations operate on which frequencies.
Such a
solution would mean
completely abandoning an organized approach to the problem* Moreover, there
is a footnote to the effect that Committee. 8 may revise that sentence too,
and it is hard to see what will remain of that sentence at all.
Let us compare the Preamble (Chapter I ) with paragraphs of Chapter
which defines the so-called "interim procedure" for the adjustment of
frequencies based on a "voluntary" method.

3*

II I

The Preamble says:
"Administrations
will make efforts by voluntary transfers to
eliminate the existing assignments to the said services situated
in bands allocated at Atlantic City to other services."
Let us note: by "voluntary" transfers. It may be observed here by
the way that in Document 22, page 2, paragraph 5, the Delegation of the
U.S.A. originally stated:
"Those Administrations which do not desire to adjust their use of
frequencies ..... will be under no obligation to do so."
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It must be clear to everyone to-day that such phrases were introduced
in the document simply as camouflage. Now in Chapter III which defines the
procedure for changing frequencies, we find a paragraph
stating that
"During the interim period
(out-of-band) assignments should be ... moved
into the appropriate bands «.. .",
In paragraph 3<*1©1.2 we read: "Administrations should make every
endeavour
Again: "should", Where.then is that famous "voluntary"
procedure?
Is it not clear from Document 267 that it is in fact intended
to turn the "voluntary" procedure into a procedure that is not voluntary.
but obligatory« compulsory?
The very term "voluntary" is used here to
confuse those who may not notice it,
The proposal to begin the actual changeover to the Tablo in the absence
of an approved International Frequency List runs counter to the Regulations
(Article 47) and should therefore be rejected,
A,
In Chapter III (Sections II and IV) it is proposed to charge the
I.F.R.B. with duties not contemplated with reference to the I.F.R.B. in the
Convention.
Since the functions of the I.FeR*B. may be revised only by a
Conference of Plenipotentiaries, these proposals are illegal and unacceptable.
Paragraph 3.1.4ol of Section IV contains a direct demand to national
Administrations ("Administrations should
inform the I.F.R.B. in advance
of a proposed change in frequency usage.")* Thus it is proposed, in direct
contravention of the Convention (Article 6), to turn the I.F,R.B. into a body
directly iwtervcnjjig in the domestic affairs of countries.
We suppose that
any country which respects its own sovereignty will be unable to accept such
"proposals."
5,
In Section III (paragraph 3.1.3*1) it is stated that new assignments
should be made according to the procedure specified in Article I, Section II.
That proposal is in direct contradiction with No. 1077 of the Radio
Regulations (Article 47), where it is plainly stated that until the
International Frequency List has been brought into effect the existing Cairo
frequency registration procedure and the Cairo Table shall remain in force.
Therefore, the proposal referred to, being contrary to the Regulations,
is illegal and must be rejected.
The proposals contained in paragraph 3«1.4*4 are similarly, illegal.
6.
The proposal to establish an "Interim International Frequency List"
and to abolish the Berne Lists is in direct contradiction with the Regulations
(Article 47), which do not provide for the establishment of an international
document of that kind.
Where, in what Article of the Regulations is there a mention of
preparing an "Interim Frequency List"?
There is no such mention anywhere.
On the contrary, No. 1077 of the Regulations clearly indicates that until
the new International Frequency List has been brought into effect, the
existing frequency registra/tion procedure shall remain fully in forte, and
consequently, the Berne Lists and the registration form itself also remain
valid.
Ge
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Therefore that proposal, being contrary to the Regulations, must be
rejected.
Special attention should also be drawn to the manifestly discriminatory
nature of the "proposal" for the publication of information on the frequencies
used by those countries which will comply strictly with Article 1*1 of the
Regulations, in the form of "additional information", with no indication as
to the status of such frequencies.
Kiat discriminatory proposal must be rejected.
7.
Section V (paragraph 3.1*5) contains a "proposal" for the settlement
of problems of interference during the interim period. That "proposal" is
merely a reference to Article 14 of the Regulations.
Section II of that same Chapter III (sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) of
paragraph 3*1.2) contains general, statements about the "care" which must be
taken to avoid harmful interference during the interim period. It is quite
obvious that the paragraphs referred to offer no -practical solution to the
problem of interference which will increase sharply as a result of these
"voluntary" transfers.
Document 267 makes no mention of the procedure for
the elimination of interference which has evolved through history and is at
present respected by all countries, and which is based on the recognition
and common observance of the original dates of notification of frequencies.
Under such conditions it will never be possible to settle controversial cases.
Again, a comparison should be made of this text in Document 267 with
the text in Document 22, where the U.S.A. Delegation, the initiator of the
"voluntary" method, wrote (paragraph 6) j
"During this transition phase, all Administrations, in adjusting
their present frequency uses, or in initiating new frequency uses,
will give recognition to the established rights of other
Administrations."
What can be meant by "established rights" if it is not the original
dates of notification of the frequencies used?
It is obvious, of course,
that all these statements were merely in the nature of advertisements and
their purpose was to confuse the issue.
8.
What is the method suggested for preparing an International Frequency
List for fixed, land mobile and tropical zone broadcasting services?
Article III of Chapter III indicates that the preparation of such a
list will be based on frequency assignments made according to the "voluntary"
method and shown in the "Interim International Frequency List", that is, on
transfers already effected.
It is also proposed to take into account actual
requirements, in other words it is proposed to legalize all these "voluntary
transfers."
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'It should be noted that these proposals entirely disregard the views
of many Delegations expressed in Document 225 (Egyptian proposal), where it
is stated that these voluntary transfers cannot in any circumstances serve
as a basis for the future List.
In effect, it is thus proposed merely to reproduce photographically,
as it were, the picture of frequency utilization as it will in fact appear
a few years hence*
It is therefore obvious that the requirements of many
countries will be ignored.
/irticle III openly admits that there will be some new requirements
which will remain unsatisfied.
That is not exact. Not only new require
ments, but actual old requirements will remain unsatisfied. %
In Section I of Article III, the ad hoc Group makes.no practical
proposal that would moke it possible to take into account the requirements of
underdeveloped countrios.
It is merely suggested that the I.F.R.B. "give
careful consideration to incorporating such methods *•. as were submitted
to •«« the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference".
That clearly
shows that it is proposed simply to bury the methods submitted, while the
outwardly polite form in which the proposal is presented conceals complete
disregard for tho suggestions made.
It is clear, in particular, that Document 267 is not a compromise.
as the partisans of the "voluntary" method are trying here to tell us.
9.
Let us consider the proposals for the preparation of a plan for the
High Frequency Broadcasting Service (Article III of Section II)• The
I.F.R.B. is directed to begin the preparatory work for the drawing up of
the plan, taking into consideration tho Agreement and Basic Plan of Moxico
City,
The paragraph on requirements is most interesting!
(a) Signatories of the Mexico City Agreement and Plan are invited to
leave their requirements (channel hours) unchanged, merely making
such modifications as will not alter the volume of broadcasting or
cause "over-loading of the general pattern of the Basic Plan",
(b) while those countries which were not signatories of the Agreement and
Plan ore asked to submit requirements taking into account their
current services.
It should be recalled that for the U.S.A., for instance, the Mexico
City Basic Plan envisaged, in accordance with the requirements submitted by
that country, the assignment of about 200 channel hours. The U.S.A. did not
sign the Moxico City Agreement and Plan and is not a party to that agreement.
Thus Document 267 now enables the U.S.A. to submit its requirements for
current services.
It is known to all that during the four years which
have elapsed since the time of the Mexico City Conference, the U.S.A. has
greatly expanded its broadcasting to foreign countries and that it is
carrying out a vast programme of construction of new stations. In
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accordance with Section IX, the U.S.A. will demand the inclusion in the
plan of requirements at least.5 or 6 times greater than its original
requirements* At the some time, it is proposed to maintain the require
ments of the other countries at the 1948 level*
The conclusions ore easily drawn.
The discriminatory nature of this
‘’proposal" is obvious.
And it is not by accident'that the Delegate of the
Argentine Republic drew the attention of the Committee to that proposal,
describing it by that very terras "discriminatory".
As for the Delegation of the U.S.S.R., it considers that the Mexico
City Plan cannot serve as a suitable basis for settling the problem of high
frequency broadcasting.
In the same Section, it is also proposed to turn the I.F.R.B.
virtually into a drafting bodVc Firstly, that is contrary to the Convention,
and secondly, wo ore already well acquainted with those unfair, tendentious
plans which hove been prepared with the assistance of certain members of the
I.F.R.B.
It is easy to imagine the kind of plan that that Board would
produce. We have no doubt that such a plan would be entirely calculated to
satisfy the requirements of "The Voice of America" and the B.B.C.
To sum up.
The proposals contained in Document 267 ore contrary to
the Convention (Article 6) and the Radio Regulations (Article 47). They are
. illegal ond must be rejected.
In addition, it should be stressed that many of the "proposals" those concerning the requirements for high-frequency broadcasting, .the
publication in the form of "additional information" of data on the
frequencies used by countries which comply with the Regulations - ore of a
discriminatory nature ond must be rejected altogether.
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R* will vote against the whole of
Document 267."
1.7

The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. said that the last speaker hod made some
reference to the I.F.R.B.
He did not wish to start an argument but he
wished to moke it clear that his silence did not mean that he had accepted
what hod been said.

1.8

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. said that he was surprised at the
statement of the Chairman of the I.F.R.B. He had only spoken of certain
members and had not referred to the I.F.R.B. as a whole.

1.9

The Delegate of India said that he had submitted a list of amendments
to the Secretariat and he would like all Delegates to have copies before '
discussing them.
In general, however, his amendments were to two parts of
the document. First, in relation to the preparation of the draft
International Frequency List.
His Delegation placed great importance on
the wording of paragraph 3.3*1*4 where the principle that the International
Frequency List should be drawn up "on the most equitable method" was
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constituted,
This was the most important concession made in this
document.
If, however, the principle was to be accepted, the I.F.R*B.
could not be left to determine the bases.
The agreement of Administrations
was necessary and India had proposed some important amendments which were
contained in the document which would shortly be published (Document 268).
The second part of the document which he wished to see amended concerned
the final adjustment period and Article IV in Chapter III.
If there was
to be a compromise between plans and evolution it was essential that the
final adjustment phase should be based purely on planning. We had to
assume that when Administrations agreed to move they would honestly try to
do so.
If they did not move into band it would be because there was no
room. This was why planning was important in the final phase.
1.10

The Delegate of Portugal said that the Delegate of the U.S.S.R. had
made a statement on points of principle which were outside the terms of
reference of the Committee and he thought that it was essential that there
should be order in the discussion.

1.11

The Delegate of the United States said that he concurred with the
Delegate of the Argentine on the question of paragraphs 3.3.2.1 (c) and
3.2.2.2 and he agreed that there might be some points in the document which
required clarification.
In general, the United States would support the
immediate adoption of Document 267 and he hoped that it would be possible to
avoid major changes.
The ad hoc Group had been representative of all sides
of the Conference and it had worked long hours to produce the compromise
contained in Document 267.
The United States felt that the document was the
best possible that could be obtained under the circumstances and that it
should not be amended.
The Delegate objected to the reference which had
been made by certain Delegations to Document 22 and also to the insinuations
which had been made regarding the motives of certain members of the ad hoc
Group.

1*12

The Delegate of Brazil said that he supported the views of the Delegate
of the /argentine Republic on the paragraph 3.3.2.1 (c) and he asked for
clarification regarding the status of the supplementary information to the
International Frequency List mentioned in paragraph 3.3.2.5.

1.13

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R, made the following statement:
s,Mr. Chairman,
I have asked for the floor in order to make a few brief comments.
The Delegate of Portugal has alleged that the discussion at today’s meeting
falls outside the competence of the Committee. This is untrue* All the
statements which have been made have a direct bearing on Document 267 which
is being discussed today.
Incidentally, the U.S.S.R. Delegation, too, has
made a statement concerning Document 267.
I think, Mr® Chairman, that you were right when you proposed today
that a general discussion should first take place and that separate sections
of Document 267 should be discussed afterwards.
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As regards the statement made by the U.S.A. Delegate who alleged
that the U.S.S.R. had accused the whole ad hoc Group, I must state that he
is clearly trying to distort facts. The Delegations of Egypt, Pakistan
and other countries know perfectly well, of course, that we did not have them
in view and that our criticisms do not apply to them. If the Delegate of
tho U.S.A. would like a direct answer, then I shall willingly grant his
request and say that it was the U.S.A. Delegation that I had in mind.
At
Delogato
Delegate
proposal

today's mooting, the U.S.A. Delegate was obliged to "thank” the
of the Argentine Republic.
Everyone realizes that the U.S.A.
had no other way out since the discriminatory nature of the U.S.A.
was exposed by the Delegate of the Argentine.

As regards the statement made by the Delegate of the U.S.A. that
Document 22 is not being discussed at present and that it would be out of
place to refer to it now, we understand of course why the U.S.A. Delegate
does not wish to be reminded of that documont. The truth is that a comparison
of Documents 22 and 267 reveals clearly tho advertising nature of certain
U.S.A. proposals.
That is the very reason why we found it advisable to draw the attention
of the members of the Committee to that document."
1.14-

Sir Robert Craigie. Chairman of the ad hoc Group, made the following
statement:
"Before replying to the Honourable Delegate for Brazil, I should like
to refer to the last statement made by Mr. Tsingovatov.
From his delicate
omission of my name, of his reference to the more favoured members of our
Group, I gather that his strictures do, in fact, refer to myself amongst
others. Woll, gentlemen, it is always difficult to reply to this kind of
imputation and I am quite sure that Mr. Tsingovatov had nothing personal in
mind. But I feel I should say this to the Committee: our Group worked
together throughout in tho closest harmony and collaborations no position
of favouritism was accorded to any particular member of the Groups and no
special influence was exerted or sought to be exerted by any member of the
Group®
Mr. Chairman, this Docunent that we have presented under great pressure
may certainly contain imperfections, particularly of drafting. But I would
ask you to believe that it is a genuine effort by all the members of our
small Group to present something which does include a great many of the
proposals and suggestions made by the Committee. It is a compromise. It is
a compromise which, like so many compromises, has its drawbacks. But I do
fear, gentlemen, that if we make too many changes, if we all begin to pull
out of this compromise some special provisions which we dislike, we are
headed for failure.
In that case, I cannot quite see what we shall have
to build upon for the future.
I sincerely believe that every member of our little Group was inspired
by a real and genuine desire to help our Union in this difficult period;
a difficult period internationally and a difficult period in the position
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of the Union, and it is in that belief that we have put forward this
Document for consideration. When the tine comes, members of the Group will
do their best to answer any criticisms of detail.
I should perhaps add this; There was a suggestion in the discussion
which has taken place in regard to paragraph 3o3o2*l on page 10, that this
paragraph was inspired by a particular member of our Group. That is
completely wrong. It arose from a general discussion, a general discussion
in which we were trying to take'into consideration a number of suggestions
which had been made on this point by members of Committee 7. Now if, in
fact, any real inequality exists, clearly it is a matter which must be
reconsidered.
I would only venture to ask those who criticise this
provision to put up some concrete proposal in its place - some proposal
likely to moet the varying views expressed by Delegations on this point.
Now, as regards the enquiry made’by the Honourable Delegate of Brazil,
I would say that we were not attempting in this paragraph 3*2.2.5 to lay down
any provision as regards status.
These provisions which Adminis trations
arc asked to give on their current usage are for information only. They are
for the information of the I*F.R0Bo and Administrations generally. Now it
seems fairly obvious that when giving this information we should distinguish
between those who have collaborated and those who have not. The question
of status is not involved)
Thank you, Mr0 Chairman."
#15

The Delegate- of Bie3.orus.sia made the following statements
"Having
Document 267,
to state that
the following

studied the report of the ad hoc Narking Group submitted in
the Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* deems it necessary
this document, is unacceptable to the Bielorussian S.S.R. for
reasons:

1.
It is proposed in Document 267 to begin a disorderly changeover to the
now Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table before the New International
Frequency List has been prepared ana approved.
Our Delegation has repeatedly pointed out that such proposals are
inadmissible end illegal.
Proposals for a gradual and disorderly changeover to the Frequency
Allocation Table are contrary to the Radio Regulations (Article 7;.7).
2.
It is proposed in this document, in contravention of the Radio
Regulations, to replace the lawful documents of the Telecommunication Union
i.e. the Berne List, by documents not provided for in the Regulations.
Tho Atlantic Gity Radio Regulations state clearly that the frequency
■notification and registration procedure laid down, in the Cairo Regulations
shall remain in force until the effective date of the International
Frequency List. Consequently, proposals that the Berne List should be
replaced arc illegal and inadmissible9
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3.
Document 267 contains proposals for the assignment of a number of
additional functions to the IFRB.
The present Conference is not entitled to alter the provisions of
the Convention and Regulations regarding the functions of the IFRB..
These proposals must be rejected as being illegal*
4.
Document 267 takes no account of the existing procedure for
regulating cases of mutual interference based on the priority- of frequency
registration dates appealing in the Berne.List*
For the above reasons the Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S*R.
considers that Document 267, together with its annexes, must be rejected.
The Delegation will vote against its adoption.’1
1.16

The Delegate of France said that Document 267 did not fully reflect
the ideas of the French Delegation but he considered that it would be
difficult to obtain a better compromise. The Delegate congratulated the
ad hoc Group and the Chairman of the Group.
He stated that his Delegation
was ready to accept the document as it stood subject to minor amendments of
detail.
They would not propose any amendment which affected the substance
of the document. The only point of substance which might be raised was that
which the Delegate of the Argentine Republic had mentioned but the Delegate
doubted whether a better solution could be found than that contained in
Documont 267. Document 267 as a whole was acceptable to his Delegation.

1.17
The Delegate ofBrazil thanked Sir Robert Craigie for his answer
although it was not entirely clear.The document appeared to give rewards
to those who would not collaborate with what was agreed.
He would propose
an amendment to this section when the discussion reached that point.
1.18
The Delegate of the P.R. of Bulgaria and the P.R. of Albania made
the following statement:
"Mr. Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the P.R. of Albania and tho P.R. of
Bulgaria, I have the following statement to make concerning Document 267, now
under discussion:
From the outset of the Conference, the Albanian and Bulgarian
Delegations have repeated that their Administrations intend to remain
faithful to tho Atlantic City Convention and the Radio Regulations.
Our Administrations, which are developing their radio communication
services, are desirous of obtaining, in full agreement with the Radio
Regulations, their appropriate places, on the same footing of equality and
justice, in the International Frequency List, as provided for in tho Radio
Regulations.

Ge
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The preparation of the International Frequency List is an Atlantic
City order which we have accepted, signed and ratified. By f,we11, I mean all
the countries Members of the International Telecommunication Union. Now,
according to the suggestion of the United States of America and some other
countries, it is proposed that we should violate this order in the interests
of the United States of America and some other countries, to the detriment
of the interests of the other comtries of the Union.
Document 267 is unacceptable to our Delegations because it advocates
the changeover to the Atlantic City Table before the new International
Frequency List is prepared and approved by an Ordinary Administrative Radio
Conference.
Such a course is in direct contradiction with the Atlantic
City Convention and Radio Regulations, in particular, Article A7 of the
Regulations.
Document 267 is unacceptable to our Delegations because it proposes
that we should agree to the functioning of the IFRB in spite of the absence
of an International Frequency List and that it should be arbitrarily given
the role of centralizing and directing organ for the changeover to the new
Table.
Such a proposal is a direct infringement of the Convention and the
Radio Regulations.
Document 267 is unacceptable to our Delegations because it proposes
that the status of registration and notification be applied before the
International Frequency List is prepared and approved, as provided for in the
Radio Regulations.
This proposal is in contradiction with the Regulations.
On behalf of the Delegations of Albania and Bulgaria, I agree to the
statement made by the Delegate of the Soviet Union on the whole. This
statement is so clear, just and logical that it is difficult to add anything
to it, but, all the same, I must say on behalf of the Delegations of Albania
and Bulgaria, that Document 267, page 6 of the English text, Section II,
item 3*2.2*1, is discriminative towards the International Telecommunication
Union.
In this item, it is stated that the IFRB will draw up the list in
collaboration with the Secretariat, and so on. From this text we understand
that there is already a tendency for the General Secretariat of the I.T.U.
to be replaced, overshadowed and one day forgotten.
We consider that the
I.T.U., which has decades of history, has justified its existence and that
the above-mentioned tendency is merely a discrimination.
In conclusion, I state that Document 267 is unacceptable to our
Delegations.
We propose that it be rejected and, should it be put to the
vote, we shall vote against it.”
.19
Sir Robert Craigie said that before the meeting adjourned he wished
to express his profound admiration for the devoted work in the ad hoc Group
of the Chairman of the IFRB, Mr. Rene Petit, and also of Mr. Dellamula of
the IFRB and Mr. Millot of the General Secretariat.
The meeting adjourned.
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METHODS
Report of the Thirteenth meeting held on
A November 1951 at'9 Pom*
jPart- II-

The. session was resumed under the Chairmanship of Mr# C.J# Acton
(Canada)*
I - GENERAL DISCUSSION
1*1

The Delegate of Italy made the following statement:^
,TAs I have already said at an earlier meeting, although the
Italian Delegation is not altogether satisfied with all the proposals
contained in Document 267, it nevertheless supports them in principle as
a compromise*
By that document we shall entrust the I*F*R3B.* with new tasks,
which will entail increased expenditure* We think that the I*F*R*B* Chairman
should submit to the Conference a draft supplementary budjet for 1952, as
was done by the KLorence-Rapallo Conference in a similar case* The credit
allowed by the Administrative Council for the ,I*F*R*B*.for the year 1952
amounts to Frs* 1,070,000.— , from which a sum of Frso 1,013>050«— is
allocated for the staff* This will not cover necessary expenses for new
‘ services, and Member Administrations must be prepared to raise the maximum
annual sum fixed by the Atlantic City Conference to A,000,000 Swiss francs*
The I.F*R*B* Report might be examined by Committee S before it
is submitted to the Plenary Assembly.n
The Chairman stated .that the problem raised would be examined by
the competent Committee.

1.2.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom stated that the United Kingdom
Delegation had always wanted the requirements;of the maritime and aeronautical
services to be taken into special consideration and it feared any action
that might delay, the transfer of assignments for these services into the
appropriate bands.

Le
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As far as planning was concerned, Document 267 went beyond what
the Delegation of the United Kingdom thought desirable* Acceptance of that
docunent must be taken as a very important step taken by the United Kingdom
Delegation towards compromise®
1*3

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the following statement:
’’Having studied Document 267, I intended to make some comments
on itduring the afternoon session* But after hearing the extremely detailed
analysis presented in the statement of the U*S#S*R* Delegate, which was
followed with great attention by the present gathering, I have little to
add to it*
First of all I would state that the document under discussion is
unacceptable to my delegation for reasons involving principles* That, in
any case , is bound up with the fact that our delegation did not approve
the task assigned to this Committee»
But if I may, Mr* Chairman, I will, in addition, apart from what
X have just said, draw the attention of the Committee to what appears to
me to be an inconsistency in the document* Document 267 assigns to the
I*F*R*B# in contradiction with the Convention, extremely difficult tasks
which threaten to turn the I.F*R*B* into a gigantic organization* At the
sane time, as may be concluded from Chapter IV, Article II, paragraph 4-*2*2#,
and this we find most peculiar, the Ad Hoc Group itself dares not believe
that that organization will be able to fulfill these tasks.
I wonder therefore why the risk of expenditure should be taken
with a vague ond uncertain end in view*
That is all I wished to say, Mr* Chairman®1’

1®A

The Delegate of Denmark considered that Document 267 should be
accepted as far as the principle involved was concerned#
The Delegate of the Republic of Poland made the following statement:
’’The Delegation of the Republic of Poland, having carefully studied
the results of the work of the Ad Hoc Group as set out in Document 267, has
come to the conclusion that there is no substantial difference between that
document and Document 218.
Document 267, which contains, in slightly different form, the
recommendations submitted in Document 218 concerning mainly the creation
of the necessary conditions for an illegal transfer of only some of the
services to the Atlantic City Table before an agreed draft New International
Frequency List has been prepared and approved, entirely contradicts the
basic provisions of the Convention and the Radio Regulations# As such,
Document 267 has and can have no international legal force and cannot in
any way be binding upon the Administrations concerned# The Delegation of
the Republic of Poland there&re.considers that Document 267, together with

Le
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*

allits recommendations is unacceptable ans should bo rejected- If the
‘ adoption of Document 267 is put to the vote, we shall vote against it.”
II*

CONSIDERATION OF DOCUMENT 267

2*1

The Chairman stated that Documont
267 would bo submitted for
consideration by the delegates chapter by chapter; article by article,
section by section, paragraph by paragraph* M y delegation wishing to submit
formal proposals for the amendment of any part of the text would have to
do so at the time the text in question was examined by the Committee.

2.2

Consideration of Chanter I
No amendments to the text were proposed*

2.3

Consideration of Chapter III. Article I
A, Section I
After statements by the Delegate.ofJSthiopia, the Delegate of the
United States of America and the Delegate 0f Brazil, paragraph 3*lol02 was
redrafted as shown in Document 271*
In the course of discussion, the Delegate of the United States
had stressed that there was a considerable number of communications unlikely
to cause interference to other communications!that applied especially to
communications for which low powers were used and which were effected
inside countries at a great distance from other countries! hence that paragraph,
k t the request of the Dol e m f e _oQ g tP.t, paragraph 3nl*l was
amended by the substitution of the wordsfinal adjustment11 for the word
11implementation”.
B*

Section II

No amendments were made in the first three lines or in subpara
graphs a) b) c) d) e).
S u b -p a ra g ra p h

f )

After statements by the Do3^gatQ_q|_Mip,, the
and the Delegate of Denmark» sub-paragraph f) was redrafted as shown in
Document 271,
Sub-paragraphs g) and h\

.

The Delegate of Portugal reminded the meeting of his proposal as
set out in Document 247, page 1, paragraph 5» He asked that that proposal
be incorporated as sub-paragraph g).
Le

'
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After statements by the Delegate of the United States of America,
the Delegate of New Zealand, the Delegate of France, the Delegate of Brazil
and the Delegate of Italy, sub-paragraph g) was not amended and sub-para
graph h) was drafted as shown in Docunent 271.
'
In the course of discussion, the Delegate of Portugal had
emphasized that the object of.his proposal was to supply the IaF.R.B* in
future with the infornation it.needed to complete the Frequency List at
the end of the interim period*
The Delegate of Italy had remarked that the Administrations would
remain free to reply or not to reply to enquiries made by the I.F.R.B,
The Chairman had stressed that that view was correct and that
the I,F*R*B« remained froe to send questionnaires to Administrations or not
to do so*
C,

Section III
No amendments were suggested.

D,

Section IV
Paragraph 3.1.A.1*

After statements by the Delegate of Ethiopia, the Delegate of
the United States of America, the Delegate of France, the Delegate of
Pakistan, the Delegate of Sweden, the Delegate of New Zealand, the Delegate
of Israel and the Chairman of the I.F.R.B,. paragraph 3tl*4*l« was redrafted
as shown in Docunent 271$
During discussion the Chairman of the I.F.R.B. had made it clear
that the object of sub-paragraph b) was to request countries to confirm
any amendment, by telegram if necessary.
P a ra g ra p h

3 .1 ,A » 2 .

- After statements by the Delegate of Ethiopia, the Delegate of
the United Kingdom, the Delegate of Australia, the Delegate of Israel and
the Chairman of the I.F .R.B,, paragraph 3,1.4-.2. was redrafted as shown in
Document 271*
Paragraph 3 •1.A.3.
1
i r r i j,

No amendments were proposed,
P a ra g ra p h

3 . 1 . A .A .

The Delegate of France pointed out
discrepancy in the English
text of paragraph 3*1*A.A* as compared with the French tett.

(Doc. 286/XX - E)
E#

Section V

The Delegate of Sweden proposed the addition of the words J
"of the provisions of Article 44 of the Convention etc***"*
The Delegate of the Union of South Africa proposed the following
amendment!
"As a provisional measure, however, the Administration agrees
to discontinue the:operation of a transmitter causing harmful interference
to an existing service operating in the Atlantic City bands, immediately
upon receipt of a notification from the country subjected to such interference
giving details of the nature of the interference and of the time when it
was caused*"
The Delegate of the Union of South Africa explained that his
amendment was intended as a guarantee of protection for assignments already
within the Atlantic City bands as against out-of~hand assignments which
might cause interference upon transfer*
The Delegate of Egypt thought that this amendment would run
counter to voluntary transfers within the bands} in his view, the suggested
procedure was inapplicable*
After statements by the Delegate of Brazil* the Delegate of
Egypt, the Delegate of Canada, the Delegate of Belgium, the Delegate of
New Zealand, the Delegate of Pakistan and the Delegate of the United
States of America, the Delegate of the Union of South Africa withdrew his
amendment provided that paragraph 3-1*5 was retained with the amendment
proposed by the Delegate of Sweden*
During the discussicn the Delegate of Pakistan had stated that
the ad hoc Group has heard numerous suggestions concerning Section V* The
ad hoc Group had been unanimous about appealing to the Administrations to
show the utmost good will* In order that such good will should not remain
a vague notion, the ad hoc Group had thought that it ought to be exercised
within well defined limits} that is why paragraph 3*1*5 contained a reference
to Article 14 of the Radio Regulations*
Tho Delegate of Portugal proposed an amendment to paragraph 3*1*5*
That proposal was seconded by the Delegate of Switzerland*
The Chairman stated that the amendment called for further
discussion of the text of paragraph 3*1*5 and that it constituted a new
proposal, since the Delogato of the Union of South Africa had withdrawn
his amendment*

Ch
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Tho Chairman said that Section V, together with that new
proposal; would form the subject of Document 270 > which would be distributed
to delegates for examination at the beginning of the following sessicn •
The meeting rose at 11«30 p«m»

Rapporteursi
J* Doublet
R*M. John
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Chairmani
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to
THE REPORT OF COMMITTEE 7!S FOURTEENTH MEETING
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In paragraph 8>21. instead of :
"He made a formal proposal to delete paragraph 3.2,2*5 an<^
publish....... ",
read s
"Hence he was formally proposing the deletion of paragraph 3#2*2*5*
The problem of frequencies used by non-signatcry countries would, he felt,
be automatically solved ty the decisions which the General Secretariat would
be led to ta&e*"
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COMMITTEE 7. METHODS
Report of the 14th Meeting
5 November 1951 - 9*4-5 a#m#

PART I
Mr# Acton (Canada) in the Chair#
1#

The Chairman said that Document 271 had been issued and this
contained the amendments which had been agreed in the Committee at the
previous meeting up to paragraph 3#1#4#4# of Document 267#

2.

Mr. Petit, Chairman of the I0F.R#B*, said that there was a slight
amendment necessary to paragraph 3.1#4#1. of Document 271 and he would
propose this later#

3#
3.1.

Paragraph 3#1.5* of Document 267

The Chairman =said that Document 270 contained the text of a
proposed amendment for paragraph 3.1#5# and he proposed that the Committee
should now consider this# Ho proposed the following re-wording in the
English text *
"3#1#5# (a) If the transfer of an assignment results in harmful inter
ference, the Administration having made the transfer should, on
receipt of such advice from the Administration whose assignement
is being interfered with, take appropriate action to eliminate
the interference#"
(b)
This paragraph should appear in the same words as in
Document 267 with the addition of a reference to Article 44 of
the Convention as well as Article 14 of the Radio Regulations#
The re-wording of this paragraph was road out in the two other
languages in the official text which will be found in the copies of this
Document published in the other two languages#

3.2

The Delegate of Portugal accepted the re-wording of his amendment
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3.3

The Delegate of .Brazil said that he thought this amendment gave
undue preference to countries which were operating out-of-band* He thought
that paragraph 3 d ? 5 (b) was quite sufficient as it stood,

3.4

The Delegate of Canada said that there could be no exact measurement
of harmful interference which made this paragraph difficult to interpret in
some cases# The Administration which made the transfer might not always be
able to take the appropriate action#

3#5

The Delegate of Egypt said that goodwill was sufficient to solve
all these problems*
' f
The Delegate of the Republic of Poland said that his Delegation
would not participate in any vote on this .question#

3.6

3.7

.

The Chairman put the question to the vote asking those. Delegations
in favour of the amendment to paragraph 3«1.5 (a) to say "yes”.

On a show of hands there were 7 votes in favour, 26 against and 8
abstentions# The motion was therefore defeated,
3.8

The Chairman then asked whether any Delegation objected to the
insertion-of paragraph 3«1#5 (b) with the added reference to Article 44 of
the Convention#
Their being no objection, this was agreed#
4«

Paragraph 3*2*1* and 3*2.2.1 of Document 267
There were no comments on these paragraphs#

5# .

Paragraph 3.2*2.2*

of Document 267

5.1

The Chairman said the word "current"should be deleted in the
English and Spanish texts*

5.2

The Delegate of Spain said that he had written a letter to the
Chairman of Committee 7, with reference to the question which had been
approved by the C*C.I9R. on 5 July 1951. The C.C.I.R. had decided to carry
out a study of solar phenomena with the obje&t of choosing a basic index
for ionospheric propagation#
The C sCoI#Rc was going to try to determine an index of solar activity
which would be more useful than the relative sunspot numbers#
i
Over 5 i million Swiss francs had already been spent on drawing up
plans. It seemed advisable to try to avoid any new expenditure, and the
Delegate thought that this study by the C#C*IeR 9 might lead to results
which would enable us to economize* He proposed that on page 7 of the
Spanish text, in paragraph 3#2*202 on the 3rd line the words "over the
complete solar cycle" should be deleted and replaced by the words "over
a period of one year".

Bd
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5*3

The Delegate of New Zealand said that he thought the text should
bemaintained as it stood* The existing practice was to study the require
ments ever tho conplcto solpr c^cle Jfe thought it would be premature to write
into fchis Document something wliich was based on matters which were still
being studied-by the C*C«I<*R#

5*4

The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that he could not support
the Spanish amendment* He thought that the only realistic approach was to
base requirements on the projection of existing services over the eleven year

cycles
5*5*

The Delegate of Spain said that as he had informed the Chairman in
his letter of 29 October* his amendment was seconded by the Delegation of the
Spanish Zone of Morocco ond the Spanish Colonies* The Delegate of the
Vatican City had also told h3n 'that
"'would second this proposal*

5*6

The Chairman said that he would therefore put to the vote* by a
show of hands* the Spanish amendment which was that in paragraph 3*2*2*2*
the words ’’over the complete solar cycle” should be deleted and the words
’’over a period of one year” should be inserted *
On a show of hands there were 3 votes in favour, 29 against and 3
abstentions* The proposal was therefore defeated*
6«

Paragraph 3*2*2#3 of

There
.* 7•

was no comment on this section*

Paragraph 3o2*2eA of Document 267

7*1

The Delegate of Canada said that his Administration might not be
able to give the minimum particulars which were asked for in this paragraph
and he wondered what would be the status of its frequencies, under paragraph
3*2*2*5 if they did not furnish these minimum particulars# If this word
”minimum ” was not really necessary in this sentence, he would like to see
it deleted*

7*2,

Sir Robert Craigie. speaking as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, said
that he hoped that there would be no change in this paragraph#

7*3

The Delegate of the United States said that in Document 218 the
sentence* ’’however,if this information is incomplete* the I*F#R*B0 will
request Administrations to furnish the necessary additional data”, had
appeared* This seemed to have been omitted from Document 267 by an oversight#
He suggested that if the tvord ’’will” was altered to ’’may” this sentence could
be included and the Canadian objection would be overcomea

7*4

Sir Robert Craigie said that he agreed that the omission of this
sentence was probably inadvertent and he could see no objection to its
insertion*
Bw
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7.5

After some discussion in which the Delegates of Brazil* Canada
and the United States took part, the Chairman proposed that paragraph
3*2.2«4 should be left as it stood, subject to a minor amendment in the
Spanish text4
There was no objection and this was agreed*?
So

Paragraph 3*2*2*5* of Dooument 267

8.1

The Delegate of Drazil said fiat he wished to propose an amendment
to paragraph 3 o2©2p5<5 He would like to insert after the word "form", in
the third line, from the bottom in-the English text, the words ’’but will
not be taken into consideration by the I,>F©R.Bo for the preparation of the
interim International Frequency List, nor for the draft International
Frequency List'T(>

8<>2

The Delegate of Ethiopia said that he thought that paragraph
3.2 c2*5 should be completely deleted and he made a formal proposal to tllis
effect®

8.3

.■

^he Delegate of Spain said that he supported the proposal of the
Brazilian Delegations

8.4

The Delegate of the UgS .S.Ro made the following statement :
’’Mr. Chairman,
In connection with the discussion of Article II relating to the
so-called ”Interim Xntcrm t i o m l Frequency List” w e ’bust*’draw the attention of
Committee 7 to the discriminatory nature of the proposal contained in
paragraph 3»2o2©5 (Section II, Article II)®
It is proposed in that paragraph that the frequency data of those
countries which adhere to the provisions of the Radio Regulations adopted
at Atlantic City should be published not in the Frequency List but as a
separate document which it is proposed to call ’’Supplementary Information
to the Interim International Frequency List”.
What will be the status of such frequencies ? There is no answer
to that question in Document 267©
It is perfectly obvious that this paragraph is altogether
discriminatory and that it attempts to create an unequal position for
those Members of the Union who consider themselves bound to respect .
loyally and to the letter the provisions of the Regulations in force*
Point 1077 of the Regulations clearly stipulates that the frequency
notification and registration procedure laid down in the Cairo Regulations
shall remain in force until the new International Frequency List has been
implemented© Thus the discriminatory nature of paragraph 3*2.2«5* becomes
quite obviouso
Bw
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It is possible, of course, to have different views as regards the
Regulations and its articles ® Nevertheless , we consider that it is
obligatory to respect the provisions of the Regulations in force* let it is
proposed in paragraph 3»2c2o5o that the provisions of the Regulations be
completely ignored, and by submitting demands which are contrary to the
Regulations it is proposed to place countries which adhere to the Regulations
in an unequal position®
The discriminatory nature of that paragraph is
obvious®
We have already expressed our opinion regarding Document 267*
We also consider that paragraph 3c2«2o5o in its present form cannot, in any
case, be included in any document approved by the Conferencea
We do not doubt that thoses delegations which approach this
problem objectively will reject this discriminatory paragraph*11
The Delegate of India said that we had to be realistic with regard
to the Brazilian amendment® We had to take into account all the information
which could be obtained if the interim International Frequency List was to
be of value, all the information available should be used® The Brazilian
amendment was unacceptable®
8*6

The Delegate of Portugal said that he agreed that the problem was
difficult and delicate, but he did not think that the Conference could make
allowances for those countries which did not cooperate in the agreement*
He thought the best wav to handle the matter was to insert the date from
the Berne List in the Interim International Frequency List with a note to
that effect® He thought that paragraph 3*2o2o5 was discriminatory in
character®

8*7

The Delegate of the Philippines said that he supported the
Brasilian amendment®
\
The Delegate of Pakistan said that he thought we were treading
on dangerous ground if we tried to consider the status of the assignments
such as those mentioned in paragraph 3o2*2o5*
He supported the Delegations
of India and Portugal and he could act afccept the Brazilian amendment*

8*9

The Chairman of the I»FJloB& referred to the delicate nature of
the discussion and not wishing to enter into the substance of the argument
made it clear that it was necessary for adequate instructions to be contained
in the Final lets of the Conference to make clear the work of the I0F<yR«E8
He emphasized that the I*F0E*B© could not solve problems which the
Conference as a whole had been unable to solve*

8*10

The Delegate of Denmark stated that it was the duty of the
I*F*R*Bo under Article 6 of the Convention to give advice to Members
concerning the best use of the radio spectrum0 He said that distinction
should be drawn between information which vr?.s complete and that which was
incomplete* This was a problem of a fundamental nature upon which the
solution should be basedo He then proposed the following text in place
Bw
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of that contained in paragraph 3*2#2.5*
11Information available to the I.F.ReE. in an incomplete form will
be included in the List as a preliminary notice marked with an asterisk#
These preliminary entries will, be taken into account for the preparation of
the draft International Frequency List only in cases where the information
is supplemented before a d a t e
in such a way as to allow the I.F.R.B®
to explore all possibilities for obtaining the maximum number of radio
channels when preparing the draft International Frequency List11.

I.F.R .B .

The Delegate emphasized that it was of no interest to the
whether incomplete information supplied concerned a new service or an old
one.

aai

The Delegate of Colombia said that he could accept paragraph
3*2.2*5 of Document 267 on the understanding that the "Supplementary
Information to the Interim International Frequency List" to which the para
graph alludes would be published purely for information, as the Chairman
of the ad hoc Group, which drew up Document 267, explained at the previous
meeting.

8.12

The Delegate of Erazil asked for a definition of the word
"incomplete" contained in the Danish proposal® He asked whether inter
pretation of this term should be left to the I.F.R.B. and considered that
the Danish proposal would be unacceptable unless this term were adequately
defined. Ho emphasized that his original amendment was not intended to be
discriminatory. Submission of information under paragraph 3*2.2.4 was
voluntary. He pointed out that it had boen estimated that the Berne List
contained as many as 50$ of registrations which were not activated and that
this was the reason for the preparation of a Frequency Usage List. It was
natural that Administrations with a large number of registrations in the
List would prefer to retain it but it was nevertheless open to them to
notify these registrations for inclusion in the Interim International
Frequency List or merely to remain silent and have them inserted in
accordance with paragraph 3*2.2.5* The Delegate could give no opinion
on the Danish proposal pending its clarification.

8.13

Tho Delegate of the United Kingdom drew attention to the
importano© of obtaining an accurate interim International Frequency List
and that para. 3«2.2.5* in aiming at this was not discriminatory* It was
within the power of Administrations concerned to provide tha information
without undue difficulty and it was the hope of the United Kingdom
Delegation that all Administrations would do so. If some did not provide
the information in the beginning it was hoped that they would eventually,
when the information would be transferred to the Interim International
Frequency List. The United Kingdom Delegate had sympathy with the proposal
of Brazil but would like to hear the views of others before committing
himself, although he favoured maintaining paragraph 3°2.2.5 as it was.
He would return later to the Danish amendment.
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8*14

The Delegate of the United States supported the Brazilian proposal.
He said that the statements of Brazil were pertinent and that no status
should be given to supplementa17- information as this would have the effect
of femoving the incentive to follow the procedure envisaged. The Danish
anondmont would require the Interim International Frequency List to be
re-titled if notificationsfrom the Berne List were included. He referred
to the IFRB report on the Berne List and pointed out that they considered
it inadequate for study of frequency assignments and that this information
should therefore not go into the Interim International Frequency List.
The United States Delegation would therefore accept the Brazilian amendment
or alternatively the Ethiopian suggestion to delete the paragraph 3c2«2.5
completely.

8.15

The Delegate of India stressed the importance of maintaining
a realistic view. He referred to instances in the past when services in
operation in countries not represented had been taken into consideration
in preparing frequency lists and cited, in particular, the position of
Spain at Mexico City when their requirements were obtained through the
Administration of Portugal. He considered that the Brazilian proposal was
totally unrealistic and he would oppose it 0 He added thatihe Danish
amendment was not clear and asked for an exact definition 6f the significance
of the term ’’incomplete”, He then remarked on the reference in that proposal
to the I.F.R.B. exploring the possibilities of frequency usage and stated
that a false picture would be obtained of the number of radio channels
available unless all services in operation were considered. He also
considered that the discussion was taking place at too late a stage and
urged the most thorough discussion of all possible repercussions* His
Delegation was opposed to the proposals of Brazil and Ethiopia but could
agree to the retention of paragraph 3 *2 ,2 .5. unamended or would be prepared
to express later their detailed views*

8.16

The Delegate of France preferred the unamended text of the
paragraph but in a spirit of compromise offered the following proposal :
after the words ’’this information shall be published” insert ’’for purposes
of information”. The remainder of the paragraph should be unchanged*

8nl7

The Delegate of Denmark considered that the term ’’incomplete”
in his proposal was adequately defined by virtue of the fact that the
information requested in the Annex to Chapter III, Article II, Section II
of Document 267 represented the minimum information required and he
referred to the responsibility given in paragraph 321 of the Radio Regulations
to the IFRB to examine not ices 0 In using the term ’’maximum number of radio
channels” he said he was quoting from the Convention.
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8#18

The Delegate of the U#S#S#R« made the following statement :
“Mr# Chairman,
I wish to make some comments on the statement made by the
Delegate of Brazil*
.
_
Tho Delegate of Brazil said: "We do not want these countries to
adhere to the Berne List”# He evidently had in mind those countries which
intend to carry out the provisions of Article 4-7 of the Radio Regulations#
The Delegation of the U*S*S*R, considers that the Delegate of
Brazil has presented the matter incorrectly*
In fact such an attitude constitutes an attempt* on the part of
certain, delegations to impose their point of view on those delegations
which respeot the provisions of the Radio Regulations*
I must remind the Delegate of Brazil of Article 47, No* 1077 of
the Radio Regulations# It reads as follows :
“The procedure provided in the Cairo Radio Regulations &r the
notification and registration of frequencies, ond tho Cairo allocation table
below 27,500 kc/s shall remain in force until the effective date of the
new International Frequency List'1#
•
Does the Delegate of Brazil consider the Radio Regulations, and
in particular No# 1077, no longer valid? To my mind, noither the Delegate
of Brazil nor anybody else can assert that .too Radio Regulations have no
legal force to-day. No* 1077 is quite clear# How then is it possible to
consider forcing any country to violate the Radio Regulations ? Yet the
Brazilian amendment is calculated to do just that 5 to force delegations
to consent*to an infringement of the Radio Regulations# Indeed, the
statement “We do not want those countries to adhere to the Berne List"
is tantamount to saying “We do not want these countries to observe tho
provisions in Article 47, No* 1077 of the Radio Regulations"* Clearly,
such an approach to the problem is irregular and illegal*
If the Delegate of Brazil considers that No* 1077 of the
Regulations does not suit him, that is of course his business, since the
Brazilian Delegation can determine its own point of view#,Tho Regulations
and No* 1077 thereof, however,! lose none of their validity because of that5
on the contrary, they retain their full force, and to exercise pressure on
other delegations, forcing them onto the path of direct infringement of
the Radio Regulations, is inadmissible*
The Delegation of the U.S,S,R* therefore categorically opposes
tho approach to the problem, suggested by the Brazilian Delegation#
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The amendments put forward by the Delegations of Brazil and
France do not alter the discriminatory nature of the paragraph in
Document 267 under discussion. On the contrary, they make the dis
crimination more marked. The Delegation of the U.S.S.R considers there
fore that such amendments are wholly unacceptable.
As for the proposal made by the Delegation of Denmark, it also
comprises elements of discrimination and is also unacceptable.
In principle the only correct approach to tho problem is that
whorein it is recognized that all froquency notifications made by tho
Mombors of the Union must en.iov equal status and bo published on that
basip. The original notification dates play an important part in this and
must figure in tho lists. That is the only correct and legal approach.
For decades the Mombors of the Union have been notifying their
frequencies to the Union. And no one ever doubted that theso notifications
were made on the basis of equal status* The Extraordinary Conference has
no right to change that fundamental premise.
The enjoyment of equal rights by all countries in tho matter of
frequency notification is the foundation of the Intornational Telecommuni
cation Union, and no one is entitled to violate that principle.
The Delegation of the U.SeS.R® cannot agree with tho allegation
made by tho United Kingdom delegation that the paragraph in Document 267
undor discussion is not discriminatory, On the contrary, in our opinion
there is obvious discrimination in that paragraph.
The Delegation of the U,S.S.IU considers that in the adoption
of any decisions the status of frequency notifications of various countries
andthoir publication must be considered on a basis of ©quality11.'
8.19

The Delegate of Portugal noted that both the U.S.S.R*, and the
U.S.A. were in favour of deletion of this paragraph and suggested that this
theroforo was the most suitable course of action. He drew attention to
the anomalous position of the Secretariat under the torms. of Article 20 of
the Convention in that decisions taken at this Conforonco would not bo
annexed to the Convention and therefore the terms of Documont 267 would
apply only to those Administrations signatory to the Final Acts of the
current Conference. How therefore would tho Secretary General bo ablo to
deal with notifications?

8.20

Mr. Gross. Assistant Secretary General, replied by saying that
it was the responsibility of the Secretary General to publish any inform*ation requested by sovereign countries, Members of the Union, and that he
would continue to do so until otherwise ordered by a plenipotentiary
conference* Ho pointed out that articles in the Regulations frequent‘i-"
roferred to other conferences and asked if the Delegate of Portugal
•’
odnfe&dfcreficthat the Interim International Frequency List should replace
the International Frequency List within the terms of paragraph 1077 of
Article 47.
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8.21

The Delegate of Portugal replied that he considered that was
so for those countries signatory of the Final Acts of this Conference but
for those who did not sign those acts the terras of the Atlantic City
Convention would apply. He made a formal proposal to delete paragraph 3*2.2.5
and to publish a list for those countries not signatory to the Acts of this
Conference for consideration by a subsequent administrative radio conference.

8.22

The Delegate of Brazil pointed out that paragraph 1077 kept alive
the Cairo Regulations and that it was therefore necessary to have parallel
information in accordance with them. He considered that the Berne List should
be for information only and that information supplied in accordance with
paragraph 3*2.2.4 should be used to formulate the draft International
Frequency List. He pointed out that there was a clear division within the
Union between those who were in favour of the Berne List and those who
would supply information for the draft International Frequency Listj* and
that mere deletion of paragraph 3 *2 .2.5 would not be the solution to the
problem, as the status of the Berne List information would remain unknown.
He emphasized that it was necessary to define the status of this information.

8 .2 3

The Delegate of Pakistan referred to the preparation of a draft
International Frequency List under the terms of Article III of Document 267
and could not agree that an Interim International Frequency List was any
thing more than an interim service document, and could not therefore agree
to any definition at this stage of the status of such a list. He said that
he would make further comments on Article III at the appropriate time*

8 .2 4 >

The Delegate of Egypt supported the French compromise as being
a wise and realistic proposal, bearing in mind that discussion would take
place later on the question of discontinuing the Berne List*, If this List
were to be discontinued it was necessary thatttie Interim International
Frequency List should contain as much information as possiblea He stressed
that the Committee was at present dealing only with the Interim International
Frequency List and could not touch on the question of the draft International
Frequency List which was a legal point. Pie formally supported-the French
proposal and urged that delegates would use tolerance in coming to a decision.

8 .2 5

The Delegate of Switzerland drew attention to the fact that the
I.F.R.B. must publish all information given to it and, to safeguard the
universal nature of tho Union, recommended that Berne List information
should be contained in the Interim International Frequency List, but marked
with an asterisk* If this was agreed the I.F.R.B. would have a clear directive
and the additional advantage would be achieved of having a complete Frequency
List in one doouoont.
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8.26

The Delegate of India supported the Swiss proposal* He stressed
that it was entirely the responsibility of Administrations to submit what
information they considered necessary in notifying the use of a frequency.
He did not consider that any other organisation than the Administration
concerned was competent to judge whether that information was complete and
cited, in particular, the use of a frequency at a number of places at
different times within one country and that such a seemingly vogue statement
as ’’intJrieur” for the location of the transmitter a.nd '*24 hours’* for the
hours of service were in fact complete* It was the undeniable right of
Administrations to make their notifications in the manner they thought fit
and if a country finds itself in a position to give more information than1
the Berne List contained they were free to do so, but otherwise- tho entry
in the Berne List must be considered as sufficient# Similarly* if a country
states that every frequency registered in the Berne List is in use, the
statement of that country must be accopted# Therefore he considered, as
every Member of the Union has the right to have its information of froquency
usage published, tho Berne List and the Interim International'Frequency
List diould' be on an equal footing, and that both should be,in the interim
period, for information only and should not necessarily form the basis of
the International Froquency List.

8*27

Tho Delegate of the Philippines supported the Brazilian proposal
and said that if the I*F0ReB* took into consideration tho Borne List it
would be to the disadvantage of those countries signing the Final Acts
of the E*A*R*C«, for registrations not reflecting actual frequency usage
would be taken into consideration# He considered that neither the French
nor the Ethiopian proposals provided an answer to the problem#

8*28

The Delegate of Spain then made the-following statement ;
nMr* Chairman,
I should like to take advantage of the fact that the Delegate of
India referred to the attitude to Spain displayed by our fellow-countries
of Portugal and Latin America at the Mexico Conference to thank them all
publicly for their good will in defending our rights at that Conference
and at others? wo can assure them that we shall never forget it*
However, I really cannot understand what connection there can be
between our own special cose (our absence was forced upon us and was independent of our will) and this case in which the desired information
can be given by all the Administrations, if they so desire, whereas in our
case we were not allowed to do so*
I would ask for this expression of gratitude to be recorded in
the minutes*
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8.29

The'Delegate of Brazil said that he did not consider that the
French proposal added anything to the terms of paragraph 3*2.2.5*. All
lists were published for information ond therefore th~problem remained
unsolved®
.

8.30

The Delegate of tho United Kingdom regretted that he had omitted
a remark which he had intended to make in his earlier speech® He said that,
if information could not bo provided in the first place, there was no reason
why the Interim International Frequency List should not contain such inform
ation if produced subsequently, and proposed the addition of the following
new paragraph:
,
H3*>2.2o6« When an Administration supplies the minimum information specified
in the Annex to Chapter III, Article II, Section II, subsequent
to the publication of an entry in the document entitled ,fSup*
plntientp.ty Information to the Interim International Frequency
LIsV1',. the IsFiJWBi. &htll!Complete the entry concerned and transfer
'it to the Interim International Frequency List11.
He said that such a procedure would facilitate the -transfer of
information from one list to the other.

8.31

The Delegate of Isra81. on a point of order, proposed the
adjournment of the meeting.

8.32

The Delegate of Indio supported the Delegate of Israel but
amended his proposal so that the meeting should re-assemble at U o ’clock®
The Chairman adjourned the meeting at

Rapporteurs:
J. Doublet
R.M, John
G. Hampton
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The Chairmen :
C.J. Acton
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APPENDIX A

Mr* C.J» Acton,
Chairman of Committee 7

Sir,
I have the honour to forward to you the accompanying proposal
submitted by Spain, supported by the Spanish Zone of Morocco and the
Spanish Colonies.
A similar proposal has already been submitted to, and approved
by ad hoc Group 7A3. In D.T.56, paragraph 3*4*2 on page 11, the last
line of sub-paragraph a) was deleted, i.e. "and at different phases of
the solar cycle.” Sub-para, a) of para. 3*4*2 on page 11 of Document 140
does not contain these words.
I would ask you to publish and communicate this proposal to the
ad hoc Group or to Committee 7, as you think fit.
I have the honour, etc.
(signed)

Rufino Gea

Delegate of Spain

Note :
A copy of the "Revista de Telecommunicacibn", published by the
General Administration of PTT of Spain, is attached. Pages 3 to 15
reproduce C.C.I.R* Document 240, of June 1951 and the new Question set
by the C.C.I.R,

az

International
Telecommunication Union

Docunent 287/II
9 November 1951
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EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7

COMMITTEE 7
' METHODS
Report of the Fourteenth Meeting, Part II
5 November 1951 at 3*30 p.m.

The meeting was resumed with Mr. CcJ. Acton (Canada) in the Chair.
3.2.2.5 EXAMINATION OF CHAPTER III. ARTICLE II. SECTION II
Tho Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:
“Me* Chairman,
I should like to comment briefly on the statement made by the
Delegate of Brazil.
The Delegate of Brazil stated that he did not propose to abolish
Article 47, N° 1077 of the Radio Regulations. Since ho said that, he evident
ly thereby confirmed his intention to comply with that item of the Regula
tions o If that is really so, the Delegate of Brazil should also have drawn
tho conclusion that until a complete International Frequency List has been
approved, the established procedure for the notification and registration of
frequencies should be fully maintained.
The Extraordinary Conference may not take any decisions of tho
kind described in paragraph 3 o2 02 95 of Document 267, which would hinder the
Members of the Union in following the procedure prescribed in tho Radio
Regulationso
To proceeds In reply to the Delegate of Brazil I must state that
,the Delegation of the,UoS*S0R« by no means proposes the creation of two
Telecommunication Unions. That, hox^ever, would seem to be the wish of those
delegations which suggest publishing two different documents for the regis
tration of frequencies.
The Delegation of the U0S.S.R., bearing in mind the Regulations,
considers that in principle only one document on the registration of
frequencies should be published.
In the opinion of the Delegation of the U.SoS.R. the subject now
under discussion goes beyond the proposals contained in Document 267. It is
a most important question of principle0
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As the Assistant Secretary General, Mr. Gross confirms the
General Secretariat of the Union must in all cases carry out the provisions
of the
Radio Regulations and publishall* notifications on a basis of equality.
The Delegation of the USSR thinks that the proposal submitted by the
Delegation of Switzerland and the opinion expressed by the Delegate of India
on similar lines ore correct in that they contain no elements of discrimination.
The Delegation of the USSR cannot agree on all points with the
resolution proposed by the Delegation of Switzerlandbut in the main that
proposal suggests the right approach to the problem of the publication of
notifications*
The Danish proposal retains the idea of unequal treatment of different
countries, and, like the amendments suggested by the Delegation of France, it
fails in effect, to eliminate elements of discrimination and is unacceptable.
Nor does the proposal submitted by the Delegation of the United Kingdom offer
a correct solution.
We believe that the spirit of the statements made by the Delegations
of Switzerland, India and a number of other countries is evidence of their
desire to be fairminded in the solution of the problem.11
The Delegate of the JJnitod States of America said that the state
ments of the Delegates of India and Pakistan gave the impression that they
believed that the Interim International Froquency List could not have any
effect on the final preparation of the International Frequency List. Such
tendencies had grown during the last month’s discussionsv His Delegation
wished to make it quite clear that it could not, and would not depart from
the basic principle that the Interim International Frequency List should bo
a necessary basis for the preparation of the International Frequency List*
As regards the fixed, land mobile and tropical broadcasting services,
the Delegation of the United States considered that in principle no further
amendment to the text submitted in Docunent 267 could be accepted*
As regards item 3*2*2.5*, the US Delegation was prepared to agree
to any suggestion put forward at the previous meeting in order to expedite
the work of the Committee,
The Delegate of India thought that an agreement on technical bases
should be reached before a provisional Frequency List was prepared*
The Delegates of Brazil, Egypt, the Unitod Kingdom and Denmark
withdrew their proposals and agreed to the adoption of item 3«2o2 05<> as it
stood in Document 267, as a compromise 0
The D^egs^e^of^Sw^

recalled his proposal i

lfThe first sentence of paragraph 3*2.2,5* to remain unchanged* The
rest of the paragraph to be replaced by the followings "This information,
followed by an asterisk indicating its source, will be inserted by the
Secretary General in the Interim International Frequency List*11
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After interventions by the Delegate of Egypt, the Delcgatp,jof
Ethiopia, the Delegate of France and the Delegate of Brazil in favour of tho
adoption of paragraph 3*2.2*5 as it stood in Docunent 267, the Chairman stated
that only one proposal remined before tho Committee - that of tho Delegate
of Switzerland©
The Delegate of New Zealand said that the proposal had not been
seconded*
The Chairman replied that he had understood from the remarks of the
USSR Delegate that the latter seconded the proposal,
The Delegate of the USSR replied that he had noted that the proposal
contained no discriminative elements* Such was the meaning of his position.
The Delegates of Portugal. India and Israel supported tho proposal
of the Delegate of Switzerland*
After an exchange of views between tho Delegates of Portugal. Israel.
India. Egypt, the United States of America. Colombia and tho United Kingdo m
the Chairman put the proposal of the Delegate of Switzerland to the vote.
As tho show of hands gave no decisive result, tho Chairman proceeded
to a roll-call vote*
In favours PR of Albania, Bielorussian SSR, Burma, PR of Bulgaria,
Egypt, Hungarian PR, India, Indonesia, Israel, Republic
of Poland, Portugal, Ukrainian SSR, Roumanian PR,
Switzerland, Czechoslovakia, Portuguese Oversea Terri
tories, USSR}
Against:

Australia, Canada, China, Colombia, UK Colonies, Denmark,
■ Spain, United States, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Ireland,
Icoland, Italy, Japan, Monaco, Norway, New Zealand,
Netherlands, Peru, Philippines, Morocco and Tunisia,
FPR of Yugoslavia, United Kingdom, Sweden, US Terri
tories , France Overseas, Turkey, Union of South Africa,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet-Nam, Spanish Colonies©

Abstentions: Argentine, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Vatican
City, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Iran, Luxembourg, Mexico,
Pakistan*
Mr* Gross, Secretary of the Conference, announced that the result
of the vote was as follows:
17 Delegations had voted in favour of tho proposal of tho Delegate
of Switzerland;
33 Delegations had voted against the proposal}
12 Delegations had.abstained from voting©
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The Chairman stated that the proposal of the Delegate of Switzerland
was rejected*
* The Delegate of the USSR m d e the following statements'
"The Delegation of the USSR supported the Swiss proposal when it
was put to the vote, as in our opinion it contains no elements of discrimina
tion in the matter of frequency notification* Our support does not mean,
however, that we agree with the Swiss resolution on all points*
The Delegation of the USSR considers it necessary to state in
particular that it fully maintains its view that the proposal to establish
an "Interim International Frequency List" is entirely opposed to tho Radio
Regulations (Article 4-7) and ‘is illegal*
On the basis of the Regulations (Article 47,-No* 1077), the
Delegation of the USSR considers that until the new International Frequency
List has been prepared, approved and published, the only valid service docu
ment of the Union on the registration of frequencies must be the Berne
Frequency List published by the International Telecommunication Union*"
The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement:
"The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR fully endorses the statement •
made by the Delegation of the Soviet Union that until the new International
Frequency List has been prepared and approved, the Berne Frequency List must
be and must continue to be!the only valid document of tho Telecommunication
Union on the registration of frequencies0"
The Delegate of the Bielorussian SSR stated that ho fully supported
the statement just made by the Delegate of the USSR*
The Delegate.of the PR'of Bulgaria made the following statement:
"Mr0 Chairman,
On behfelf of the Delegations of the PR of Albania and tho PR of
Bulgaria, I associate myself fully with the Soviet statement concerning tho
vote which has just been cast on tho Swiss proposal, under item 3c2 *2*5 of
Document 267*"
The Chnjrman put paragraph 3o2„2o5 as it stood in Document 267 to
a roll-call vote*
In favours
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Australia* Austria* Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, UK
Colonies, Denmark, Egypt, United States, Ethiopia, France,
Greece, Ireland, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Monaco, Norway,
New Zealand, Netherlands, Peru, Philippines, FPR of
Yugoslavia, United Kingdom, Sweden, US Territories,
France Overseas, Union of South Africa, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet-Nam5
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Against:

PR of Albania, Bielorussian SSR, PR of Bulgaria,
Hungarian PR, Poland, Ukrainian SSR, Roumanian PR,
Czechoslovakia, USSR 5

Abstentions: Argentine, Belgiun, Burma, Bolivia, Brazil, Vatican
City, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Spain, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Luxembourg, Pakistan, Portugal, Switzerland,
Portuguese Oversea Territories, Spanish Colonies.
Mr. Grossi Secretary of the Conference, announced that the result
of the vote was as follows:
32 Delegations were in favour of maintaining paragraph 3*2,2,5;
9 Delegations had voted against that procedure j
18 Delegations had abstained.
The Chairman announced that paragraph 3*2.2*$ was maintained.
The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement:
"The Delegation of the USSR declares that the decision adopted by
Committee 7 to approve paragraph 3.2.2*$ (Document 267) constitutes an
illegal attempt to abolish the existing procedure for the registration of
frequencies as indicated in Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, and to
discriminate against the frequency notifications made by those countries
which find it necessary to follow the regular procedure for frequency
registration referred to in Article 47, No. 1077 of the Radio Regulations.
The decision adopted by the Committee is not only discriminatory
but also illegal, as it is wholly at variance with Article 47 of the
Regulations* The USSR does not therefore recognize that decision and will
not take it into account.
We shall follow the existing procedure for the utilization and
registration of frequencies, based on the provisions of Article 47 and the
Berne Lists of the I.T.U.**
The Delegate of the Ukrainian SSR made the following statement:
’•The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR fully endorses the statement,
made by the Delegation of the Soviet Union that the decision adopted by
Committee 7 is contrary to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations, is illegal
and discriminatory*
The Ukrainian SSR does not consider itself bound by that illegal
decision.
We shall continue to comply, as before, with the existing proce
dure for the registration of frequencies, and with the Berne List.1'
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The Delegate of the Hungarian PR made the following statements
"Mr* Chairman,
The Hungarian Delegation entirely supports the statement made by
the Delegation of the Soviet Union concerning, the vote and tho decision which
have just,been taken by Committee 7 with respect to paragraph 3 '~2 *2 35 of
Documont 267.
Tho Delegation of tho'Hungarian PR protests against this discrimina
tive and illegal decision and states that it cannot be bound thereby* It
will act accordingly in future, in conformity with the Radio Regulations^'5
The Delegate of tho Republic of Poland made the following statement?
"The Delegation of the Republic of Poland, fully sharing the opinion
expressed by the Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on
Article II, Section 3J, paragraph 3*2 *2*5 of Docunent 267, declares that the
Administration which it represents will not consider itself bound in any m y
by the directives and discriminatory decisions contained in tho said
paragraph 3*2
5a"
-The Delegate of tho Roumanian PR made-the following statement t
"The Delegation of the Roumanian People’s Republic fully supports
the statement made- by the Delegation of the USSR. We consider that the
decision taken today by Committee 7-concerning item 3«2,,2*5 of'Article II,
Section II of Document 267 is.-unjust and illegal5 it is likewise:manifestly
discriminative against the countries which respect legality,- tho Convention
and the Radio Regulations. We declare that we cannot regard ourselves as
bound by this decision and that;the only: procedure1we acknowledge to bo valid
is the legal notification procedure laid down in- the Radiol Regulations."
The Delegate of Czechoslovakia made the •following statenent t
"Mr. Chairman,
t.

•

■

■ '

The Czechoslovak Delegation entirely;supports the statement just
made by tho Delegation of the USSR* Tho decision taken by this Committee on
item 3*2*2.5 of Document 267 is illegal and discriminative against tho
countries which remain faithful to the legal provisions of tho Radio
Regulations0
In future our Administration will continue to act in. accordance with
tho Radio Regulations *"
,
-.
■
Tho Delegate of tho Bielorussian SS.R- said that ho fully supported
the statement just made by tho Delegate of the USSR*

Bn

-.7 (Doe. 287/11 - E)

. The Delegate of the PR of Bui gearia and the PR of Albania made the
following statements
"Mr« Chairman,
On behalf of tho Delegations of tho PR of Albania and the PR of
Bulgaria, I have to state that wo entirely support the statement made by the
Soviet Delegation concerning the vote which has just boen cast.
/
Our Delegations consider that the decision which has just boen
taken by Comnittoo 7 on item 3«2.2,5 of Document 267 is an attempt at dis
crimination against the countries which wish to remain faithful to the pro
visions of the Radio Regulations.
Our Administrations will respect the provisions of the Convention
and of the Radio Regulations and do not regard themselves as bound by the
illegal decision taken by Committee 7»n

A M E X TO CHAPTER III, ARTICLE II. SECTION II
Paragraph A
After a discussion between the Delegates of Brazil. Argentine.
United States. Australia. Spain. Denmark, United Kingdom and Egypt, paragraph
A was drafted in the terns reproduced in Document 280*
Paragraph B
No comment on the first three lines«
Item 1
After a discussion between tho Dolegates of Egypt. France. Portugal«
the Union of South Africa and Israel and the Chairman of the I.F.R.B.. item 1
was drafted in the terns reproduced in Document 280.
Item 2
A discussion ensued between the Delegates of Australia. Portugal»
ISEQ&Lf
the..Union^of__Soiith Africa, the I.C.A.O.
Observer and the I.A.T.A. Observer. During the discussion, the Delegate of
Portugal said that item 2 reproduced an amendment submitted by his Delegation
during the discussion of Documont 131 in Group 7A2« Ho insisted that prac
tical reasons had induced it to submit the amendment0
In reply to the I.A. T»A._ Observer, the Delegate of France asked for
item 2 to be maintained in the interest of the fixed and aeronautical services.
The Chairman announced that tho discussion would be resumed at
8.30 p.m.
The meeting was adjourned at 6015 p.m.
Rapporteurs:

The Chairman?

J. Doublet
R.M. John

6oJ;j Act on
W Kortoputi
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Geneva, 1951
COMMITTEE 7

CORRIGENDUM N° 1
to
tho Report of Committee 7
14th Meeting - 5 November 1951 - 8„3( p.m.

Para* 16
Road i "267" instead of "268".
Para? 18
Insert tho following introduction :
"Tho Committee then proceeded to the consideration
of SECTION II«"
Para* 21
Second line :
road j "II" instead of "III".
Fourth line :
read : "H.F." instead of -'HAP*".

Internationa!
Telecommunication Union

EXtRAORDlNARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE

Document 287/III - E
9 November 1951
COMMITTEE 7

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE

7

METHODS
Report of' Fourteenth Meeting held on
Monday. 5th November 1951 - 8>30 p«ia«
Part III
The meeting opened at 8©50 p*m*
Discussion on Document 267, page 8, paragraph 2, second part, was
resumed.
1#
The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the question of
allowing a period of six months during which administrations might revert to
an original frequency if harmful interference were experienced on the new
in-band frequency had been considered at length in Working Groups 742 and 74,
and the text now before the committee represented an acceptable compromise#
He agreed with the Delegate of the Union of South 4frica that it was most
essential that the mobile bands should be cleared, also that it was equally
essential that there should be some degree of security for important fixed
services for which frequency changes had to be made# The provisions of the
section did encourage 4dministrations to clear the mobile bands and also
provided some guarantee for the fixed services vacating them# 4ccordingly he
supported retention of the text of the latter part of the paragraph as it stood*
2»
The Delegate of 4ustralia had listened with interest to the
statements of the Delegate of Portugal and those who supported him# The
4ustralian Delegation did not overlook the importance of that part of the
paragraph in question and was interested in providing protection for long
distance fixed service assignments moving into band? they felt however that
its provisions would unduly delay the implementation of the 4tlantic City
Frequency 411ocation Table, inasmuch as 4dministrations would be reluctant to
move their services if there was a possibility that they would have to return
to their previous frequency in the event of a similar return by another
4dministration# If the I#FqR*B» were to act as a centralising agency in
co-ordinating frequency changes he did not think that there was any need at
all for the latter part of the paragraph#
3*
The proposal of the Delegate of 4ustralia to delete the last two
sentences of paragraph 2 on page 8 was then put to the vote#
Result s
for the proposal
against the proposal
abstentions

5
26
10

The proposal was therefore rejected*
4b

-
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Page 8. paragraph 3
4«
The Delegate of Brazil assumed that the provisions of this
paragraph
applied to new assignments only and not to assignments involving
changes of frequency. The Chairman confirmed this understanding and said
that the point would be clarified in drafting.
Article III
The Committee proceeded to the consideration of SECTION I.
5.
The Delegate of India introduced Document 268 which contained
amendments proposed by the Indian Delegation to Document 267? The object
of the proposed amendments, so far as Section I was concerned, was
(a) to put clearly the four factors governing the preparation of the
draft International Frequency List,
(b) to provide for approval by Administrations of the method of
preparation of the draft International Frequency List, and
(c) to allow for consideration of methods of providing for
unsatisfied requirements.
6.
The Delegate of the United States supported the provisions of
Article III as they stood,and said that his Delegation could not entertain
any departure of substance from these provisions. The amendments proposed
in Document 268 constituted a departure from the provisions of Section I
for the fixed land mobile and tropical zone broadcasting services and, in
oonsequence , he could not support them.
7.
Tho Delegate of Pakistan, referring to the proposed Indian
amendment No. 1 to paraa 3o3»l#2», proposed that the phrase "and also
at the end of the period of final adjustment*1 should be inserted after
11period'1.
8*
The Delegate of India accepted the amendment proposed by the
Delegate of Pakistan. He would like, through the Chairman, to ask the
Chairman of the IoFoR.B* whether he considered that the Board could
undertake the work suggested for it in para. 3«3«le4*
9.
The Chairman of the . M . oR.B. replied that the Ad Hoc Group had
presumably proposed the terms of reference for the I.F.R.B. in 3«3*
because it considered that there would be sufficient bases for the Board
to devise a method for drawing up a draft International Frequency List for
the fixed, land mobile and tropical zone broadcasting servicesa
10.

The Delegate of the U«S»SoR. made the following statement :

UI should like to make a few brief comments in connection,with
the Section of Document 267 under discussion.
First of all I should like to comment on the questions touched upon
by the Delegate of India in his statement. The U.S.S.R. delegation has
already pointed out that, having adopted the course of the so‘-called
"voluntary11 method, the Members of the Union would in fact be unable in
future to return to the solution of the problem of frequency adjustment on
Ab
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an organized and planned basis0 I can veil understand the position of
the Delegate of India* He has offered a number of amendments to Document 2.67
and is endeavouring to solve problems of vital importance to his radio
services* However, the Delegate of the USA. produces the reply that the
amendments offered by the Indian delegate are, don*t you see* "philosophy"?
He is simply asked in a most unceremonious and rude fashion to withdraw his
amendments* It should be noted that a place has been •'reserved51 for these
amendments in paragraph 3g3*1«4p This paragraph states that the IoF0Ri>B0
will give its "full consideration" to the question of the employemont of
various methodso The I0F 0R 0.B0 will "consider"; it will go on considering for
a year or two, it will continue to consider as long as it pleases? The
Delegation of India will; of course, decide for itself to what extent it
finds such a "reply" satisfactory*
Today we heard the statement by the US Delegate* For the second
time today the Delegate of the USA has declared that Document 26? is "good"
and that no amendments to it can be accepted* In actual fact this constitutes
an ultimatum* The delegates to the present conference ore asked to "adopt'*
this document without argument* This is the policy of dictatorship usually
adopted by the USA; a policy well known from previous conferences* This is
an attempt to impose its own views* by fair means or foul; on other countries*
Wb reject such attempts; inadmissible at a conference at which representatives
of sovereign countries are assembled* The example cited of the amendments
offered by the Delegate of India is typical* I should liko to draw attention
to the fact that the US Delegate proposed that the amendments submitted by
India should bo rejected, without even being examined, in subs'tanee0 Such
are the unworthy methods employed by the Delegation of the USA at the
Extraordinary Radio Conference*
It is. shown in paragraph 353*1*3 how it is proposed to prepare
the International Frequency Lists That paragraph as well, as the document
as a whole; is absolutely unacceptablea The proposals contained in that
document are illegal since they take no account of the requirements of the
Members of the Union* In fact it is proposed in that paragraph to legalize these
frequency assignments which* as a result of the application of the notorious
"voluntary" method, will have beon seized by certain countries (the United
States, the United Kingdom and certain others) which have moro powerful
technical means at their disposal* The Members of the Union do not need
Such a discriminatory Froquency Listo
The future International Frequency List must include in full, all
frequencies Utilized by the Members of the Union and registered in the
Berne List, together with an indication of the original notification dates?
Any attempt to circumvent this fair principle and to permit discrimination
as regards frequencies registered and utilized in conformity with the
established procedure, must be categorically rejected* We will not accept
any list which permits discrimination against the requirements of our
country?

Ab
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Wo fully maintain this point of view, regardless of all the
attempts made by a number of delegations, and first'ond foremost by the
US delegation, to impose on this Conference discriminatory and unacceptable
decisions which flagrantly ignore the interests of many Members of the
Union*
For the above reasons, the UoSoSJU Delegation states that both
the Section of the document under discussion and Document 267 as a whole are
unacceptable*,”
11 9
The Delegate of Canada considered that the provisions of Document
267 were a delicate compromise and the best possible one which could be
reached after due and careful consideration by the Ad Hoc Group* He
therefore felt that there was little point in going over the ground again
as this would only entail a waste of time and any amendments might destroy
the delicate balance*,
12 9
The Delegate of the United Kingdom said that the provisions of
Document 267 leant farther towards planning than the United Kingdom considered
wise5 so much so as to be almost unacceptable to the United Kingdom* The
United Kingdom had come to the Conference prepared to compromise and had
now reached the stage where it found it had compromised to the fullest
extent* The stress on planning in Document 267 was already undermining the
process of adjustment as the United Kingdom, saw it aftd was jeopardising the
possibility of implementing the mobile plans* With regard to the
amendments proposed by the Indian Delegation to Section I, individually they
perhaps did not change the substance much but, in toto, they represented a
further bias towards planning and, in consequence, tho United Kingdom
Delegation could not support them*
130
The Delegate of India considered that an agreeable compromise
should give equal emphasis to both planning and adjustment* At the beginning
of tho Conference the Indian Delegation did not consider that a compromise
between these two concepts could be reached but the majority of delegations
had felt otherwise* Tho amendments now suggested were merely an endeavour to
reach an agreeable compromise*
14*
The Delegate of Pakistan recalled that the Ad Hoc Group had agreed
that steps should be token to better the lot of countries underdeveloped
in the radio field* Other specialised agencies of the Unites Nations had
agreed, within their fields, which countries came into the category of undor
developed ond, so far as the I»T*U* was concerned, perhaps tho Administrative
Council or a Plenipotentiary Conference could do likewise*
1
5
The Delegate of France said that from a study of the amendments
proposed by tho Delegate of India he concluded that the method proposed
for tho preparation of the draft International Froquoncy List for tho fixed,,
land mobile and tropical zone broadcasting services was similar to that
advanced in Soction II for the high frequency broadcasting sox vice*
Although tho French Delegation could accept this method for high froquoncy
broadcasting it could not do so for the fixed service and it did not think
that the method would assist in clearing the mobile bands.?
Ab
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16*
The Delegate of the Philippines was of the
Document 268,with minor drafting amendments, represented the most acceptable
compromise and he accordingly supported the views expressed by the Delegates
of theUnited Kingdom, the United States and France#
17*
The Chairman then put to tho vote the variousamendments
to Article III, Section I of Document 267*

suggested

3*3»1*2m
Amendment 1 proposed by the Delegation of India in Document 268*
For the proposal
Against the ”
Abstentions

5
23
10

Proposed amendment ■ rejected*
Amendment proposed by the Delegate of Pakistan to the preceding amendment
proposed by the Delegation of India*
- Insert "and also at the end of the period of final adjustment” after "period”*
For the proposal
Againd; the ”
Abstentions .

5
22
10

Proposed amendment rejected#
Amendment 2 proposed by the Delegation of India in Document 268*
For the proposal
Against the ”
Abstentions

4
28
10

Proposed amendment rejected*
Amendment proposed by the Delegate of Egypt.
Replace ”At the end of” by "During”
For the proposal
Against the ”
Abstentions

29
0
11

Proposed amendment agreed*

Amendment 2 proposed by the Delegation of India in Document 268*
For the proposal
Against the "
Abstentions
Proposed amendment rejected.
Ab
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Amendment 4 proposed by the Delegation of India in Document 268c
For the proposal
Against'the ”
Abstentions

3
27
8

Proposed amendment rejected^
Amendment suggested by Col* Lauterbach, member of the Ad Hoc Group*
‘Replace the whole of (b) by the following :
”(b)

The unsatisfied actual new requirements at the end of the final
adjustment period” •
For the proposal . 30
Against the ”
9
Abstentions
5

Proposed amendment agreed*
Referring to paragraph 3*3*1«3*, the Chairman of the I»F*R*B* made
the following statement regarding the interpretation of sub-paragraph (b)
”The new actual requirements are represented by assignments which,
during the final adjustment period, Administrations will normally indicate as
to be put into use, with a view to their insertion in the Interim International
Frequency List, but which they will not in fact be in a position to use for
reasons outside their, control* From the standpoint of the I0F*R*B*, such a
oircumstance will mean that confirmation of the putting of the frequency into
use will not reach the Board or that the Administration concerned, after
confirming the putting into use, will announce that it is obliged to abandon
it* In other words, Administrations ore not to submit special lists of
requirements as they have been requested to do on previous occasions, but
the required information will be automatically, in the Interim International
Frequency List, at the disposal of the I*F»R*B* at the end of the final
adjustment period*”

Amendment 2 proposed by the Delegation of India in Document 268*
For the proposal
Against the ”
Abstentions

4
27
11

Proposed amendment rejected*
2*2 * 1 *2 *
Proposal by the Delegation of India in Document 268 to delete
For the proposal
Against the ”
Abstentions
Proposal rejected*
.Ab ■
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18*
Tho Delegate of the Argentine pointed out that the requirements
on which tho Mexico City Plan was based were compiled in 194? a&d rainy would
now be obsolete* A plan based on these requirements could not therefore be
satisfactory now and would be even less so in 1953 or 1954# The only
equitable solution would be to allow Administrations an opportunity to submit;
on an equal footing; details of their up to date requirements* When this
information was available it could then be seen whether there was a possibility
of producing an acceptable plan with or without reduction in the requirements*
He now proposed therefore (see Document 20$) that, paragraph 3o3o20l* (c)
should be replaced by the following :
»(c) the up-to-date requirements submitted by Administrations'*
and that paragraphs 3*3o2«2* and 3*3*2«3« should be deleted*
19a
The proposal of the Delegate of Argentine was supported by the
Delegates of Brazil, the U*S»A*, Paraguay and Uruguayo
20*
The Delegate of Egypt considered that the stage had been reached
when the implementation of the high froquency broadcasting portions of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table could only be realised by a method
of planningj and then only if the plans and results of the meetings at
Mexico City, Paris and Florence/Rapallo were taken into consideration* He
considered that it was useless at this Conference to attempt to produce any
different plans and that if Administrations were allowed to submit new require
ments now they could not be provided for within the framework of the existing
plans* Directives on these lines* so far as high froquency broadcasting was
concerned* should therefore be given to the I bF©R*B©
21*
Tho Delegate of Switzerland did not think that the provisions of
Section III wore any different in principle from those set out in Documont
218 which had been tho result of lengthy consideration by the Ad Hoc Group*
If the IoFcR*B» were asked to prepare a draft plan for H 0P. Broadcasting
they would be faced with the same difficulties as the Conference in attempting
the accommodation of all the requirements* He wondered how the Ad Hoc Group
contemplated the task of tho I«FaR 4B»$ in particular was it considered that
the I<,F*R*B« had the right to reduce arbitrarily the requirements of
Administrations in order to produce a workable plan ? If so this would
conflict with the sovereign rights of Members of the IoT*U* and his
Administration* for its part^ could not agree to such power being given
to the I*F*RoB^
22*
Mr* Pedersen (a member of the Ad Hoc Group) replied that his
understanding was that tho task given to the I*F*R0B« must accord with the
provisions of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations© It was clear from
paragraph 29# of these Regulations that the I*F©R<>Bq must reach its conclusions
solely on a engineering basis* The Board could not therefore reduce
requirements of Administrations on any other basis than that of a sound
engineering one* This understanding was* he thought* borne out in the
text of Section II*

Ab
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23*
The Delegate of India referred to the amendments to Section II
proposed by his Delegation in Document 268» As regards 3©3o2»l# (c) he
thought that signatory countries to tho Mexico City plan were placed at a
disadvantage^ ithor a limitation should be set to the modifications of
requirements which countries might submit within the framework of the
Mexico City basic plan or all countries should be asked to submit up to
date requirements for the preparation of a fresh plane Judging from past
experience this latter alternative would result in the submission of far
more requirements than could possibly be accommodated, and fresh methods
would have to be devised*
2^o
The Delegate of Israel was of the opinion that the existing
broadcasting plans were obsolete and that it was not possible to accommodate
new requirements within the framework of these plans? The plans themselves
were not of so much importance as the technical principles which had been
evolved*
He therefore supported the .views and proposed amendments of the
Delegate of the Argentine*
25o
The Delegate of Pakistan pointed out that the requirements submitted
to the Moxico City Conference covered the requirements of Administrations
for some time after that date* It was to be hoped therefore that these
requirements were not by this time so much out of date* The Mexico City
Plan had been the result of much work and if Administrations were now
allowed to submit fresh requirements the same process would have to be
reposted* The IoFJUB* could not be expected to undertake this work which
would have to be done by another broadcasting conference which his Adminis
tration, for its part, would be most reluctant to agree to* He proposed
therefore that paragraph 3©3o2ol« (c) should be replaced by the following j
«(o)

modified requirements within the pattern of the Mexico
City basic plan as may be submitted by the Administrations
who submitted requirements before, and new requirements of
countries which had not submitted any requirements so far*11

26*
The Delegate of Egypt said that if the Conference decided that a
plan should be produced for the HoF* Broadcasting service the I0F 0R 0B 0
should be given a practical possibility to produce one* The Egyptian
Delegation therefore supported in principle the amendment suggested by tho
Delegate of Pakistan but felt that the matter was of. such importance as to
warrant fuller consideration* He therefore proposed, in view of the lateness
of the hour, that the Conference should adjourn to give delegates an
opportunity to do this<>
279
The Delegate of New Zealand supported the proposed amendment of
the Delegate of Pakistan and agreed with the views of the Delegate of Egypt#
280
The Delegate of India supported in principle the proposed amendment
of the Delegate of Pakistan and accordingly formally withdrew the proposed
amendment put forward by his Delegation in Document 2680
Ab
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CORRIGENDUM N° 1
to

the Report of Committee 7 - Fifteenth Meeting

6 November 1951 - morning

1)

Page 3.

lines 8-9 :

After : nThe proposal by the Delegation of Pakistan was therefore
rejected”
insert tho following, inadvertently omitted t
lfThe Delegate of Greece desired an explanation as to whether, after
the French amendment, the requirements submitted to the Florence/Rapallo
Conference would be taken into consideration when the I#F*R.B. drew up
the new broadcasting piano”

2) PaggJb ^ ne 11 *
Replace "Technical Plan Committee in Paris"by the correct name,
ioe* "Florence/Rapallo Conference#”
3)

Page 3, after line 11 :

'

Insert the Chairman*s reply, inadvertently omitted ;
"The Chairman confirmed that by virtue of paragraph b) 5 the
requirements submitted to the Florence/Rapallo Conference would be taken
into consideration#"

International
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Document 288/1 - E
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EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS T R A T IV E
R ADIO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 7

Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7
METHODS
Report of the Fifteenth Meeting
6 November 1951 - 9>30 a.m.
PART

I

The meeting was opened by the Chairman, Mr* C.J* Acton (Canada).
The Chairman pointed out that one second of discussion cost 50
centimes, and that the Chairman of the Conference had the day before impressed
him with the urgency of finishing Committee 7's work as soon as possible. It
seemed indispensable that Committee 7 should finish its work that very day.
Consideration of Chanter III - Article III - Section II
(Paragraph 3*3.2*1 c). ~~~
The Chairman recalled that when the meeting had risen on 5 November,
theCommittee had had a number of proposals before it.
The Delegate of Sweden agreed with the Delegate of Denmark that
account should be taken of the frequency requirements for current programmes
in countries*
The Delegate of France said that, if a plan was to be mad.e, inflation
of the requirements was to be avoided* In that connection he shared the
concern of the Delegations of Egypt and Pakistan.
Furthermore, after the
work of the Technical Plan Committee in Paris, new requirements had been
submitted. The plan contemplated would be achieved several years after
Moxico City* Now requirements could not be refused. The countries that
had not signed the Mexico City Basic Plan could not be allowed to have special
advantages. Above all, the goodwill of Adninistrations must be counted
upon. Tho present Conference could do no more than direct their goodwill*
He made the following proposals sub-paragraph c) of Document 267 to be
replaced by the following text:
,rc)

up-to-date requirements. In presenting such requirements
countries shall bear in mind the fact that at peak hours
especially, the number of assignments provided for in the
Basic Plan cannot be appreciably increased without there
being a risk of compromising its technical value".

The Delegate of India understood and appreciated the efforts made by
the French Delegation to achieve a compromise. However, he thought that the
proposal made the previous evening by the Delegate of Pakistan was more
^realistic, since it ensured that a plan could be prepared.
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Tho Dolegates of Egypt. Brazil and the Argentine supported the
proposal by the Delegate of France,
The Delegate of the Argentine could not accept the proposal by the
Delegate of Pakistan, If tho French proposal was in the form of a compromise,
he was prepared to withdraw his own proposal.
The Delegate of Pakistan expressed the fear that if tho French
Delegatees proposal was approved in its present form it would be impossible
to accommodate a satisfactory proportion of requirements.
Sir Robert Craigie. Chairman of the ad hoc Group, proposed, as a
compromise, that the following words should be added to the French proposal:
"up-to-date requirements based on existing services."
He made it clear that that was a purely personal suggestion.
After comments by the Delegates of Egypt, France. Chile, Brazil and
South Africa, the Chairman of the ad hoc Group withdrew his proposal.
The Delegate of Now Zealand thought the proposal by the French
Delegate was quite satisfactory, but asked for the word "technical" to be
deleted.
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:
"The U.S.S.R. Delegation has already stated its opinion regarding
the unocccptability of those sections of Document 267 which relate to the
preparation of high frequency broadcasting plans.
As regards the amendment proposed by the Delegation of France, at
first sight it would seem that this amendment was based on considerations
of a technical nature. However, that is nothing but a false impression,
What is the real meaning and what are the practical aims of that amendment?
Tho course of the work of the Extraordinary Conference clearly shows that a
certain group of large countries, including France, relying as regards the
future on "the voting machine;t, will endeavour to adopt a plan which would
satisfy their frequency requirements to the full extent. But there are few
frequencies. Where are they to come from? Hence the French proposal
suggesting that countries should reduce their requirements. It is also clear
that the authors of the amendment and certain other countries intend to
utilize, for their own purposes, the results of such reduction in frequencies
Therefore, we think that the fears expressed,by the Delegates of
India and Pakistan are quite justified."
After comments by the Delegates of'Switzerland, Spain, Sweden, the,..
Unitod States of America. Pakistan. India. Canada and the Argentine, the
Chairman said that there were two main proposals before the Committee: the
proposal by the Delegation of Pakistan and the proposal by the Do legation of
France to which the Delegate of New Zealand had made on amendment.

Ge
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The Chairman took a vote by a show of hands on the proposal by
the Delegation of Pakistan*
The results

of the vote were as follows:.

Against
For
Abstentions

: 30
s 13
s 4

The proposal by the Delegation of Pakistan was therefore

isiastesu
In reply to the Delegate of Greece* the Delegate of France assured
him that sub-paragraph b) made it clear that the requirements submitted
to the Technical Plan Committee in Paris would be taken into consideration*
The Delegate of Scalp,, made the following statement:
‘•This Delegation very much regrets that it cannot agree with the
delegations which supported the French proposal, because it suggets,
together with sub-paragraph a), the maintenance of the statu quo of Mexico
City* which does not at all satisfy the requirements of my country. Con
sequently if it is put to the vote we shall vote against it*
Moreover, I should be grateful if the Chairman of the I.F.R.B*
would tell us whether he believes it is possible to include any further
requirements in these overloaded schedules©
As regards the amendment submitted yesterday by Pakistan, I should
be glad if it could be read out again, as I cannot find it in my notes.
I regret this delay, but feel that it is necessary before passing to the
vote©’’
The Chairman took a vote by a show of. hands on the amendment
proposed by the Delegate of New Zealand (deletion of the word ’’technical"
from the French proposal)©
The results of the vote were as follows t
Against
i 24
For
$ 4
Abstentions s 11
The New Zealand amendment was therefore rejected.
The Chairman took a vote by a show of hands on the proposal by
the Delegate of France*

Ch
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The results of the vote were as follows i
For
Against
Abstentions

s
s
$

39
5
6

The proposal by the Delegate of France was therefore adopted*
The meeting was suspended from 11 ©20 to 11*40 a«m<»
Paragraph 3»3»2©2©
The Delegate of Pakistan made the following proposals
text of Document 267 the following sub-paragraph c)s

add to the

"the existing assignments in the Mexico City Basic Plan,
with the exception of those modified under sub-paragraphs a)
and b) above, should not be adversely affected*"
The Delegate of India drew attention to his proposed amendment on
pages 2 and 3 of Document 268*
The Delegate of Egypt seconded the proposal by the Delegate of
Pakistan# He requested that the part of tho Indian Delegated proposal
concerning the setting up of a Plan Committee should be discussed only
in the'Plenary Assembly of the Conference#
The Delegate of India accepted the proposal*
After statements by the Delegates of the Philippines, Uruguay*
the United States of America, the Argentine. Pakistan and Chile* the
Chairman took a vote by a show of hands on the proposal by the Delegate
of Pakistan#
The results of the vote were as follows:
Against
For
Abstentions

s 15
: ’ 11
s 10

The proposal by the Delegate of Pakistan was therefore rejected*
The Delegate of India introduced his amendment and gave some
explanations concerning sub-paragraphs a) and b)*
After a discussion between the'Delegates of Pakistan. Canada.
the United Kingdom* India, the Argentiner France and Brazilf and the
Chairman of the I*F#R»B*r the Delegate of Brazil proposed deleting
paragraphs 3#3o2#2# and 3o3«.2#3*
Ch
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The proposal was seconded by the Delegate of India*
The Chairman took a vote by a show of hands on the proposal by
the Delegate of Brazil,,
The re stilts of the vote were as follows s
For
Against
Abstentions

s
s
s

35
0

8

Paragraphs 3«3«202* and 3*3*2*3* were therefore deleted*

The Delegate of India pointed out that he had proposed an amendment
to the paragraph* which appeared in Document 268 on page 3®
The Chairman said that since no objections had been raised to
the amendment ? the paragraph-would be worded as in paragraph 3*3*2 *2 * of
Document 280*

sub-paragraph a)
There were no objections to this sub-paragrapho
sub-paragraph b)
The Delegate of India considered that the paragraph contradicted
paragraph 3*3*2.,1 * c) as approved by the Committee* He therefore proposed
that the second sentence should be replaced by the followings
”However? the I*F*R«B« may make recommendations* for study by
administrations* for the amendment of these standards***®*n
After statements by the Chairman of the InFJUB*. and the Delegates
of India and Canada.* the Chairman took a vote by a show of hands on the
proposal by India*
The results of the vote were as follows:
For
Against
Abstentions

s
:
s

4
35
5

The proposal by the Delegate of India was therefore rejected*
The text of sub-paragraph b) was maintained as proposed in
Document 267*
Ch
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sub-paragraph c)
The Chairman announced that there were two proposals before the
Committee? one by the Delegate of India in Document 268 on page 3, and the
other by the Delegate of Egypt, which was worded as follows?
!fFor peak hours, especially during low solar activity periods
when the lower bands are likely to be more congested, the E 0A«R*Ce agrees
that a proportional adjustment of channel-hours shall be applied uniformly
to all countries*”
The Chairman said that the amendments would be discussed at the
meeting scheduled for 3 p»m* that afternoon*
The meeting was suspended at 1 .p«m9

Rapporteurs s
J. DOUBLET
JOHN •

Ch

Approved i

R* KERTOPATI
‘ Chairman

International
Telecommunication Union

Corrigendum N° 1
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EXTRAORDINARY ADMINISTRATIVE
RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

COMITTEE 7

CORRIGENDA No. 1
to
The Report of Committee 7 «- Fifteenth Meeting

6 November 1951 - afternoon

In paragraph 25, delete the last sentence

j

uHe suggested that if the procedure which he had outlined were
adopted it would be at no increase of cost to Administrations”.

International
Telecommunication Union

Document 2SS/II - E
9 November 1951
EXTRAORDINARY A D M IN IS TR A TIV E
R AD IO CONFERENCE

COMMITTEE 7
Geneva, 1951

COMMITTEE 7
METHODS
Report of the Fifteenth Meeting
6th November 1951 - 3 Pain.
PART II

The meeting opened at 3*10 p.m.
1*

The Representative of the I.F.R.B. said that the proposal of the
Delegate of Egypt on paragraph c) was on similar lines to one which he
himself had put to Working Group 7B1 (Broadcasting).
As compared with the
original suggestion, the text now •under consideration had been seriously
softened by the Committee 7 ad hoc Group.
Fears had been expressed bycertain delegations at a previous meeting regarding certain well-defined
subjects.
The Delegate of Pakistan had stated that he would prefer to see
the implementation of an established plan5 others had stated that their
requirements had not been included in the Mexico City Plan.
The Delegate
of Switzerland had expressed a strong fear that the I.F.R.B. might have to
make reductions in requirements without the Administrations concerned being
consulted.
These fears and views must be taken into account, The I.F.R.B.
desired, just as Administrations did, to see a plan prepared and implemented
if possible? and if this work were entrusted to the I.*F«R0B., the Board
would do its utmost to succeed.
He had refrained from intervening during
that morning’s discussion, but he felt he should point out that if it should
be decided that it should be permissible for Administrations to submit all
their requirements for consideration, the Basic Plan of Mexico City might
be seriously modified, possibly, in parts, to such an extent as to lead to
difficulties. The only possible solution seemed to lie either in a
reduction of requirements or in a reduction of technical standards? but the
I.F.R.B. could not make such reductions without the agreement of all
Administrations.
He thought that the amendment proposed by the Delegate of
Egypt might be acceptable provided the Basic Plan of Mexico City remained
untouched? but in that event, the amendment would seem to be superfluous
since the Technical Plan Committee had made specific provision in this
connection by recommending that, if it were found impossible, during periods
of low sun-spot activity, to include all requirements, the requirements
should be uniformly reduced. But it seemed, that the plan was likely to be
modified even if the desired frequency hours were not changed - the
transference of transmissions from one period of hours to another period
would render the plan impracticable.
He accordingly wished to submit a new
proposal as follows :
that paragraph c) should remain except for the last line, which
should be deleted and the following substituted:
The I.F.R.B. shall determine the further modifications which it
would be necessary to make to the technical standards during those
periods in. order to make it possible to include all the requirements.
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At tho request of the Chairman, the suggested modification was read
to the meeting in English and in Spanish.

3.

Tho Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement:
"In connection with the discussion of point 3.3.2.5 of Document 267,
the U.S.S.R. Delegation considers it necessary once again to define its
attitude as regards the responsibility which it is proposed to assign to the
I.F.R.B.
Wo deem it necessary to recall once again that, according to the
International Telecommunication Convention, the duties of tho I.F.R.B. do not
include the preparation of any plans whatsoever.
Tho functions of the
I.F.R.B. are absolutely clearly set out in Article 6 of the Convention.
Consequently, the U.S.S.R. Delegation considers that the proposal
contained in point 3*3.2.5. of Document 267 is incorrect and illegal.
The
U.S.S.R. Delegation objects to tho adoption of such a decision."

A.

The Pologate of Egypt referred to the view expressed by the Delegate
of the U.S.S.R. that the functions of the I.F.R.B. had been determined and
could not be changed. He thought that it was merely a question of formula?
the Document could refer to "international members of the P.F.B." instead of
"the I.F.R«B.".
The Conference must be objective. Tho idea behind the
proposal which he had submitted was that the I.F.R.B. should be given the
necessary tools with which to carry out the task which was to be given to it
by the decision of this Conference.
He thought that to soy that all
requirements had to bo met was wrong.
It was true that nobody wanted
arbitrary reductions, but neither must the Conference insist on the satis
faction of all requirements.
It was the duty of the Conference to overcome
these difficulties but ho did not think that tho formula suggested by the
Representative of the I.F.R.B. would do this.
For his part he would prefer
to see it laid down that the I.F.R.B. should consider all the requirements
together and see which could be satisfied.
Tho Conference should aim at
finding a solution satisfactory to all? in other words, it would have to
find a formula by which the I.F.R.B. would be able to satisfy a certain
percentage of the requirements. The reduction which Administrations would bo
asked to moke must bo a uniform one.
If such a formula could bo found he
' would support it, but he could not support that suggested by tho Representative
of the I.F.R.B.

5.

The Delegate of India said that ho had already stated that his
Delegation would accept any practicable method which would produce a plan or
any other equitable solution.
There had been several proposals which might
lead to the preparation of a plan. It was his view that it was important
that tho Conference should agree to the necessity for a plan for High
Frequency Broadcasting, and that no purpose would be served by drawing up
regulations which might not lead to such a plan. He would be prepared to
agree to any solution provided this fundamental need was satisfied. He was
afraid that, under the suggestion of the Representative of the I.F.R.B., the
Mexico City Plan would be reduced to such a level as to make it unacceptable.
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The Conference should agree to depend as far as possible on the work of the
Mexico City, Paris and Florence/Rapallo Conferences but should also agree
that the plans which resulted from those Conferences should be modified to
take into account the needs of "new11 countries.
The Conference should also
accept the principle that the I.F.R.B, should decide on the proportion of
requirements which could be accommodated, and which ought to be accommodated,
in the Broadcasting plan. If the Conference were convinced that this would
be the right course it would be necessary to issue practical directions to
the I.F.R.B#, in order to get a workable plan.
If the Conference did not do
that, it would not be serving any interests5 there would
be chaos
and confusion.
In the opinion of his Delegation, of all the proposals
which had been made in this connection, that of the Delegate of Egypt most
nearly met the situation, and his Delegation supported that proposal.
6*

The Delegate r/h tho United

■

LLsaO uiiu f o l l o w i n g

a « a ic

"As my Delegation has stated in Committee and Working Group on many
occasions, we do not consider that it is practicable for the I.F.R.B. to
effect any operational adjustment of channel hours which would lead to an
acceptable plan.
As you know, the Technical Plan Committee in Paris failed
to accomplish this to the satisfaction of the majority of Administrations.
We therefore do not consider it practicable, at the present time, to achieve
the aim of the Egyptian proposal, and, consequently, I regret that we cannot
support that proposal, but must vote against it if it comes to a vote.
We can accept the proposed amendment by the Chairman of the I.F.R.B.
although it appears to produce the same result as the original paragraph,
but in a more complicated manner.
With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would now like to make some
general observations on this Section.
As we have said earlier at this Conference, we do not consider that
at this time any further effort to plan High Frequency Broadcasting bands can
lead to any practical results. That is still our opinion. We have in mind
our earlier experiences. We consider that in asking the I.FCR#B. to modify
the Mexico City and Paris draft plans, taking into account up-to-date
requirements, and in asking them to adjust and to apply technical standards
in the preparation of a plan likely to be generally acceptable, we are asking
them to perform a very difficult, in fact an almost impossible task, - a
task moreover, which the experts from Administrations have themselves been
unable to perform.
In any case this process would take a very long time to complete. In
spite of our misgivings, we have gone along with the planners, and, of course,
we shall do all we can to facilitate this work, However, we are very
disturbed by the proposal in paragraph 4-.1,5. to moke the beginning of the
final adjustment period dependent upon the completion, and acceptance, of a
Broadcasting plan. To us, this appears very likely to handicap progress with
the final adjustment of other services and in particular of tho Aeronautical
and Maritime Mobile Services.
In those circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I ask
that the United Kingdom position bo noted hore, so that I may return to the
point, if need be, when making observations on paragraph 4 *1 >5."
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7*

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statenent:
flI wish to reply briefly to the statenent node by Mr. Abaza-Bey,
the Delegate of Egypt.
The Delegate of Egypt expressed the opinionthat legal knowledge made
it possible to turn inside out and distort at will any provision of the
Convention and tho Regulations and justify any infringement of the law.

what
law.

Of course there are lawyers who can distort any law according to
is required by the person who places an order for a distortion of the

The Delegation of the U.S.SR. disagrees with this arbitrary attitude
towards documents end considers such "legal" tricks out of place. We wish
to understand the Convention as it was written and adopted by the Union.
The Convention defines tho functions of the I.F.R.D. quite clearly. It may
be seen from the Convention that the duties of tho I.F.R.B. do not include
the drawing up of any plans.
The allegation
I.F.R.B. are entitled
plans in the capacity
since it runs counter

mode by the Delegate of Egypt that the members of the
to perform functions connected with the preparation of
of "international members of the P.F.B." is unfmindnd.
to tho special resolution adopted at Atlantic City.

That resolution clearly states that the P.F.B. was sot up as a special
body whose membership was clearly defined5 namely, it consisted of national
and international members.
As a result of the recall of the national
members of the P.F.B* on 28 February 1950, the P.F.B. ceased to exist on that
date.
There is no indication anywhere in tho.Atlantic City decisions that
the P.F.B. may exist as a body consisting of international members only,
and there is consequently no logal ground for rogarding tho mombors of tho
• I.F.R.B. after 28 February 1950 as "international mombors of the P.F.B.".
Therefore that contention is utterly groundless, and the Delegation
of the U.S.S.R. considers it necessary to recall once more that there is no
legal basis for tho functioning of the I.F.R.B. and that the Extraordinary
Conforonco has no right to alter the Convention by giving any kind of
instructions to the I.F.R.B."

8.

Tho Dologate of Pakistan said that if tho I.F.R.B, wore to do really
useful work on plans which could bo implemented, the Conference must give
it specific and definite directives.
Without them, the Board could not
reduce requirements 5 they would be able to do nothing more than put the
requirements down on paper. He noted that the Representative of the I.F.R.B,
had suggested tho accommodation of all requirements by a reduction of
technical standards. In this connection ho desired to remind the Conference
that at Moxico City a total of 14,000 channel hours had been demanded and
that, after all countries had made extensive sacrifices and accepted lower
technical standards, only 8,300 channel hours could be accommodated. How
could all requirements, including new requirements, now be accommodated
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merely by lowering technical standards? His Delegation favoured the amend
ment proposed by the Delegate of Egypt8

9.

The Delegate of Egypt said that he would like to assure the Delegate
of the U.S.S.R. that he was not a lowyer, he was not even a technician3 he
was merely a lay-man, but he loved the I.T.U. and his country had spent
much effort and money in assisting to build the Union, and he would not like
to see the Union collapse over such a small question as that with which it
was confronted now. He appealed for patience.
The Delegate
of the United Kingdom had surprised him with his
objections to the idea of an attempt being made once more to prepare a
High Frequency Broadcasting plan* Had the United Kingdom Delegate bowed to
the majority, he might have given the Conference an opportunity to bring
about success.
He wished at the same time to thank the United Kingdom
Delegate for his statement that his Administration would do all in its power
to facilitate the work5 but he did say that his Delegation had decided to
vota against the Egyptian proposal. He wished to appeal to the Delegate
of the United Kingdom to wait until the argument had developed a little.

10.

The Delegate of the U.S.A. said that he thought that the Broadcasting
interests who wanted plans must recognize that the extended channelling
basis of planning would accomplish little. They must also recognize that
where spectrum space was congested there must be a reduction of use ,
The time to plan was another problem.
The U.S.A, Delegation did not believe
that the present was the time.
However, if the Conference hoped to do useful
work and intended giving the I.F.R.B. instructions directed towards planning,
he was prepared to make a suggestion for the consideration of delegations,
and, depending on the trend of the discussion, he might be prepared to make
a firm proposal.
His suggestion was that the amendment proposed by the
Delegate of Egypt should be replaced by the following:
For peak hours, especially during lower solar activity periods,
when the lower bands are likely to be more congested, the E.A.R.C.
agroes that, in order that the I.F.R.B. may evolve acceptable plans,
the Administrations must voluntarily reduce demands for channel
hours in the same ratio as the relative reduction in spectrum space
due to the solar changes 5 and the degree of reduction required shall
be communicated by the I.F.R.B. to all Administrations for their
consideration and comment.

11.

At tho Chairman's request, the text of the U.S.A. Delegate’s
suggestion was road to the meeting in French and in Spanish,

12.

The Delegate of Egypt said that, in order to show good-will, he was
prepared, subject to the agreement of the other Delegations which had
supported his own oorlier proposal, to withdraw that proposal and give his
support to that of the U.S.A.

12.

The Delegate of Denmark said that he foundthesuggestion
of the
Delegate of tho U.S.A. very interestingand one of the mostconstructive
which ho had heard for a long time.
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13.

Tho Delogato of Indonesia supported the U.S.A. suggestion and added
that it seemed that a minor amendment would be necessary, in that the
suggestion, as he had heard it, contained the phrase "the Administrations*
must voluntarily1
11» There seemed to be a little inconsistency here but ho
was sure this could be left to the Drafting Committee to clear up.

14-•

The Delegate of Canada supported the U.S.A. suggestion.

15.

The Chairman said that the meeting now had before it tho suggestion
of tho U.S.A. which had been supported by a number of Delegations. He
enquired whether any delegation now wished to propose the text formally.

15.

The Delegate of Egypt confirmed that he now withdrew his own proposal
and formally moved the adoption of the amendment suggested by tho Delegate of
tho U.S.A. The Delegate of tho U.S.A. seconded this proposals

16.

Tho Chairman put the proposal to the vote by a show of hands, with
the following result:
34- For the proposal
6 Against the proposal
A Abstentions
Tho Chairman said that the Egyptian/U.S.A. proposal would now replace
paragraph 3.3.2.5. on page 10 of Document 267.

17.

The meeting proceeded to a discussion of Article IV.

18.

*
The Delegate of India explained that tho reason for the amendment
to Article IV proposed by his Delegation was the desirability that
Administrations should be able to comment on the I.F.R.B. report in time for
both the report and the comments of Administrations to be available for
consideration by the Administrative Council at its next session.

19.

The Representative of the I.F.R.B. said that he felt some doubts with
regard to the amendments suggested by the Indian Delegation. The text of
paragraph 3.4.2. was the result of work of the ad hoc Group on proposals
submitted to it by the Indian Delegation. He had stated on the Working Group
that the services of the I.F.R.B. would be at the disposal of Administrations
but he felt ho should point out that while the Board was busy preparing
reports, _the work on the revision of plans would inevitably suffer.

20.

Tho Delegate of Italy said that he had submitted a proposal to tho
cd hoc Working Group suggesting that the I.F.R.B. report should not be sent
to Administrations before it had been studied by the Administrative Council.
His view had been, and still was, that the report should go to the
Administrative Council first, and that the Council should send it, together
with its own recommendations, to Administrations for study.
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21.

The Delegate of Egypt agreed with the Delegate of Italy. He did
notthink it was necessary for the comments of Administrations to be sent to
all Members of the Union before the Administrative Council met.

22.

The Chairman, speaking as a member of the Administrative Council,
said that in his opinion it was desirable to avoid cumbersome machinery.
Nevertheless the I.F.R.B. at present forwarded its Annual Report to all
Members of the Union before the Administrative Council saw it, and in the
present case he felt that the Board should send its report to Administra
tions even though they might not make any observations on it© Administra
tions would forward their observations on adjustments during the interim
period. He thought that the period of three months suggested in paragraph
3*4*1 would be sufficient to enable the I.F.R.B* to embody those observa
tions in its report to the Administrative Council© As he interpreted the
proposal in Article IV the report would be a summary covering the period
since the previous session of the Administrative Council and would be for the
benefit of the Council. It would not be a medium through which individual
cases of adjustment would be discussed©

23*

The Delegate of Italy said that the interpretation which the
Chairman had just voiced was not brought clearly in the document©

24*

The Delegate of India said that the picture, as seen by his
Delegation, would be as follows:
(1)
Administrations would make adjustments and at the end of a stated
period before the next Administrative Council session would furnish con
solidated reports of the experience they had gained in making adjustments.
(2)
The IoF.RcB,, as the centralizing body, would have gained experience
from the adjustments made by all Members of the Union,
(3)
The I.F.R.B©, from the reports of individual Members of the Union,
and in the light of its own experience, would draw up a comprehensive report
reviewing progress©
(4)
This report would be sent to Administrations and to the Administra
tive Council.
His Delegation suggested one further step:
(5)Administrations would receive the report of the I.F.R.B© They
might have suggestions to make on this report, or they might revise their
own views© Their experience would thus become richer in the light of the
experience of others. It would be useful to the Administrative Council if
the views of Members were as broad-based as possible.
If the utility of the scheme as seen by the Delegation of India
were not contested, it was only a matter of timing© The best way to deal
with this natter would be to work backwards from onemonth before the
Administrative Council session. The main question was did the committee
think it would be appropriate to give Adninistrations a chance to comment
on the I.F©R.B. report and possibly to.revise theirviews in the light of
that report before the Administrative Council met?
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25*

The Delegate of Portugal thought it well to point out that, since
the Atlantic City Conference, Administrations had become alarmed at the ex
pense of the I.F#R*B* and P*F#B* machinery which that Conference had set up*
As he saw it, the meeting was now contemplating setting up even more expen
sive machinery. How long would it be before the I*F*R*B* would be permitted
to do a really useful job? He thought that the observations called for in
paragraph 3*4*1 should be sent only if the Administrations concerned con
sidered that they would be useful to the Administrative Councilc The report
of the I.F.R.B* envisaged in paragraph 3 * 4 * 2 should be sent first to the
Administrative Council and the Council could indicate whether it would be
useful to have it sent to all Administrations, at the same tine adding any
recommendations of its own# Under paragraph 3*4*3 the I*FtR 3B* would have
the opportunity to send additional reports to Administrations between sessions
of the Administrative Council* He suggested that if the procedure which he
had outlined were adopted it would be at no increase of cost to Administra
tions •

26.

The Delegate of France Overseas said that he agreed with the views
of the Delegate of Italy and he wished to propose two minor amendments to
paragraph 3*4*1* Under his proposal, this paragraph would read as follows:
3*4*1*
Administrations should furnish the I*F,R0B* with their
overall observations on all aspects of the adjustments during the
Interim Period*
These observations, in as concise a form as
possible, should reach the I.F*R«B. not later than three months
before each session of the Administrative Council*

27*

At the request of the Chairman, the amendments proposed by the
Delegate of France Overseas were read to the meeting in English and Spanish*
There were no objections to the proposal and the Chairman stated that the
text would be amended accordingly*
The Chairman enquired whether the Delegate of India still desired
to press his proposed amendment of paragraph 3*4*1*

28*

The Delegate of India said that the question whether the period
should be three months or four months was not serious* The main issue was
should or should not Administrations have the chance of commenting on the
I*F*R*B# report before the Administrative Council met so that the Administra
tive Council would be in a position to consider not only the report but also
tho comments of Administrations on it?

29*

The Delegate of the U.S.A. said that this proposal appeared to
envisage loading the I«F«R,B. down with a large volume of work and he thought
that the Board itself might be asked to give an indication of the time and
cost involved in doing this work* The compilation of data and submission of
reports would undoubtedly prove very expensive* He foresaw that the Board
would have an enormous reporting section doing nothing but exchanging
correspondence with Administrations and compiling reports* He felt that
the Conference should be cautious before laying this extra work on the
Board, He was sure that all Members could rest assured that, to the extent
that the I*F,RtB, wanted the re-action of Adninistrations, it would ask for
it, but to make it mandatory on the Board to do this work required careful
consideration. Meantime, his Delegation supported the views which had been
expressed by the Delegate of Portugal,
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30•

The Representative of the IrFaRoB* thought that, if the Indian
proposal were adopted, the four months1 period suggested should be increased
to eight months„ The proposal, in effect, meant that the Board would have to
prepare two reports, one to Administrations and the second to the Administra
tive Council because the Council would not be prepared to consider a report
eight months old0 As he had already said, the Board would certainly carry
out the wishes of the Union but he did not think that Members would want the
Board to spend all its time making reports<,

31,

The Delegate of Egypt suggested that a vote should be taken on the
question of principle which the Delegate of India had raised*

32*

The Delegate of Italy said that he would prefer a simple arrange
ment such as had been suggested in the report of the ad hoc Group in
Document 218* At pages 10 and 11 of that document it was suggested that the
I.F*R*B* should, prior to each session of the Administrative Council, review
the Interim International Frequency List and report to the Council and to
Members of the Union on the progress in accommodating out-of-band assignments;
and that the Administrative Council should, on the basis of information
supplied by the I,F*R*B«, and such comments as may be received from Members
of the Union, examine the current position at each of its sessions*

33*

The Delegate of Argentina said that he was alarmed at the tasks
which some Members appeared to be desirous of giving to the I.F.R.B* It
seemed to him that there was a risk of transforming the I.F.R.B, into a new
General Secretariats He supported the Delegates of the U 0S 0A*, Portugal and
Italy in their desire to avoid setting up complex and e:xpenslve machinery*

34**

The Delegate of Portugal said that he wished to propose an amend
ment to paragraph 3o4*2<* He suggested that the first sentence of this para
graph should read:
During each session of the Administrative Council, the I*F0R.B*
shall submit to the Conference a report based on:
a)
b)
c)

)
)
)

(As in Document 267}

He would delete the final sentence "This report will also be forwarded to
the Administrative Council"'*. He also proposed that paragraph 3*4»3 should
be amended to read:
Between two sessions of the Administrative Council, the I*F©R«B*
shall furnish reports to Members of the Union when warranted*
35*

The Delegate of India said that he noted that there was an impression
that his proposal called for a second report from the I*F*R.B* This was
certainly not the intention behind his proposal which was merely that the
I*F*R*B* report should be prepared in time to be forwarded to Administrations
so that they could examine it and if necessary revise their views and send
their comments to the Administrative. Council - not to the I*F«R»B» Since the
only new element of the Indian proposal was that Administrations should be
given a chance to send comments to the Administrative Council, no additional
esqpense would be incurred other than that which the Administrations them
selves would incur*
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36.

37*

The Dolegato of Pakistan said that this question had now been dis
cussed at some length and various proposals had been made. He favoured the
adoption of Article IV as in Docunent 267 with the anendnents which had been
proposed by the Indian Delegation? and he would like to see this put to the
vote *
t
The Delegate nf Italy said that he could not accept this suggestion*
Paragraph 3*4*1 was, in his opinion, unnecessary and should be deleted, since
adjustments would in'any case have to be studied by Adninistrations and the
I#F#R.B# The Board should prepare a report to the Council and the Council
should study it and decide whether it should be circulated to Members together
with the‘Council’s recommendations* He saw no ojection to paragraph 3*4*4
being retained.

38.

The Delegate of Portugal supported the Delegate of Italy* *

39»

The Delegate of Chile said that he could not agree with the two
previous speakers# The proposals in Document 267 envisaged the adoption of
a different method of procedure for the Union, and it was necessary for
Members to be kept fully informed how matters were progressing* Some coun
tries had their nationals on the I*P*R*B* and representatives on the Administra
tive Council, but others were not so represented and it was necessary that
they should be kept informed once a year at least of the progress which was
being made# He supported page 11 as in Document 267 subject to a minor
amendment to paragraph 3*4*4 to specify at what periods the Board should re
port to Members on the progress of preparing plans for a High Frequency
Broadcasting and Lists for the Fixed, Land and Tropical Zone Broadcasting
services.

40.

The Delegate of France said that the long discussion which had
taken place indicated two clear-cut lines of thought# On the one hand there
was the view that Administrations must be kept informed as to progress, and
on the other hand there was the view that the machinery adopted to this end
must not be too cumbersome* Obviously this was a matter for compromise# The
Delegate of Italy had suggested that the report of the I*F*R?B, should be
sent to Administrations only if the Administrative Council decided that this
should be done. Some delegations wished that the report should be circulated
.to Administrations in any case and the Conference might decide that this should
be done# For his part, he felt that the Administrations must, qd kept
u
fully informed of progress in the plans for High Frequency Broadcasting in
particular, in order to assist the Council later on, when it considered tho
date for final adjustment? but, in any case, the draft High Frequency Broad
casting plans must have been approved by Administrations beforehand* He would
like to see the following addition made to paragraph 3*4*5*
The Administrative Council is also invited to give very special
attention to the state of progress in the draft plans for High
Frequency Broadcasting and, in the course of its 1953 session, to
eubatb to Administrations the necessary recommendations and
suggestions.
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The Delegate of Denmark supported the views of the Delegate of Chile*
He felt that it was important.that the I.F.R.B, report should be circulated
to Administrations since it would be useful to them in their work* The
I.F.R.B. was responsible to Administrations and not,to the Administrative
Council# His Delegation also supported the addition suggested by the Delegate
of France for paragraph 3*4*5*

42.

The Delegate of Israel referred to the question of the cost of the
proposed machinery which had bean raised by previous speakers. He thought
that the meeting should be given some estimate of the expense involved, be
cause he felt that an Ordinary Radio Conference might prove to be cheaper*
The Representative of the I.F.R^B. said that he was unable to
furnish an estimate at the moment* , Everything would depend on the volume
of comments received from Administrations. All such comments would have to
be translated into at least two .other languages* In any case this was a
question which was proper to be dealt with by Committee 8 and Committee 8 could
not do this until Committee 7 had passed Document 267 to it*

44.

The Delegate of the United Kingdomsaid he would be brief, but he
felt that he must reiterate his previous warning that there was a great risk
that the movement into band by mobile and fixed services would be seriously
handicapped by Broadcasting if they had to wait for a High Frequency Broad
casting plan. He was pleased to hear of the addition to paragraph 3*4*5
which the Delegate of France had proposed since this meant that the current
position, and its implications, would always be before theAdministrative
Council* He strongly supported this proposed addition.

45.

The Delegate of India said that Administrations could not be forced
to shut down their out-of-band broadcasting services. If this was the inten
tion behind the addition suggested by the Delegate of France, India would not
be able to accept it* His Administration would not accept the idea of being
compelled to put its broadcasting services into band in order to facilitate
the operation of other services.

46.

The Delegate
of the U.S.A.said he wished
to take up the pointjust
raised by the Delegates of the United Kingdom and India* His Delegation was
concerned about the impression which had been given that there would be no
substantial movement of broadcasting to vacate bands appropriate to other
services until an approved Broadcasting plan had been implemented* Success
or failure in the progress which it was hoped to achieve depended largely on
High Frequency Broadcasting* If tho Broadcasting interests did not make a
serious and honest attempt to get into band other services could not* If
therefore there was no
such movement on the part of Broadcasting
the positi
would not be acceptable to the other services and not acceptable to many
Administrations, If other services could not be assured that Broadcasting
would vacate their bands, their plans produced at this Conference could not
be put into effect. Therefore there must be no misunderstanding on the role
to be played by High Frequency Broadcasting. In the circumstances, his Dele
gation would like to suggest the following additional paragraph to Article IV
on page 11 of Document 267:
3 o4*6» The need for improvement in the High Frequency Broadcasting
service during the immediately ensuing years and the effect of this
service on all other services utilising high frequencies require
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that all Administrations operating High Frequency Broadcasting
stations observe the provisions of Articles I and II of this
Chapter by moving their out-of-band assignments, wherever possible,
into the appropriate Atlantic City bands on a voluntary and orderly
basis,
.
. He thought that this addition would logically follow the addition which the
Delegate of France had proposed for paragraph 3,4*5*
47,

The Delegate of India said that, in his opinion, Article IV, which
dealt with progress reviews and reports, was. not the appropriate place for
the introduction of a strong recommendation of this nature*

48,

At this point the Chairman adjourned the meeting and said that the
Committee would re-assemble at 8*30 p.m. that evening.
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COMMITTEE 7
METHODS
Report of the Fifteenth Meeting. 6 November 1951, at 8*30 o*m.
PART III

The meeting was resumed with Mr* C.J. Acton (Canada) in the Chair*
1.

Examination of Document 267. Chapter III, Article IV

In reply to the Delegate of Chile, the Chairman of the I»F*R*B.
said that, if he remembered right, 52 or 53 Administrations had sont in comments
in pursuance of Administrative Council Resolution 199* The required information
on the expenditure incurred by the I*F.,R*Bi for the distribution of those
commonts night also be obtained from a perusal of tho document of the Finance
Committee*
The Delegate of the United States of‘America said that the proposal
made by his Delegation at the afternoon meeting was for insertion in paragraph
3*4*8, He had thought the matter over and felt that it would be more in place
in Article III, Section II, where it could be inserted in paragraph 3* 3*2,6,

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa seconded the amendment
of the United States Delegation,
In reply to the Delegate of India, the Chairman proposed that
examination of Article IV be concluded. The Committee could then proceed to
study the proposal by the United States Delegation.
The Delegate of Brvpt wished to emphasize the fact that the
Aclr.iinistro.tion Council was purely a coordinating body. Its duties were defined
in Article V, paragraph 11, sub-paragraph h) of the Convention. The Conference
had so far shown a tendency to attribute duties to the Council which were not
within its sphere* It coordinated, but had no executive powers*
The Chairman announced that Docunent 279 containing the Italian
proposal relating.to Article IV under discussion had just been distributed to
Delegates. The last paragraph should be joined to paragraph 3,4*2* The docunent
took the proposal of the Delegate of France into account.
The Committee also had tabled a proposal by the Delegate of
Portugal, which was not seconded, a proposal by the Delegate of Italy, which
was seconded and a proposal by the Delegate of India which was to be found in
Document 268*
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The Delegate of India proposed the following amendments to Document
279 to make it acceptable to his Delegations
a)

Sub-para* 3*4*3 would become sub-para* 3*4*1* The word "comments"
should be replaced by "reports on their experience"»

b)

Sub-para* 3*4*1: the expression "taking account of all tiie comments
of Administrations" should be inserted after the word "piano" in the
last line but one and the expression "which it may deem advisable"
should be deleted.

c)

Sub-*para. 3*4*2: after the word "report" add "and the comments of
Administrations"•

The Delegate of Italy wished to retain the original wording of
sub-para* 3*4*1 as it stood in Document 279*
The Delegate of France supported tho Delegate of Italy*
The Delegate of Egypt made the following compromise proposal:
Article IV should be replaced by the following:
"3*4*1 The I.F.R.B., in drafting its reports to the Members of the
Union, shall take account of the state of progress in carrying out
the decisions of the present Conference, and in particular:
a)

progress made during the interim period,

b)

the preparation of draft plans for high froquency broadcasting,

o)

observations submitted by Administrations (copies of these obser
vations will be attached to the report)*
"3*4*2 The Administrative Council is invited, at its 1953 session,
to give very special attention to the state of progress of the
work of preparing draft plans for high frequency broadcasting and
to recommend the necessary measures to Administrations"0

The proposal was supported by the Delegates of the United States*
Pakistan and Italy*
The Delegate of Italy suggested that the first sentence of the pro
posal be amended to read:
•"The I*F*R*B* shall make an annual report to the Members of tho
Union, and, in drafting...*."
The Delegate of Egypt thought the addition unnecessary since the
I*F*R*B* made at least one report per year to Administrations and to the
Administrative Council and occasionally made several per year; The proposal
of the Delegate of Italy would amount to limiting the number of their reports'.
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• The Delegate ofItaly withdrew his proposals
The Delegate ofIndia proposed the following addition to para* b) :
**••• and of lists for the fixed, land mobile and tropical broad
casting services
The Delegates of Pakistan* Egypt and the United States thought
the addition superfluous, since it caused overlapping with a).
The Chairman put the proposal of the Delegate of India to the vote,
by a show, of hands*
Result of the vote:
In favour:
Against:

3
17

Abs tcntions: 12«
The proposal ofthe Delegate of India was thus rejected*
The Chairman asked for any objections to the proposal of the
Delegate of Egypt*
There being none, the proposal was adopted0
In reply to the Chairman of the I a FJUBp* the Delegate of Egypt
esqDlained that the financial resources of the It.FeR^B* were limited and
that Committee 7 would probably not be the only one to entrust new tasks to
the Board*
He therefore proposed that such new tasks be.carefully examined*
The Chairman of the IoF+RaBe wished to point out that the Finance
Committee had been able to see that the whole of the I^FJloBp credits were
not necessarily expenditure incurred*
II*

Examination of thcp proposal of the Unitod States of America
The Delegate of the United States of America read out his proposal:
u!he need for improvement in the H«F* Broadcasting Service during
the immediately ensuing years and the effect of this service on all other
services utilizing H.-Fo, requires that all Administrations operating H*F.
Broadcasting stations observe the provisions of Articles I and II of this
Chapter by moving their out-of-band assignments, wherever possible, into the
appropriate A*C* bands on a voluntary and orderly basis
The Delegate of India thought that the proposal had nothing new
to offer and that its substance was already covered by Chapter I - Preamble*
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The Delegate of the U 0S aS

made the following statement:

"The Delegation of the U*S*S0R e has already expressed its views on
the so^Oalled "voluntary" method *
I do not intend now to explain again
what considerations have led to the conclusion that that method is unaccep
table •
I wish now to consider the text of the proposal made by the
Delegation of the UaSoA*
That proposal says that the high frequency broad
casting service has a vital influence on all t&o other services using high
frequencies for their emissions a
That is correct 0
That influence is
indeed strong and it is due to the high powers used for high frequency
broadcasting#
That premise, however, can lead to only one conclusion* namely
that if it is desired to eliminate harmful interference to other services*
the problem must be dealt with in an organized fashion# That idea has
already been put forward by many delegates at the Conference«
Without prejudging now the method of solving the problem, 1 should
like to draw attention to this particular question of principle which is
here involved*
The approach to the problem suggested by the U«S„ Delegation is
wrong in principle*
The proposal of the U„S* Delegation once again tends
towards a development of the notorious "voluntary" method, whereas to solve
tho problem of eliminating interference and obtain good results it is
necessary to proceed in exactly the opposite direction and to solve the
problem on an organised basis* discarding the "voluntary" method*
That
view* as I have already Said, is shared by a considerable number of Dele
gates to the Conference*
It would therefore seem expedient to discuss
the matter."
The Delegate of Brazil supported the United States proposal*
The Delegate of Egypt was prepared to support the United States
proposal* but thought that th& suggestion that it should be placed at the
end of Article III, Section II, was a mistake*
The Delegate of Pakistan said that the text had nothing new to
offer; it repeated paragraphs already adopted by the Committee*
The Delegate of the United States of America made the following
statement:
"The United States Delegation is gratified by the support which
its proposal has received from so many other delegations* and we are
particularly gratified by the statements made by the Delegations of India
and Pakistan to the effect that the substance of our proposal is covered
in detail in Articles I and II of Chapter I of Document 267.
They have
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agrood with our position that high frequency broadcasting stations must*
wherever possible and before any high frequency broadcasting plan is
approved and implemented, vacate the Atlantic City bands assigned to other
services in order that the stations of such services may move into the bands
allocated to them*
Since all Delegates now seem to have a clear understanding of this
basic principle* there may be no further need to restate it#
Accordingly,
the United States Delegation is prepared to withdraw its proposal provided
only that this meets with the approval of those delegates who formally
supported it#
The Delegate of Cuba had gathered from tho debates in Committee 7
that the great majority of the delegates were optimistic and expected the
plans drawn up by the Committee to be successful#
That was also his heart
felt desire.
He had tried to convince himself that the methods proposed
were efficient but with the best will in the world had been unable to do so#
Tho high frequency broadcasting position in his country had become untenable*
Attempts had boen made to use Atlantic City in-band frequencies* but without
success*
Attempts to find accommodation out of band had proved no more
successful*
Cuba would be grateful to any organization - tho I.T.U#,
the I.F.R.B., or even the RED CROSS - for a frequency that would make Cuban
broadcasting possible*
The Chairman pointed out that the RED CROSS had submitted frequency
requirements at Atlantic City.
Examination of Document 267. Chapter III. Article V
The Delegate of Brazil said that the date of 1 December 1951
introduced
element of discrimination.
Mary Administrations wished to
bring their assignments in the Berne List up to date.
The date of 1 December
was therefore too near and he proposed that it be replaced by 29 February
1952#
The Delegates o** Italy. Uruguay. Chile and the Argentine supported
the proposal of tho Brazilian Delegation#
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R* made the following statement:
"In connection with the discussion of questions referred to in
Article V of Document 267* the Delegation of the U#S#S*R* feels bound to
recall the provisions of the Radio Regulations, NoS 1077 of which stipulates
that until the effective date of tho now Intornational Frequency List the
existing procedure for the notification and registration of frequencies shall
remain in forc$#
At present frequencies are registered by the General Secretariat of
the I#T#U#, which performs that work cn the strength of the provisions of
the Radio Regulations#
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Since the Radio Regulations indicate that until the effective ca^.of the new International Frequency List the existing Gairo procedure is 'oo
remain valid, the Extraordinary Conference has neither the right northo
competence to take any decisions on that question; as that would be
tantamount to revising the Regulations, which the present Conference is not
entitled to do*
The Delegation of the U 0S cS cR« considers that Article Vshould be
deleted entirely* By deleting it would besimply act in accordance with
the provisions of the Radio Regulations r>
We formally

submit a proposal to delete Article W ’1

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S

CR» made the followin'? statenent i

‘tyonoaunc 601 j-6 unaccep&abjie to the Ukrainian S *b .R. because it
contains proposals for the actual implementation of the Atlantic City Table
in the absence of an International Frequency List0
The interim procedure for the transfer of stations into the bands
of the Atlantic City and the so-called "interim period" envisaged in Document
267 while there is no coordinated and approved International Frequency List
in existence will merely lead to increased interference and, in practice, to
a sharp deterioration of the conditions for the operation of radio communi
cations#
Such a procedure of abitrary and disorderly transfer of stations
into the bands of the Atlantic City Table is wholly contrary to Article 47,
No# 1076 of the Radio Regulations, according to which the Atlantic City Table
can only be brought into force on the effective date of the International *
Frequency List.
Thus the establishment of an "interim period" and all the proposals
consequent upon it in Document 267
for the abolition of the existing system
of frequency registration, the discontinuance of the publication of the Berne
List by the I.T.U., the preparation of an Interim International Frequency
List and the assignment to the I.F.R.B. of the functions of a centralizing
and planning body during the interim period which are not provided for in the
Convention - all constitute a direct breach of the whole procedure for
frequency adjustment provided for by the Atlantic City Conference and the
Radio Regulations and are there,frs wholly unacceptable to the Ukrainian S 0S *R „
It should be noted that Committee 7 has approved the unfair and
discriminatory "rules" for the preparation of the so-called "Interim Intor
national Frequency List", according to which the requirements of those countries
which consider it necessary to abide by the Radio Regulations are to bo dis
criminated against.
The Delegation of the Ukrainian S S «R© recalls that the preparation
of an Interim International Frequency List is not^royd^ed^fw by the Radio
Regulations and that No, 1077 of those Regulations clearly indicates that the
procedure provided for by the Cairo Radio Regulations for the notification
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and registration of frequencies must remain in force -until the effective
date of the new International Frequency List*
Since no new Intornational Frequency List has been prepared, the
Berne List is and must be the only valid document of the Telecommunication
Union for the registration of frequencies«
The Delegation of the Ukrainian S *S *R<» objects to any proposals
for discontinuing the publication.of the Berne Frequency List „
The Delegation of the Ukrainian S«S 0R t also deems it necessary to
point out that Document 267 contains irregular and illegal proposals con
cerning the methods of preparation of the draft new International Frequency
List*
According to those ’’methods”, the so-called Interim International
Frequency List must form the basis of the new International Frequency List*
That is entirely at variance with the decisions of the Atlantic City
Conference*,, We feel bound to stress once more that any adjustment of fre
quencies must be made in strict compliance with the provisions of Article 47,
Nos* 1076 and 1077 of the Radio Regulations, that is, it can only be made
after the new International Frequency List has been compiled and approved*
We shall therefore vote against the adoption of Document 267 *n
The Chairman put the proposal of the Delegate of Brazil to the vote
by a show of hands*
Result of the vote:
In favour;

: 34

Against:

2

Abstentions:

9*

The proposal of the Delegate of Brazil was thus adopted*1
The Delegate of the United States of America stated that he had
voted against the Brazilian proposal since he had felt that the Committee was
familiar with his Delegation^ views on the matter from the statements that
Delegation had previously made*
The original proposal of the United Statos
had been to "freeze” the Berne List on 15 August 1951*
The U*S0 Delegation
had agreed to the date of 1 December 1951 as acompromise
The Delegate of theBielorussian S £ CR « made the following statement!
"The Delegation of the Bielorussian S*S Jl* considers that neither
Committee 7 nor the present Conference as a whole has any right to adopt the
deoisions proposed in Article V of Document 267, since the Atlantic' City
Conference has determined in the Radio Regulations, a clearly defined procedure
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for the registration of frequencies until such tino as tho new International
Frequency List is approved end brought into force#
That procedure is des
cribed in Article 16 of the Cairo Radio Regulations»
The present Conference is not competent to alter the Regulations •
The Secretary General of the Telecommunication Union is bound by /
the Regulations to register frequencies in accordance with the Cairo Radio
Regulations and to publish the Berne Frequency Lists#
The Berne Frequency List, which is a legally valid docunent of the
Telecommunication Union# must be published by the Secretary General and
cannot in the future be replaced by any other document whatsoever#
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S#S#R» strongly objects to the
attempt to infringe the Regulations which is implied in the proposals set
out in Article V of. Document 267 *
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S £ ->R« formally supports the
proposal of the Delegation of the Soviet Union to delete Article V from
Document 267 #H
The Delegate of the Roumanian P,R? and the Hungarian P*R# roade the
following statement:

11Article V of Document 267 contains a proposal the illegality of
which is obvious#
If the proposal were carried into effect, the Secretary
General would have to stop publishing the Frequency List of the I.T#U# and
replace it by the so-called Interim Frequency List compiled by the I.F#R#B#
No one has the right to make such a proposal# The Frequency List is one of
the most important basic documents of the IcT©Up 5 it is the evidence, the
record of all radio stations*
The Secretary General is responsible for pub
lishing it and is obliged to continue publishing it until the legal date ex
pressly laid down by the Radio Regulations#
The necessity of publishing the
Frequency List of the I#T«U# is established, in particular, by the fact that
the Radio Regulations devotea special paragraph (No# 1077
of Article 47)
to it#
According to that paragraph of the Regulations, the Frequency List
remains valid until the date of implementation of the New International
Frequency List#
The proposal regarding the so-called Interim Frequency List is
illegal for the following reasons:

Bf

a)

Nowhere in the Convention or Radio Regulations is the preparation
of such a list envisaged: It is nt illegal invention#

b)

The I#FoR«B« is not entitled to prepare any list or plan. Its
duties are clearly laid down in Article 6 of the Convention, and
in the Resolutions relating to the preparation of the new Inter
national Frequency List and to thoparticipation of the members of
the I#F#RoB# in the work of the P,F.,B# The duties defined in those
documents are of an entirely different nature and do not givo the
IcFaRoB# any right to carry out the work proposed in Document 267#

I
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In summary:
Neither Committee 7 nor the Conference has any right to stop the
publication of the Frequency List of the IeT*U0 on 1 December or on
29 February 1952 (the date proposed here) since it is cldsely connected with
the preparation and approval of the complete International Frequency Liste
The proposals in Article V of Document 267 are therefore entirely illegals
we formally support the proposal by the UftS ,S ,R„ Delegation and ask for
Article V to be completely deleted*H
■Hr* Stead (Secretariat) said that, in the absence of Mr* Gross,
Assistant Secretary General, he xri.shed to reserve for tho latter tho possibi
lity of subsequently making a statement ,on Article V*
Dq legate of Egypt pointed out that the General Secretariat of
the Union had no right to express an opinion on the legality of a decision
reached by the Extraordinary Administrative Radio Conference*
He was
opposed toany such expression of opinion by the Secretariat on Article V*
After an intervention by the Delegate of the U*SaS «&«,« the
Delegate of Egypt withdrew his opposition*
The Chairman said that Mr* Gross would be able to make his state
ment at the beginning of the meeting to be held at 9«30 a*m* on 7 November*
The meeting rose at 11*15 p»m*
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COMITTEE 5
V/orklng Group 5A
Region 1
Report of the seventh meeting on 6 November 1951 at 9*30 a.m.

The Agenda of the meeting had been published in D.T. 111; on a
proposal by Mr. Henry (Chairman of W.G. 5A2), Document 275 was added to item
6 of the Agenda©
The Chairman informed the Group that the Delegate of the PR of
Albania and the PR of Bulgaria had appointed the Delegate of Czechoslovakia,
Hr© Joachim, to represent him at the meeting? similarly, the Delegate of
Poland had appointed Hr© Manciulescu of the Roumanian 'PR and the Delegate of
the Hungarian PR had appointed Mr* Houdek of the Czechoslovak Delegation.
There were no objections in this connection.
1.

Item I of the Agendas * Report of the fifth meeting (Document 228)

The Delegate of France asked for the following statement, made at
the fifth meeting, to be inserted in paragraph 1*2 of Document 228:
"The French Delegation asked for the second line of the recommends• tion in paragraph 4 of Document 167 to be amended to read: 1 .... and
Seville, when they use these frequencies, which
1
He nIso asked for the number 1©14 to be added opposite "In the
light of these comments
2.

Item 2 of the Agenda:

Report of the sixth meeting (Document 257)

2*1

At the request of Mr^^Creigfeton, Chainnan of W.G. 5A3, the word
"TAHIF" in lines 3 and 4 of paragraph 2.1 on page 1 was amended to read
"SALIF".

2.2

The Delegate of the USSR asked for the expression "Observe* of the
Soviet Occupation Zone in Germany"'in paragraph 3*5 on page 3 to be replaced
by "Observer of the Soviet Control Commission in Germany".

2.3

The Chairman said that the requirements mentioned by the Observer
referred to a number of notifications sent to the General Secretariat of the
ITU by the German Democratic Republic. In accordance with the statement
given in Annex 1 of Document 257, it was proposed that the words "Soviet
Occupation Zone in Germany" be replaced by "German Democratic Republic".
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2*4

In paragraph 3*1 the following was to be added: “Referring to the
amendments submitted by Mr* Henry, the Delegate of Czechoslovakia informed
the Group that the Czechoslovak Administration would continue to utilize all
the frequencies notified and utilized by it up to the present time*”
Document 257 was approved with the above amendments*
3•

3*1

Item 3 of the Agenda:
Corrigendum Mo* 5 to the Region 1 plan for
the bands between 1605 and 3900 kc/s (Document 248)

Mr. Henry said that the document had been discussed in W.G. 5A2 and
approved subject to the following amendments
a) Frequency 3369 - Bolzano - to avoid interference with Malta 3370,
add (I) in column 6*
b) .Add:
2160 - ship-shore - Israel - 0*05 - A3 - CP Mediterranean
3363 - intership - D - 0*05 - A3 - CP.
c) The Delegate of Portugal asked for the amendment concerning Viana
do Castelo on page 1, under 1785, to be deleted.

3*2

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia said that as his Administration had
not accepted the plan for Region 1 (1949), he could not accept the corrigenda}
in particular, the deletion in Document 248 of the assignment - 1715 Bratislava - for which the frequency had been notified and was in use, could
not be accepted, and the Czechoslovak Administration reserved the right to
continue to utilize it©

3*3

The Delegate of the Roumanian PR. speaking also on behalf of the
Polish Delegation, said that the Geneva Plan (1949) did not meet the needs of
those Administrations, which had been notified to the ITU and of which account
had not been taken either in the plan or Document 248. For that reason, the
corrigendum could not be accepted.
Mr. Henry replied that the notifications submitted before the begin
ning of the Conference had been recorded by the IFRB and all of them had been
taken into account*

3*4

The Chairman put Document 248 to the vote.
by 18 votes to 0, with 9 abstentions.
4*

4*1

The Document was approved

Item L of the Agenda:
Report by the ad hoc Group on the proposed
amendments to the Final Acts of the Conference for Ragion 1
(Geneva. 1949) (Document 253)
The following amendments were proposed:

a) Page 1 -para* 6 - delete the paragraph, whichrestricts the original pro.vision covering both radiotelephone and radiotelegraph ship transmitters.
b) Page 2 para. 4read: “The frequency
in place of " •
is assigned to ...."
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c) Page 3- List

of abbreviations sIn place of ’’Som" read:

"Soma/l"

d) Page 3- List of abbreviations: delete the amendment regarding, the
abbreviation "Egyp - Suez/G" and substitute: "delete the abbreviation
Egyp - Suez/G from the whole line"
e) Page 3 - List of abbreviations; add:
the whole line"

"delete the abbreviation Isra/G from

f ) Page 3- Band 255 to 285 kc/s - delete the words in brackets after
"Document 167", and substitute:
"(Lists I and II of Annex 1 revised to
Document 167 and corrigendum 1 to the said Annex)"
g) Same correction on Page 5 - Band 315 to 4-05 kc/s
h) Page 5
2nd line of the English text - replace the words "Document 203"
by "the annex and addendum to Document 209"
i) Page 5 - Annex to the first part of the Plan (pages 55 and 56) « In place
of: "The Group proposes the deletion of this Annex"., read: "The Group
proposes that this Annex shall not be included in the Final Acts of the
EARC"*
j) Page 6 - First line - read: "The Plan for Region 1 in the bands 16052850 ku/s, 3155-3400 kc/s and 3500-3900 kc/s to be forwarded
k) Page 7 - Last line - Recommendation No* 7 to be retained#
4.2

4*3

4*4

Mr. Henry proposed that a revised version of Document 253 be publish
ed to facilitate the Drafting Committee's work.
' »
The Delegates of the USSR and Czechoslovakia said that, as they had
not accepted the Plan for Region 1 (1949)? they could not approve Document 253
and would vote against its adoption* The Delegations of the Ukrainian SSR,
the Bielorussian SSR, the PR of Bulgaria, the PR of Albania, the Roumanian PR,
the Republic of Poland and the Hungarian PR associated themselves with the
above statement.
Document 253 was then approved by the majority#
Item 5 of the Agenda t Report by the ad hoc Group on the implements-

5.1

Two amendments were’made to the Document:
a) Page 3, paragraph 2.4> sub-para. a), after "Region I Plan", add
"0.949)
b) Does not concern the English text^

5.2

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia, speaking also on behalf of the PR
of Albania and the PR of Bulgaria, submitted the statement given in Annex 1
herewith.

5.3

The Delegates of the USSR , the,Ukrainian SSR and the Bielorussian
SSR made the statements given in Annexes 2, 3 and 4 herewith.

—
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5.4

The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R..speaking also on behalf of the
Delegation of the Republic of Poland, made the statement given in Annex 5
herewith.
A vote was taken on D,T0 106, which was approved by 16 votes to 9.

5.5

Item 6 of the Agenda: Final Report by W.G# 5A2 (Document 265). and
Document 275

6.

6.1

Mr. Henry introduced the Document, which had been approved by W.G.
5A2 with some amendments.
-

6.2

After discussion, the

following amendments were made;

a)
Page 3, English text,at the end of the first paragraph read:
'•such a way that the aeronautical mobile service frequencies
in
place of: "MWARA frequencies".
b)
Page 3, English text, paragraph c), after the words "status of
registrations", read "as defined in the Atlantic City Regulations".
c)

Page 3, English text5

the last paragraph to be reworded as follows:

"The Group feels that it should draw the attention of Committee 8
•to the following matter: for the tolerances for new ship transmitters,
1 May 1953 (the starting date for the implementation of the band
1605-2850 kc/s) should be chosen instead of 1 January 1952, the date
already approved in Committee 8 ".
6.3

The Delegations of the U.S.S.R*, the Bielorussian S.S.R.,
Czechoslovakia (speaking also on behalf of the P.R. of Bulgaria and the P.R.
of Albania) and the Roumanian P.R. (speaking also on behalf of the Republic
of Poland) made the statements given in Annexes 6 , 7, 8 and 9 herewith.

6,4.

A vote was taken on the Final Report by W.G. 5A2 (Document 265), witl
the amendments in paragraph 6,2 above, and it was approved by 16 votes to 9.

6.5

Document 275 (Proposal concerning restricted use of the frequency
2182 kc/s as the calling frequency in the maritime mobile service), was
explained by the Delegate of Sweden, who had submitted Document 2AU with the
same end in view. The Document was then approved without comment. It was
decided to include the recommendation in Document 275 in the Final Acts of
the EARC. (This recommendation appears in Document 253 revised).
7.

Item 7 of the Agenda: Final report by W.G. 5A3 (Document 251)

After paragraph 2, d) (page 2 of the English text) proposed by
Mr. Creighton had been deleted, the Document was approved without objection.

Ge

- 5 (Doc. 239 - E)

8.

Item 8 of the Agenda:
Submission of a Final Report by Working
Group 5A to Committee 5

The Chairman said that the final report would be submitted to the
Group for approval at a meeting in the near future. He wished to cover the
following points in itj
I)
II)

Ill)

IV)

Setting up and terms of reference of the Group and its Sub-Groups.
Results of the Group's work in connection with points 1 and 2 of
the terms of reference.
Point 3 of the terms of reference - Implementation of the various
frequency lists.
Conclusion and statements, if any, by Delegations.
No proposal was made for the inclusion of other points in the Final

Report.
9.

Item 9 of the Agenda:

Other business

There being no other business, the meeting rose at 1*30 p.m.

L. Sacco,
Chairman of W.G. 5A

Ge
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ANNEX

1

STATEMENT BY THE CZECHOSLOVAK DELEGATION
,fAt the previous meeting the Czechoslovak Delegation said that it
did not agree with the setting up of the ad hoc Group and voted against its
constitution. , The recommendations in Document D.T. 106 prepared by the ad
hoc Group are a new attempt to violate the Atlantic City Radio Regulations,
and particularly Article 47 thereof, since they advocate the implementation
of separate parts of the Atlantic City Table. On several occasions our
Delegation has said that' it was- entirely opposed to ©uch attempts , and it
cannot accept the document in question.
At the same time I wish to state, on behalf of the Delegations of
the P.R. of Albania and the P.R. of Bulgaria, that their Administrations did
not attend the Maritime Radiobeacon Conference in Paris (1951), and that
they do not consider themselves bound by the decisions of that Conference.
Por these reasons Document D.T, 106, including all the amendments
submitted at this meeting, is unacceptable to the Czechoslovak, Bulgarian
and Albanian Delegations. In the event of a vote, we shall vote against
this document.»»

ANNEX 2
*

STATEMENT DY THE' DELEGATION OF THE U.S.S.R.
»»In connection with the consideration at the meeting of Working
Group 5A of recommendations for the implementation of the Region 1 Plan in
the band 255 ~ 415 kc/s submitted in D.T. 106, the Delegation of the
U.S.S.R,. declares that D.T. 106 is unacceptable to it, for the following
reasons:
1,
The recommendation submitted in D.T. 106 for the implementation
of the draft Plans for the 255 - 415 kc/s band and of the relevant part of
the Atlantic City Table is wholly contrary to the provisions of the Radio
Regulations (Article 47).
Article 47 of "the Radio Regulations clearly states that both the
International Frequency List and the new Table are to be brought into force
at the same time and not in separate parts, but in their entirety.
Consequently the proposed recommendation runs counter to the article of the
Radio Regulations referred to and is therefore illegal*>
The Delegation of the U,S.S.R. objects to such recommendations,
which contravene the Radio Regulations.,
2P
In D.T, 106 the ad hoc Group recommends the bringing into force
of the draft Plan for the bands 255 - 285 kc/s and 315 - 415 kc/s, submitted
in Document 167, and of the Paris Arrangement for maritime radiobeacons in
the 285 - 315 kc/s band.
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The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. has stated before that the draft
Plan contained in Document 167 was unacceptable to the U.S.S.R. for the
reasons given in the statement made by its Delegation at the meeting of
Working Group 5A on 23 October 1951. As for the Paris Arrangement for
maritime radiobeacons, the Soviet Union is not a party to it and does not
consider itself bound by the decisions adopted at the Paris Conference.
Por the above reasons the Delegation of the U.S.S.R. declares
that D.T. 106 is unacceptable. We shall vote against the adoption of that
document.1’

ANNEX 3
STATEMENT OX THE DEUIGATIQN G T T M . I i m i N X A N S*S.R,
”In connection with the consideration by Working Group 5A of
D.T# 106, containing recommendations for the implementation of the Region 1
Plan in the 255 - 415 kc/s band, the Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R.
finds it necessary to state the following:
»

The recommendations contained in D.T. 106 for the implementation
of the Region 1 draft Plan in the Atlantic City band 255 - 415 kc/s are
illegal, as they are contrary to the provisions laid down by the Atlantic
City Conference and the Radio Regulations (Article 47), which provide for
the approval and bringing into force of only one complete International
Frequency List covering all the services.
Therefore the Delegation of the Ukrainian S.S.R. regards the
bringing into use of the 255 - 415 kc/s band taken separately and isolated
from the rest as unacceptable. We shall vote against the adoption of
D.T. 106.”

ANNEX 4
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE BIELORUSSIAN S.S.R.

’’The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. has studied D.T. 106,
containing recommendations for the implementation of draft plans for the
255 - 415 kc/s band, and declares that these recommendations are contrary
to Article 47 of the Atlantic City Radio Regulations and are therefore ■
illegal.
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. cannot agree to these
Illegal recommendations and considers that D.T. 106 should be rejected.
When that document is put to the vote, we shall vote against
its adoption.”
Rg
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ANNEX 5
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATIONS OF
THE REPUBLIC OF POIAND AND THE ROUMANIAN P.R.

"On behalf of the Delegations of the Republic of Poland and the
Roumanian P*R* I wish to state that the draft recommendation in Working
Document 106 is unacceptable, for the following reasons:
1)

it recommends the implementation of separate parts of the
Atlantic City Table (e.g* maritime radiobeacons in the
European area) before the International Frequency List has
been prepared and approved; it is an illegal recommendation
since it is contrary to the Radio Regulations, and
particularly to Article 4?;

2)

it repeats the provisions of the Paris Arrangement, to which
our Administrations were not parties and did not give their
agreement*

Consequently the Administrations of the Republic of Poland and
the Roumanian P*R* do not consider themselves bound by the provisions of
this document, and should it be put to the vote we shall* vote against its
adoption."

Rg
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ANNEX

6

STATEMENT BY THE USSR DELEGATION

wIn connection with the examination by Working Group 5A of the
final report of Sub Group 5A2 submitted in Document 265, and of the annexes
to Documents 138, 145, 198, 236 and 248, the USSR delegation must state that:
1.
The fundamental basic defects pointed out by the USSR delegation
in Document 85 and in its statements made at meetings of Working Group 5A have
not been eliminated in the Region 1 draft Plan for the 1605 - 3900 kc/s
band submitted by Sub Group 5A2.
The amended draft Plan differs but little from the original draft.
As before, it meets the interests mainly of a small group of countries in
Region 1 (the United Kingdom, France and certain other countries) and makes
frequency assignments for use in the territory of foreign countries. The
draft Plan also permits an infringement of Articles 3, 20, 40 and 44 of the
ITU Convention and of Article 5 of the Radio Regulations* The infringement
consists in that frequencies in the 1900 - 2000 kc/s band are assigned to
Standard Loran Chain stations which cause intolerable interference to the
radio stations of the maritime mobile service in that Region and constitute
a serious threat to the safety of ships* Besides this contravention of the
Regulations, certain shored bands are illegally converted into exclusive
bands for the.maritime service.
Thus it is seen that the draft frequency allocation Plan for the
1605 - 2850 kc/s band permits a serious infringement of the Convention and
Regulations and cannot, therefore, be adopted.
2.
The requirements and notifications of a number of countries,
including the USSR, are arbitrarily reduced in the draft Plan# For example,
no account is taken of 170 frequency assignments of the USSR which appear
in the Berne List. Thus an attempt is made to discriminate against 20$ of
the total number of frequencies utilized by the radio stations of the USSR
and notified in the Berne List in conformity with the established procedure#
We completely reject all these inadmissible attempts at discrimination.
3#
In the draft Plan submitted .the aeronautical service Plan is based
on plans prepared by ICAO. As a result ICAO communications are accorded a
privileged position. The USSR delegation considers the creation of a
favoured position for ICAO communications as irregular. The requirements
of all countries of Region 1 must be token into account to an absolutly
equal extent for all countries. The utilization of these frequencies for
any kind of communications, including those of ICAO, is a domestic affair
of each country.

Le
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4o
Sub-Group % Z recommends
the 1605 - 3900 kc/s band and the
should be implemented© Moreover*
articles (Articles 28, 34 and 37)

in Document 265 that the draft plan for
appropriate band of the Atlantic City Table
it is proposed to implement a number of
of the Radio Regulations©

The USSR Delegation protests energetically against this
recommendation since it is completely contrary to the provisions of tho
Radio Regulations© Article 47 of the Regulations clearly states that
the International Frequency List, as well as the New Table shall be brought
into force not part by"-part, but in their entirety and simultaneously©
•Moreover it is stated in tho< same article of the Regulations that
Articles 28, 34 and anumber of othors^ shall only be brought into force
simultaneously with the International Frequency List© .Therefore, the
recommendation propbsed constitutes an’attempted infringement of the
Regulations, is illegal arid consequently unacceptable®
5©
Group 5A2 recommends in Document 265 that the existing status
of frequency registration and notification be altered© This recommendation
is completely contrary to number 1077', Article 47 of the Regulations which
stipulates thatHthe procedure provided in the Cairo Radio Regulations for tho
notification and registration of frequencies, and- the Cairo Allocation Tablo
below 27 500 kc/s shall remain in force until the 'effective date of the new
International Frequency List©”
Gn the basisof. the above, the USRR Delegation states that tho
draft-Frequency Allocation Plan for Region 1 submitted in Documont 265 and
Annexes (Documents 138, 145, *198 and' 236), together with recommendations,
is unacceptable and' must be rejected©
We shall vote for the rejection of these documents *51

Ba
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ANNEX 7

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF THE BIELORUSSIAN S.S.R.

In connection with the examination of Document 265, the Delegation
of the Bielorussian S.S.R. deems it necessary to make the following
statement:
1.

The draft plans for the 1605 - 3900 kc/s band submitted contain
the same fundamental defects as were contained in the Region 1 draft plan
prepared in 194-9.

2.
Frequencies in the 1900 - 2000 kc/s band are assigned in these
draft plans for Standard Loran Chain stations in contravention of Articles
3, 20, 4-0 and 44* of the Convention and Article 5 of the Telecommunication
* Union Radio Regulationse
3.

Um

Frequencies are assigned in these draft plans for radio stations of
certain countries located in the territory of other countries. This is
incompatible with the national sovereignty of countries and constitutes an
infringement of the provision of the Preamble of the Convention.

In contravention of tho provisions of
(paragraph 11 of the Resolution) no account is
the real requirements of a number of countries
the same time a privileged position is created
and certain other countries.

the Radio Regulations
taken in these draft plans of
Members of the Union. At
for the United Kingdom, Franco

5.

Document 265 contains recomendations for the implementation of the
Atlantic City Table for the 1605 - 3900 kc/s band, and of draft plans for
that band. These recommendations are contrary to Article 4-7 of the' Radio
Regulations.
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. categorically objects
to this attempted implementation of separate plans and bands of the Atlantic
City Table, since the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table can only be
implemented in its entirety, and not part by part, and simultaneously with
an approved International Frequency List for bands from 14- to 27500 kc/s.

6.

It is attempted in Document 265 to alter and abolish the existing
status of frequency registrations.
These proposals must be rejected since
they are contrary to the Regulations (Number 1077).
On the basis of the above, the Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R.
considers Document 265 as unacceptable and will vote against its adoption.

Ge
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ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY THE CZECHOSLOVAK DELEGATION

"The Czechoslovak Delegation has repeatedly pointed out the
fundamental defects, the injustice and the illegality of the Plan 'which is
based on the decisions of the Region 1 Conference and which in turn
constitutes the basis of Document 265 now being studied.
We would also
draw the Group*s attention to the fact that Document 265 attempts to make
a distinction between the status of notification and registration, and such
an attempt is not legal.
1 On behalf of the Delegations of the P.R. of Albania ond the P.R. of
Bulgaria, I wish to point out that barely 50$ of the frequencies of these
two countries figure in the plans prepared here - frequencies which were
duly notified and used and which are essential to those countries1 operations.
The other points were raised in the statement by the U.S.S.R.
Delegation, which we entirely support.
For all these reasons, Document 265 is unacceptable to the
Delegations which I represent here,"

ANNEX j l
STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATIONS (F THE REPUBLIC OF POLAND
AND THE ROUMANIAN P.R.
"The Delegations of the Republic of Poland and the Roumanian P.R.
consider that Document 265 - the final report of Sub-Group 5A2 - is
unacceptable to our Administrations, for the following reasons:
1. ■
The amendments which the Sub-Group has made to the Region 1 Plan
(Geneva, 194-9) for the band 1605 - 3900 kc/s do not constitute' any improve
ment as regards frequency requirements for the operation of our services,
in spite of the statements and objections made at every meeting of this
Working Group.
With regard to the assignments to the Roumanian P«R.;, I wish to
state that Sub-Group 5A2 has failed to take into account a large number of
frequencies which were duly notified to the Secretariat of the I.T.U. and
are indispensable for our radiocommunication service.

Ge
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2.

Tho draft plan proposed by* Sub-Group 5A2 is based on the same
wrong principles as the Region 1 Plan (Geneva 1949), as has been repeatedlypointed out by* our Delegation and others. We would nention, for example,
the maintenance of the LORAN Chain, which causes and will continue to
cause intolerable interference to other services, in violation of the
provisions of the Atlantic City* Radio Regulations»

3.
Th© draft plan respects neither the stipulation of the Convention
. nor those of our Conference, in that certain countries are assigned
frequencies on the territory* of other countries, which constitutes an
infringement of the sovoreign rights clearly defined in the Atlantic City
Convention.
4.

The document proposes the implementation of isolated bandsin the
spectrum and the application of only a few paragraphs of the Radio
Regulations (Nos* 589, 813, 827, 869) before the International Frequency
List has been prepared and approved, and this is a flagrant contravention
of Article 47.
For these reasons the Delegations of the Republic of Poland ond
the Roumanian People’s Republic reject Document 265, and if it is put to
the vote we shall vote against it.”

Ge
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SWISS CONFEDERATION

Proposal

Considering that the decisions just taken by Committee 7 with
a view to arriving at a final arrangement for the use of frequencies in
those parts of the Atlantic City Allocation Table relating to the Fixed,
Land Mobile and Broadcasting Services between 3950 (4000 for Region 2) and
27 500 kc/s wil5- entail considerable new tasks for the I.F.R.B. and also
for the General Secretariat, the Swiss Delegation feels that the delegates
to our Conference should be in a position to inform their Administrations
of the approximate financial implications of these new tasks.
The Swiss Delegation

proposes
that Committee 3 be instructed to study the question jointly with the
Secretary General and the I.F.R.B. and to submit a report thereon as soon
as possible.
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NOTE BY SECRETARIAT

Delegates are informed that following the departure of
Mr. Acton, Mr. C.M. Brant succeeds him as Head of the Delegations of
Canada and Ireland.
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RADIO CONFERENCE
Geneva, 1951

NOTE B l S E C R E TA R IA T

Delegates are Informed that following the departure of Mr* Acton,
Mr* C*M* Brant succeeds him as Head of the Delegations of Canada and
Iceland*
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COMMITTEE 7

COMMITTEE 7
Report of Sixteenth Meeting held on
Wednesday. 7th November 1951

(Part

The
1*

2«

I)

meeting opened at 9*4-5 a.m.

The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. announced certain minor amendments to
Documents 267 and 271* These amendments would be published later.
The Delegate of Albania and Bulgaria

made the following statement

j

“Mr. Chairman,
I hope you will forgive me for asking for the floor
matter which is not on the agenda of this meeting.

to speakon a

I should like, Mr. Chairman, to offer my congratulations to the
Delegations of the Soviet Union, the Bielorussian SSR and the Ukrainian SSR
on the great occasion which they are celebrating today, the 7th of November:
the 34th anniversary of the Great October Revolution.
The whole world is aware of the tremendous efforts exerted by the
great people of the Soviet Union to overcome the bloody excesses of Hitherism.
In collaboration with all other peace-loving peoples, the peoples of
the Soviet Uhion are struggling for peace.
To the- great Soviet people we send our wishes for numerous achievements
in the future, for a. life full of sunshine, joy and peace.
On behalf of the Delegations of the PR of Albania and the PR of
Bulgaria, I repeat my congratulations to the Delegations of the Soviet
Union, the Bielorussian SSR and the Ukrainian SSR, on the occasion of the
34th anniversary of the Great October Revolution."
3*

4*

The Chairman said that ho was sure all delegates would join in con
gratulating the U.S.S.R., Bielorussia and the Ukraine upon the occasion.
The Delegate of the U.S.S.R.

made the following statement :

"I wish, on behalf of the U.S.S.R. Delegation, to thank the Delegation
of the PR of Bulgaria and the PR of Albania, and you yoursolf, Mr. Chairman,
for the words of greeting said hero on the occasion of the 34th anniversary
of the Great October Socialist Revolution.
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We accept that greeting as a recognition of the great and historic
achievements scored by the Soviet people during these past 34 years under
the wise guidance of its great leaders, Lenin and'Stalin*
At the same time we take that greeting as an expression of recognition
of and sympathy towards the effort and merits of the Soviet Union in its
struggle for peace throughout the world and for-genuine cooperation among
the peoples of all countries*.
I once more warmly thank the Delegate of Bulgaria and Albania for his
good wishes*”
Discussion was then resumed on Document 267«
The Delegate of Italy suggested that for the final printing of
Document 267 the Drafting Committee might consider numbering the paragraphs
on the lines of the Radio Regulations* The Chairman replied that this
point would be borne in mind.
ARTICLE V
The Secretary of the Conference stated:
”Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen:
We have been publishing the Berne-Frequency List since 1928, and I
need hardly tell the members of this Conference that it has been one of
our most popular publications. Actually, the printing has reached some
3500 copies.
. Until the decision which your Committee voted last night by vote of
34 to 2 with 9 abstentions to change the date of the last Frequency List
Annex from December 1, 1931? to February 29? 1952, I thought that it might
be necessary for me to make a suggestion concerning the proposal in Article
V, Frankly, it is my opinion that the matter is of such importance that
the General Secretariat, in addition to the action by this Conference, should
receive a firm directive on the subject from the Administrative Council, and
the Council itself might even wish to have the guidance of the' Plenipotentiary
Conference, the supreme power of the Union, before taking final action.
However, I am no longer concerned about the problem, because your
action of yesterday in changing the date to the 29th of February 1952
has removed the practical difficulty which was giving me concern.
Actually, by^ fixing that date, and taking into account tho* fact that.it will
take something like three months to collect and publish a.recapitulative
annex, bearing the date of 29 February, 1952, there will be ample time for
the Administrative Council to give further instruction to the General
Secretariat on the subject® It is of course our intention to make a report
to.the Council on this subject, in view of its importance.
Thank you Sir*
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I like to make it perfectly clear, Mr* Chairman, that in making this
statement I am avoiding all attempts at legal interpretations , merely
confining myself to the practical problems which are presented to the
General Secretariat in the publication of the documents and publications
of the Union. Thank you Sir# w
7,

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R, made the following statement?
”Mr. Chairman,
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R*; has no objection to the publication by
the General Secretariat of the Union of the regular edition .of the Berne
Frequency List as at 29 February 1952,
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R. considers, however, that there is
no need for the present Conference to adopt any decisions concerning the
Secretary General of the Union, since he is himself well aware of his
duties as defined by the Convention and the Regulations and is able to plan
his own work.
Consequently I must state that, for reasons already given by us on an
earlier occasion, the U.S.S.R, Delegation considers that the whole of Article
V of Document 267 should be deleted.”

8,

The Delegate of Egypt said that the Committee had
indicated that
wished to have the complete information relative to theI,T0U. List of
Frequencies below 27,500 kc/s published on the 29th February, 1952. He
thought, however, that the word "final” might very well be deleted from
paragraph 3*5*1* and that the question of a final publication should be
decided later by the Administrative Council.

9,

The Delegate of the United States deprecated any proposal to alter the
text of Article V with a view to putting the results of the Conference on
a tentative basis and leaving a final decision to be taken by a higher
authority. He considered that the Conference was quite conpetent to take
a decision on the matter and that such a decision was within the scope of
its agenda.

10,

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R. made the following statement?
”The' Delegation of the U.S.S.R. cannot agree with the arguments
advanced here by the Delegation of the U.S.A.
Our Conference has no right to adopt any decisions which might be con®
trary to the Radio Regulations.
As for the reference made by the US Delegation to the Agenda of our
Conference, a glance at that agenda is enough to show that there is no
indication there that the Conference should revise the Radio Regulations or
that it should consider the question of abolishing the Berne Frequency Lists«
We note that these subjects do not figure on the Agenda of the Conference,

Gn
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Bearing in mind the statement made by the Assistant S e c r e t a r y G e n e ra l
of the Union, Mr* Gross, and in view of the illegal nature o f th e p r o p o s a l
contained in Article V, the Delegation of -the U.S.S.R* c o n s id e r s t h a t A r t i c l e
V should be rejected."

11,

The Delegate of the Ukraine formally supported the p r o p o s a l o f th e
Delegate of the U,S,S,R, to delete Article V entirely.

.

12

The Delegate of Roumania made the following statement i

"I should like to make a brief reference to certain s ta te m e n ts w h ic h
we have heard today. The Delegate of the U.S.A. is trying t o p e rs u a d e u s t o
accept Article V, saying that all of us present here are r e s p o n s ib le p e o p le
and that we know what we want. Therefore we could do w h a t we w is h t o d o .
Nevertheless, it is precisely because each of us is responsible f o r o u r a c t io n s ,
that it is necessary to define clearly the e x t e s t o f o u r r i g h t s and p o s s i b i l i 
ties, since our rights and possibilities at this Conference a r e l i m i t e d , and
this limit does not allow u s t o approve proposals'of the k in d c o n ta in e d i n
Article V,
What the Assistant Secretary General has just told us c l e a r l y shows
that (although, as he said, he did not wish to go into l e g a l d e t a i l s ) i n t h i s
Committee and even at this Conference we have reached the l i m i t o f o u r
legal possibilities. This shows that even the Administrative C o u n c il has
no right to take a decision concerning these proposals and t h a t e ve n th e
Assistant Secretary General of the I.T.U, thinks that the i n s t r u c t i o n s of th e
Plenipotentiary Conference which is the only body authorized t o ta k e a
decision, should be obtained. It is perfectly normal t h a t this s h o u ld be so
since Article V contains proposals which, if adopted, would le a d t o a fu n d a 
mental and extremely important change in the notification and r e g i s t r a t i o n
system, and to a change in the structure of the functions o f t h e v a r io u s
organs of the I.T.U. All this would be categorically opposed t o th e c l e a r
provisions of the Radio Regulations.
I repeat, it is precisely because we are all responsible f o r o u r
actions that we should consider our actions in regard to t h i s m a t t e r t h o r o u g h ly
since we have no right whatsoever to adopt these illegal p r o p o s a ls . T h e re
is only one course open: they should be rejected."

13,

The Delegates of, Italy.,,the United Kingdom and the-Philippines sup,parted the views expressed by the Delegate! of the United States,

14.

A vote, was taken by a show of hands on the proposal of the Delegate
of the U.S.S.R. to delete the whole of Article V,
Result:
For the proposal

:

Against the proposal:
Abstentions

t

9
43

6

The proposal was therefore rejected.

J
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M l

The Delegate of Bielorussia. supported by the Delegate of Bulgaria*
proposed that the word nfinal” should be deleted from paragraph 3*5*1*
and that paragraph 3*5*2* should be entirely deleted*
The Delegates of Brazil, Italy and Uruguay pointed out that an amend
ment to paragraph 3*5*1* had already been voted upon and accepted at the
previous meeting*
The Delegates of Roumania and Blelorussia contended that the Chairman
had said at the previous meeting that, a final decision on Article V would
be taken at the present meeting*
The Chairman ruled that the proposal by the Delegate of Bielorussia
should be voted upon in two parts. Should the proposed amendment to
paragraph 3*5*1* be rejected, the paragraph would stand as amended at the
previous meeting.
The proposal of the Delegate of Bielorussia to delete the word ’’final”
from paragraph 3*5*1* was voted upon by a show of hands*
Result:
For the proposal

:

Against the proposal:
Abstentions

9
4-2

:

6

The proposed amendment was therefore rejected*
The Delegate of Poland protested that he had not been given the floor
when hehad requested it before the vote,which heintended
toaskshould
be byroll call. He asked that his remarksshould.be included inthe report
of the meeting#
A vote by show of hands was then taken on the proposal of the Delegate
of Bielorussia to delete the t*hole of paragraph 3*5.2*
Result:
For the proposal

:

Against the proposal:
Abstentions

:

9
4-2
7

The proposal was therefore rejected*
Article V was therefore adopted, paragraph 3*5*1* Ss amended at the
previous meeting and paragraph 3*5*2* as it stood*
The Delegate of Mexico said that he had refrained from voting on
the
acceptance of Article V as hewas not competent in legal matters. He
asked for his statement to be included in the report of the meeting.

— 6 <—
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CHAPTER IV
24*

The Delegate of Hew Zealand suggested that an explanation of the terms
HPinal adjustment11 and nImplementation”, which appeared in the heading of
the chapter, might with advantage appear in the definitions. With the
Chairman’s approval, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group
Robert Craigie)
agreed to prepare, in.collaboration with members of his group, definitions
of the terms in question*

25*

The Delegate of Egypt, who was supported by the Delegate of Colombia,
suggested that the Ad Hoc Group had drafted Chapter IV after lengthy
deliberation and had arrived at the most acceptable compromise. He thought
it would expedite the work of the Committee if Chapter IV were voted upon
as a whole;

26*

The Delegate of India opposed the suggestion of the Delegate of Egypt
that Chapter IV should be voted' upon as a whole as this chapter was one of
the most important in relation to the implementation of the Atlantic City
Frequency Allocation Table* Although the Indian Delegation had no faith
in the method of adjustment, they were prepared to compromise and the
amendments to the Chapter submitted in Document 268 would make it acceptable
to then* He had understood that the method of adjustment was to be on a
voluntary basis but this Chapter Contained a schedule providing for services
to mcve into band on specific dates* This was not voluntary but compulsory
adjustment and presumably any services remaining out of band after these
dates would have no protection or priority* Such a procedure was not in
accordance with the intention in the introduction of Document 267* If
frequency changes were to be made on to frequencies specified in agreed plans,
there might be some justification for laying down a time schedule for such
changes to take place but, in view of the fact that there was no guarantee
that a frequency change, when made, would be permanent, there was no justi
fication at all, especially in respect of the countries which were not in
a position to provide or obtain equipment to make these compulsory moves by
specific dates *In ttieview of the Lidian Delegation, it was essential that
agreed plans for the fixed and high frequency broadcasting services should
be prepared before any frequency changes were made*

27*

The Delegate of the U.S.S.R* made the following statement:
”The Delegation of the U.S^S.R* considers it necessary to make some
comments on Chapter IV of Document 26? now under discussion. We have listened
attentively to all the comments made here and we must mention- the strong
impression made upon us by the statement of the Delegate of India* He spoke
with a feeling of great apprehension and expressed justified fears as to the
fate of his radio services.
There are three different aspects to the problem under consideration:
the legal, the practical and the moral aspect,
I must state that the proposed decision on a "voluntary”,disorderly
changeover to the new Table in the absence of an approved International
Frequency List is entirely Illegal, as it is contrary to the provisions of
the Radio Regulations (Article 47?* We note that not one of the Delegates
to the Conference has been able to refute or can refute that fact.
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The practical aspect of the problem is that as a result of decisions
of that kind the radio services of the majority of countries will suffer
considerably* especially those of countries whose technical equipment is
not up to the latest standards®
Finally* I mast dwell also on the moral aspect of the problem* The
porposed decisions are unfair and show discrimination, as they do not place
the Members of the Union on an equal footing«
The Delegate of India properly pointed out the. lack of fairness in
the decisions which Committee 7 adopts® He rightly noted that in the process
of applying the "voluntary” method all available space in the frequency
spectrumifould be grabbed® Yesterday the Delegate of Cuba also spoke of this®
He said he would be glad to transfer his radio stations into- the bands of
the Atlantic City Table, but would not be able to do so, because there was
no room in the frequency spectrum* Cuba is' not far- distant from a number of
other countries* In particular, it is close to the U*S*JU., where there is
in operation a network of radio stations of great power® It is well known
that the U*S*A. intends in the coming years to expand its network of radio
stations still more, and. as a result the radio services of countries
neighbouring upon the U*S*A* among others, will soon find themselves in a
still worse position*
The Delegate of India also said that if the. proposals in Document 267
were to be adopted, his country would have to make big sacrifices* We
think this would not be fair®
There should be no need whatever, on account of the adoptionof illegal
and discriminatory decisions In contravention of the provisions of the
Radio Regulations, for countries Members of the Union to close down their
stations® We do not consider it possible to agree with the proposed discrim
inatory and illegal decisions* Nor shall we in any way take into account
such "decisions’1, since we consider them unfair and illegal* We do; not
think that these illegal decisions should be implemented* Of course moral
right will always be on the side of those countries which refuse to implement
these tendentious and discriminatory decisions®"
28*

The Delegate of the Ukraine stated as follows:
"The Delegation of the Ukrainian SSR objects to the proposals contained
in Chapter IV of Document 267* The proposals in Document 267 for a so-called
"voluntary transfer", and in particular those concerning the so-called final
phase during which Administrations will, as a compulsory measure, have to
transfer their out-of-band stations, are quite unacceptable to the Ukrainian
SSR*
Where will Administrations transfer their stations if there is no
previously agreed and approved list, and if all space in the bands is
appropriated during the first phase as a result of so-called "voluntary"
transfers? Who will guarantee that the stations to be transferred into
the appropriate bands may operate without interference?
Gn
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The proposals contained in Document 267 offer no solution to the
basic problems of ensuring reliable operation of radio communications*
Questions of interference and its elimination have not been solved*
The question of an orderly adjustment of frequencies also remains unsettled*
Under these conditions Administrations are asked, as a compulsory measure,
to transfer stations into the bands of the Atlantic City Table, which are
already occupied and overloaded, without any guarantee of protection from
interference.
In fact Administrations are asked to lower the efficiency of their
operation of their communications, for the sole purpose qf clearing the bands
of the aeronautical and maritime mobile services, which are of particular
concern to certain countries* To the Ukrainian SSR all the services are
important, and we cannot consent to a lowering of efficiency in the operation
of the Fitted services and of high-frequency broadcasting*
We therefore object to the whole of Chapter IV of Document 267 and
consider that it should be rejected*’1
29* •
Paragraphs 4*0,1, and 4,0*2* were then considered'specifically* A
suggestion by the Representative of I*C.A»0n that, in paragraph 4,0.1*, the
words ’’full legal” should be inserted before ’’force" was not supported and
the Chairman said that, in any case, the matter would be considered by
Committee 8,
'
30*

On the understanding that the implications of the word "shall” in
paragraph 4*0*1® would be considered by Committee 8, paragraphs 4*0.1, and
4.0*2* were adopted without amendment*
ARTICLE I

31*

The Delegate of India suggested' and the Chairman agreed that’
, in view
of the fact that the amendments proposed to Article I by the Indian
Delegation in Document 268 all have one underlying theme, they might be voted
upon first as a whole* The proposed amendments were therefore voted upon
by a show of hands*
Results
For the proposed amendments
Against the proposed amendments

4

26

Abstentions
The proposed amendments were therefore rejected*

Gn
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Tho paragraphs of Articlo I wore thon considered in soquonce.
4 a l^wl «

The Representative of I*C*&«0» suggostcd that in tho third lino (a)
an asterisk should be inserted after ’’duration" and that a relative footnote
should indicate "A period of approximately throe to six months”, and (b) tho
words "still out of band” should be inserted after "services". The suggestion
was not supported, tho Chairman pointing out that the mattor would bo
considered by Committee 8*
There boing no further comments, paragraph 4*1*1. was adoptod as
drafted*
4.1.2*
There being no comments, paragraph 4*1*2* was adopted as drafted.

The Delegate of Sweden suggostod that, in order not to preclude tho
possibility of H<*F» broadcasting sorvices conforming to tho Atlantic City
frequency allocation tablo at an oarlicr stage, tho first part of tho para
graph should be amended to read t
"Not lator thon during this period, the High Frequency Broadcasting
Services shall also bo brought ...o"
Tho Delegate of Pakistan, supported by tho Dologato of tho United
Kingdom, suggested that paragraph 4®l*5a should bo considered in conjunction
with paragraph 4 *1 .3®
The Dolegato of Egypt insisted that paragraph 4*l»3a should bo votod
upon separately os it stood.
Paragraph 4*1*3® as it stood was accordingly put to the vote by a
show of hands»
Result

1

For

32

Against

0

Abstentions

8

The paragraph was accordingly adopted as it stood*

The Delegate -of the United Kingdom, supported by the Delegates of
Fra nee an d .Canada« said that tho provisions of the paragraph implied that
there should be no movement of aeronautical ond maritime mobile services until
the final phase* This was not the intontion and ho proposed that tho para
graph should bo replaced by the following i

"* 10 ®>
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"During this period* .the aeronautical mobile aad maritime mobile
• sorvioos will cor.ip3.ctG their movements into their rospoctivc bands*"
41*

•

The proposal of the Delegate of the Unitod Kingdom was voted upon by
a show of- hands*
Result t
For the proposal

35

Against tho proposal

0

Abstontions

7

Tho proposod amendment was therefore accepteda
At h l '
A2m

Tho Delegate of tho Union of -South Africsr, supported by tho Dologato
of Australia» proposod that* in tho penultimate lino* tho word "must" should
bo replaced by "should, in principlo, "<*

43•

The Delogato of Canada proposed the doletion of tho words !,in the ■
near future" ond of all aftor tho word "period"®

44.

The Dolegato of tho Unitod Kingdom made the following statement :
"Mr* Chairman* yesterday when wo wore, discussing Chapter
III, Article III«> Section II* I mentioned the approhonsion of tho Unitod
Kingdom Dologation regarding the effect on tho mobile sorvicos of tho failuro
to adjust the HoF* Broadcasting services, and that I proposod to refer to
tho matter in more detail when wo discussed paragraph 441*5 of Chapter IV,
Article I* In our view paragraph 4«1©5V, if accepted in its present form,
means in practice that it will be extremely difficult, and that may bo an
understatement, for other /services* in particular.tho mobile services, to
mako effective moves into band in accordance with agrood plans before the
broadcasting plan is agreed and.implementation acceptod* It also moans that,
if no plan for HqFoB* has been agreed by 1955, no further progress towards
final implementation con be made by any other method, and in rospcot of any
othor sorvico* This could certainly not have boon the intention of the Ad Hoc
Group, at loast I hopo not, and*id the view of my Delegation, it is of tho ut
most importance to amend the paragraph®
It should not bo overlooked that the fixed, and the maritime and
Aeronautical mobile services occupy approximately 9Qfo of the H*F« spectrum,
and include, not only safety sorvicos, but many communications which cannot
bo net by othor means ? and it is the opinion of tho Unitod Kingdom Delegation
that clearance of the bands should procood, oven if the preparation of a
plan for H.F. Broadcasting is delayedQ In particular, prino importance
attaches to the early clearance of tho exclusive mobile servico bands, and
I was very pleased to hoar-the important statement nado yesterday by tho"
•dologato of the U 0S 3A* on this aspecto
■

Hh
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In view of these considerations we find that paragraph 4*1 #5 is
quite unacceptable in its present form as, in our opinion, it strikes at
the roots of progress by the method of adjustment. We can accept the amend
ment proposed by Canada subject to its acceptance by South Africa and we
support ito We do, however, wish to record clearly and categorically to
Committee 7 our position in respect of tho mobile sorvicos, namely the
vital importance we attach to early and effective progress in the clearance
of the mobile bands* This, in our opinion, is of paramount importance»”
45#

The Delegate of Denmark was anxious to see a plan for the H.F.
Broadcasting Service agreed before the commencement of the period of final
adjustment; nevertheless he felt that in the circumstances there was some
justification for the amendment proposed by the Delegate of the Union of
South Africa*

46*

yhe Delegate of Egypt contended that the amendment proposed by
the Delegate of the Union of South Africa would destroy the compromise text
achieved after careful deliberation by the Ad Hoc Group* He considered it
essential that a plan for the H*F. Broadcasting Service should be agreed
before the mobile services commenced to move into band*

47.

Ihe .Pblega^, of Pakistan could not agree with the Delegate of the
United Kingdom that the intention of the Ad Hoc Group was any different from
that expressed in paragraph 4*1*5* Such a suggestion reflected on the
capabilities of the Chairman and members of the Ad Hoc Group who had put
forward the text only after careful consideration* He realised the importance
which the United Kingdom Delegation attached to the implementation of the
Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table so far as it concerned the mobile
services but his Delegation attached the same importance to H*F. broadcasting.
He opposed the omodment proposed by the Delegate of the Union of South
Africa and stated that, should the Committee decide on any alteration to the
text of the paragraph, he would be forced to reserve his position*

4& .

ThsJMOffate. p£.Jndia associated himself with the views expressed
by the Delegate of Pakistan.

4-9#

(Sir Robert Craigie) said it was
certainly not his view, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, that the intention
of paragraph 4*1o5 should be to hamstring any further approach towards im
plementation in the unfortunate - most unfortunate - event of a broadcasting
plan not having been agreed to by 1955* What the Group was attempting to
lay down, he suggested, was tho principle that if a broadcasting plan had
by then been evolved, then clearly all services should move towards imple
mentation together« That was a reasonable and proper suggestion* But there
should also be provision for the possibility of no broadcasting plan having
been produced by that date* There would have boen a long intervening period
and, if by that time no generally acceptable plan had been produced for the
H.F* Broadcasting Service, he could hardly believe that those who favoured

Le
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a plan would seriously suggest that there should be no further advance .
towards implementation by any other method or by any service© Yet this
was what could be read into the present wording of paragraph 4-»l*5. A
great deal of what was being said to-day about small nations versus large
nations was beside the point* It was a perfectly plain issue: he suggested
to the Committee that it was not really its intention to insert through
this paragraph a barrier to further progress towards implementation after
1955.

The session adjourned at 1*15 p*m«

Rapporteurs s
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COMMITTEE 7
METHODS
Report of the l6th Meeting, Fart 2. held on 7 November 1951
at 2.30 p.m.

The meeting was resumed under the chairmanship of Mr* C*J. Acton
(Canada)*
1*

Examination of Document 267 — Chanter IV - Article I»
1*1

Paragraph 4.1.5
The Delegate of Egypt wished to clarify his position. He wished
to emphasize that he thought that a high frequency broadcasting plan
could be prepared and that other services would suffer if such a plan were
not drawn up*

1*2

The Delegate of India explained his point of views he was*convinced '
that the preparation of the high frequency broadcasting plan should be
completed as soon as possible. The various amendments offered for
paragraph 4*1*5 were liable to postpone the preparation of the plan* That
paragraph as set out in Document 267, represented the greatest concession
he could make* He cited as an example a case which occurred in his country*
For a thirty minute broadcast he had tried to explore every possibility in
the 6 Mc/s band in order to find a channel: his efforts had been in vain.
He wished to state that his Administration would do all in its power to
transfer out-of-band assignments into the appropriate bands*

1*3

The Delegate of Pakistan said that whenever agreement had been
reached by the Members of the ad hoc Group* he had not been afraid of
stressing that fact in Committee* This applied to paragraph 4*1*5* It was
a ray of sunshine in a cloudy sky* That paragraph was a ray of hope* It
enabled each country to form an idea of the future and opened a way to
optimism* The Delegate of Pakistan, was not in favour of amending the
text since that would close the last chink through which a ray of sunlight
penetrated into an otherwise dark room* He was surprised at the Delegate
of the United Kingdom making a reservation as regards the text since, in the
course of the general discussion on Document 267, the latter had approved
the* document*
No other text could be accepted unless it did not change the sense of
the present text and unless it took into account the unanimous opinion of
the Members of the ad hoc Group.
Ch
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1 .4

The Delegate of the USSR made the following statement:
”Mr* Chairman,
I have asked for the floor in order to comment on the statement made
by the Delegate of the United Kingdom* As the discussion of the various
paragraphs of Document 267 progresses so the aims and purposes of certain
countries become more and more clear®
The original wording of Document 267 did not reflect the real
intention of these countries. Now the statement which the Delegate of the
United Kingdom has just made clearly shows that this delegation is against an
organized approach to the solution of the problem of frequency adjustment*
That is no surprise to us. We have noticed it before* However,
in contrast to his earlier statements, the Delegate of the’United Kingdom
has now expressed his views unequivocally*
The declaration made by the Delegate of the United Kingdom confirms
once again that the opinion expressed earlier by the Delegation of the USSR
that Document 267 was not a compromise and did not take account of the views
expressed by a number of countries regarding an organized approach to the
problem of frequency adjustment for high frequency broadcasting, was correct*
In view of the discriminative nature of Document 267, the USSR •
Delegation once again confirms that the whole document is absolutely
unacceptable to the USSR*”

1*5

The Delegate of the Union of South Africa said that he was prepared
to do all in his power to give his support to the preparation of the high
frequency broadcasting plan, but he wondered whether it would be necessary to
cancel any measures taken as regards other services if this plan were not
implemented*

1*6

The Delegate of Denmark expressed his astonishment at the way some
delegates had interpreted that paragraph* In his opinion, the paragraph
indicated the sequence of events and was based on the assumption that the high
frequency broadcasting plan would be prepared* What would happen if the
chronological order established were not followed ? There was no indication
as to what measures should be taken in such a case* Therefore, his delegation
proposed that the following sentence be added to paragraph 4«1<»5:
TIIf a high frequency broadcasting plan is not accepted, the
Administrative Council shall examine the position and draft a recommendation
for use by Administrations for the procedure to be followed*’1

1*7

The Delegate of the F*P*R» of Yougoslavia supported the proposal
by the Delegate of Pakistan and was .in favour of approving the text of the
paragraph as set out in Document 267*
Ch
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X#8

Tho Delegate of the Unitod Kingdom wished to explain the attitude
of his Delegation* He stressed that his Delegations point of view had not
changed* At the meeting of 4 November, in the course of the general
discussion, he had stated that his Delegaticn had been unable to study
Document 267 in its entirety but that it was prepared to approve it in
principle, at the same time retaining the right to make certain reservations
during the discussion of the document*

1,9

The Delegate - of the Roumanian P.R* made the following statements
’’Article I of Chapter IV contains one idea which dominates it from
beginning to end; it is the idea of the bad method of so-called voluntary
transfers* This method is not only illegal: I assert that it is utterly
immoral and at the same time extremely dangerous*
I will give you the reasons for my assertions:

1.
It is illegal, as is well known, because it advocates a change
over to the Atlantic City Frequency Allocation Table before the complete
International Frequency List has been prepared and approved, and that is a
breach of the Radio Regulations.
2* Article I insists that all out-of-band frequencies shall be
transferred, without any plan or any control, into the appropriate Atlantic
City bands within a short time, whereas everyone knows that without a plan
the frequencies cannot be found in the respective bands* We have heard the
Delegate of Cuba, who gave an impressive description of the situation in
regard to Cuba’s short-wave broadcasting transmitters, which have been chased
out-of-band because there was no longer any room for them. They are therefore
operating out-of-band not from choice but because no other possibility is
open to them* Where would you have them go ? If you oblige someone to
transfer from his present working frequency, you must also indicate which
frequency he is to have 1 But what is that frequency ? Who is going to
ensure that he finds a free space?! You have no answer to this question. You
lay down provisions without caring what happens afterwards*
We have also heard the Delegate of India say that he spent six months
looking for a free frequency for a half-hour transmission'in one of the highfrequency bands.
In the circumstances, it is obvious that the transfer can be made only
in accordance with a planned, organised method* But to insist on transfers
without any plan or coordination would undoubtedly lead to chaos. Moreover, it
would certainly be the countries with a small number of low-powered transmitters
that would pay dearly for this chaos since, lacking the technical resources for
making a rapid transfer, they would certainly not be able to find any
available frequencies, while at the same time their in-band frequencies would
be invaded by the high-powered transmitters being transferred. That is why
the proposed method is immoral and extremely dangerous for all countries
that are poor in technical resources*

Ch
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But we are also the witnesses of an attempt to push matters even ■
further* It is not enough that the proposals in this article are already
unacceptable * attempts are now being made to introduce amendments that
will make the situation of high frequency broadcasting even worse in the
future* I shall not go into the details of the problem in questions as the
whole of Article I is unacceptable to us % but I want to point once again '
to the illegal, immoral and unjust nature of this procedure which is fraught
with danger 5 every delegate must remember that he bears the full responsibility
for his actions and that if he makes a wrong decision he may. contribute to
tho effective annihilation of some of his radiocumnrunications.
Those are the extremely important points to which I wish to draw
the attention of the delegations*
1*10

The Delegate of the United States of America wished to make a
statement in his capacity of Member of.the ad hoc Group. He .said that the
ad hoc Group had spent the whole of 3rd November discussing the bases to
be adopted in the preparation of tho high frequency broadcasting plan.
Article 1 of Chapter IV had been examined at the late hour of 7.30 p.m.
All the Members of the ad hoc Group had declared their inability to commit
themselves as regards tho questions raised.

1.11
The Delegate of Canada denied the statement made by the Delegate
of Pakistan that paragraph 4*1*5 had been adopted unanimously.
His Delegation accepted tho amendment offered by the Delegate of
Denmark provided tho word "may51 was substituted for the word "must" in
paragraph 4 *1*5*
1*12
The Delegate of India thought tho compromise proposed by the
Delegate of Denmark both ticklish and thorny,
1*13

The Delegate of Denmark
offered by Canada.

was prepared to accept the

Amendment

1*14
The Delegate of Egypt wondorod how the Administrative Council could
solve the problem under discussion if the Conforonco was unable to do so*
He offered the following amendments :
- that the words "aura dd
text) be deleted,

au prealable Stro accepts" (the Prench

- that the following words be added to the paragraph : !,and if despite
determined efforts on the part of the Union, no plan for high frequency
broadcasting is accepted, the Administrative Council shall fix a date for
a Radio Administrative Conference",
- he saw no reason why the words "in the near future” should not be
deleted.
1*15

The Delegate of Canada was unable to accept the first two amendments
proposed by the Delegate of Egypt.

Bd
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1.16

In roply to tho Dologato of Egypt, tho Delegate of tho Unitod
States of America said that ho saw no reason why the Administrative
Council.should not be able to take a decision on the mattor* The Council
had already convened two conferences : tho one that should have taken
place at The Hague and tho present Conference* The Council had solved
various difficulties which had confronted the Mombors of tho Union as a result
of the failure of tho PFB.
The proposal made by the Delegate of Denmark soomed to bo acceptable.
Tho Dologato of the USA wondered whether tho prosont Conforonco
should contcnploto tho convening of a further Conforonco# It would bo '
advisable to wait. The question of tho convening of any Conforonoo should
bo studied thoroughly. Administrations would not be ploasod to loa m that
tho ITU, which hod acquirod a roputation for holding numorous and lengthy
conferences, was contemplating yet further conferences.

1.17

The Dologato of Italy recalled that paragraph 84 of tho Radio
Regulations and Article 11 of tho Convention dealt with tho convoning
of conferences.

1.18
The Delogato of Egypt suggested that tho toxt of his amendments
to paragraph 4*1*5 should be replaced by tho following toxt :
"If thore is no plan for high frequency broadcasting or if the fixofl,
land mobile or tropical broadcasting services arc not operating in thoir
bonds, the Administrative Council shall examine tho situation and shall
make recommendations to Adninistrations os regards tho measuros to be token
ond, intor alio, the convoning of on Administrative radio conference
referred to in paragraph 4*0.1.11
1*19

The Dolegato of the United kingdom said that the amendment proposed
by tho Dolegato of Canada and tho Dologato of Donmark was acceptable#
Ho thought that it afforded a reasonable compromise,

1*20

The Delegate of tho Philippinesshared the opinion of the Dolegato
of tho Unitod Kingdom*

1*21

The Dologato of Pakistan supported tho amendment proposod by tho
Dolegato of Egypt,

1*22
The Delegate of Egypt asked what remedies wore proposod for sorvicos
othor thon the high frequency broadcasting scrvico if the progress mode
proved to bo unsatisfactory,
1*23
The Chairman askod if thore wore any objections to deleting tho
words "in the near future"* There wore no objections* Those words
• wore delotod from paragraph 4.1*5*
oz

- 6 (Doc,292/lI~E)
The Chairman recallod that tho Committee had boforo it tho
amondmcnt proposed by tho dologato of Egypt and seconded by tho dologato
of Syria* ‘There was also a joint amendment by the dclogation of Denmark
and tho dologation of Canada.
1*24

The dologato of Egypt proposed that tho beginning of tho toxt of
his last amondmont bo modified as follows i
"If no plans have boon accepted for high froquoncy broadcasting or
if it is found that insufficient pcrogyesg had
mado
the
interim poriod as regards tho other sorvicos, tho Administrative C o u n c i l , . 11

1*25

The dolegato of tho Ovorsoa Territories of tho French Ropublic
pointed out that thoCommittGG hod several texts'boforo it and that thoro
was uttor confusion in the minds of tho dologatcs os regards tho various
amondmonts offorod. He roquostcd that tho mooting be suspended so that
the Socrotariat might issue tho various texts submitted • Ho roqucstod
that steps bo takon to ensure that the English, Fronch and Spanish versions
talliod*

1*26

Tho Chairman said that this rcquost would be fulfilled*
Tho meeting was suspondod at 4.15 p.m*
Tho mooting was resumed at 6 p.m.

2*1

• The Chairman said that tho dologations concerned had agreed bn
a compromise text, and asked Abaza Boy to sutoit it : (This toxt is
reproduced in Document 284).

2.2

Abaza Bey. Dologato of Egypt, submitted the compromise text, which
had boon mado possiblo thanks.to tho good will and understanding of tho
Dologatos of Denmark, tho United Kingdom; Pakistan, South Africa, tho U.S.A*
and Canada.
Tho English toxt was. very clear, ond he asked Mr. Bramel de Clejoulx
to porfoct tho French toxt,

2*3

Tho Dologato of Franco suggostod replacing "sera" by "ost11 and
deleting "alors” on the 5th lino of tho French toxt,

2,4

Mr. DollamuLa. Vice-Chairman of tho I.F.R.B* clarifiod tho Spanish
toxt*

2*5

Tho Dologato of Brazil clarified the Spanish toxt*
"noar future” had boon addod,

2*6

Tho Dologato of India suggcstod doloting "taking into account that"
and replacing it by "if"*

2*7

Tho Delegate of Canada formally opposod this amondmont as it was a
step backwards*

az

In this toxt,
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The Delegate of Portugal asked for some clarifications on' the form*

2*8

2*9

The Delegate of India said he had boon misunderstood5 he -was not
reverting to past dis'cussions, but wanted to make the text clear. He did
not understand the statement by tho Delegate of Canada.

2*10

The Delegate of Switzerland said that the point which the Delegate
of India had in mind was already covered, and that it would suffice if the
reference to High Frequency Broadcasting were dropped. '

2.11

The Chairman asked for a decision to be reached on the compromise
text without further discussion.

2*12

The Delegate of France pointed out that "Si aucun plan.
would be a more faithful translation of tho English oh line 7.

2*13

The Chairmen put the compromise text to the vote as it stood,
apart from amendments in tho translation.

2.14

Text approved by 45 votes to 2. with no abstentions.

2*15

«*.,f

The. Chairman congratulated the ad hoc Working Group on the
excellent work it had done.

2.16

The Delegate of Cuba said he had abstained from taking part in
the vote*
Sub-paragraphs 4.1.6 and 4.1.7 were approved without comment•

2.17

2.18

Sub-paragraphs 4.2*1*. 4.2.2. and 4.2.3 of Article II were
approved without comment.

2*19

The Delegate of India did not wish to stem the flow of approvals
and withdrew his previous amendment.
Regarding sub-par?graph 4*3.1, he thought that in conformity with
the texts approved, the reference to extended draft plans should be deleted.

2.20

The Chairman of the I.F.R.B. was going to raise the same point. He
suggested that the beginning of sub-paragraph 4 *3*1* should read as follows:
"The I.F.R.B. submit to administrations the draft plans it has
completed5 if necessary it shall inform them of the extent to which
voluntary reduction of requirements should be made by administrations.
The Administrations may. send in their comments. ” The rest of the paragraph
to remain unchanged.

Bd
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The Delegate of Egypt was- in favour of this text*

2*21
. 2.22

The Delegate of India said he would prefer the expression "necessary
reduction11 to ’’voluntary reduction”* In view of the text approved for
paragraph 3*3*2*3c, he wondered whether Mr* Petit would agree to delete the
reference to reductions*

2*23

The Chairman of the I*F«R»Bo said that the text approved for
para* 3*3*2.3 c did not-specify what the I*FoRoB» should do if the comments
received regarding reductions were unfavourable* His proposal rectified the
omission* Moreover, that proposal was merely a suggestion*

2*24

The Delegate of Egypt said that Mr* Petit’s proposal seemed a
logical one, but if there were objections he would not insist on it*

2.25
by
as

2*26

The Chairman pointed out that these matters would, be reconsidered
the Plenary Assembly. He put to the vote the text of sub-paragraph 4*3*1*
amended in paragraph 2*20 above*

Sub-naragraph 4*3.1
2 abstentions *

Sub-paragraph 4.3.2 was approved without comment*

2*27
2,31

amended was an proved bv 30 votes to 3 with

The Chairman proposed that the Resolution, with the toxt approved
inparagraph 2*14 above (pages 16, 17 and IS of Document 267) and the
Recommendation concerning the C®C*>IoRa studies (pages 20, 21, 22 and 23 of
Document 21S) be referred to the Plenary Assembly*
This proposal was adopted without comment*

2*32
2*33

' The Chairman suggested that the Committee adopt Document 267 up to
page IS inclusive*

2*34

The Delegate of the USSR asked for a roll-call vote because of the
importance of the questions dealt with in the Document,
Vote.

2.35

Document 267. up to page IS. was approved bv AS votes to 11 with 5 abstentions.
For

Ch.

t Argentine, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil,
Canada, Chile, China, Vatican City, United Kingdom Colonies,
Denmark^ Dominican Republic, Egypt, United States of America,
Ethiopia, France, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Iceland,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Mexico, Monaco, Nicaragua, Norway,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Panama, Netherlands, Peru,
Philippines, Portugal, Morocco and Tunisia, F*P®R* of
Yugoslavia, United Kingdom, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian
Republic, United States Territories, Oversea France,
Portuguese Oversea Territories, Turkey, South Africa,
Uruguay, Venezuela®
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Against

8 P.R. of Albania, Bielorussian S.S.R., Burma, P.R. of
Bulgaria, Hungarian P.R., India, Republic of Poland,
Ukrainian S.S.R., Roumanian P.R*, Czechoslovakia, USSR.

Abstentions : Cuba, Ecuador, Iran, Israel, Spanish Colonies*

2.36

The Chairman said that the statements were annexed in full to the
document forwarded to the Plenary Assembly• Delegations could therefore
content themselves with making short statements*

2 #37

The Delegate of Italy reserved the right to make astatement in the
Plenary Assembly after hearing the other statements.
The Delegate of Portugal raised a point of order*

2.38

Since the statements annexed to the Minutes of the Plenary Assembly
Were the only ones of any value, it was pointless to lengthen the debates
by making statements in the Committee.
The.Delegate of the USSR made the following statement :

2.39

"The Delegation of the USSR declares that the d ecisicn s taken by
Committee 7 in Document 267 are contrary to the International Telecommunication
Convention (Article 6) and the Radio Regulations (Article 47) and are
entirely illegal*
In particular, tho following may be numbered among such illegal
decisionst
(1)
The decision on the actual implementation of the Atlantic City
frequency Allotment Tablo before a complete International Frequency List
has been prepared and approved, which is contrary to Article 47 of the
Radio Regulations (No* 1076).
(2)
The decision on the establishment of an "interim procedure" for the
registration of frequencies ond the publication of frequency lists, on
discontinuing the publication of the Berne Frequency Lists, ond on preparing
the publication of the so-called "Interim International Frequency List", all
this being contrary to Article 47 of the Radio Regulations (No* 1077).
These decisions (paragraph 3i2*2.5) likewise represent an attempt to
discriminate against frequency notification s made by those countries which
will find it necessary to comply with the provisions of the Radio
Regulations (No. 1077) concerning the procedure for the registration of
frequencies.
(3)
Decisions on entrusting the I.F.R.B. with various functions not
provided for by the Convention, which is contrary to Article 6 of the
Convention.

Ch
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4.)
Decisions on the procedure and methods to be adopted for the
preparation of the future International Frequency List on the basis of an
Illegal so-called "interim International Frequency List"* These decisions
show discrimination and are contrary to the provisions of the Atlantic • *
City Conference Resolution ("Resolution Relating to the Preparation of
the new International Frequency List11),
In view of the illegal nature of the decisions set out in
Document 267, the Delegation of the U*S.S.R. has voted against approval
of Document 267*
For all those reasons the Delegation of tho U.S.S#R* declares that
the Soviet Union will not recognize those illegal decisions and, in accord
ance with Article 4-7 of the Regulations, will follow the existing procedure
for the utilization and registration of frequencies* based on the Berne
Lists.
The Delegation of the U.S.S.R* also declares that the Plan and
Agreements adopted at Mexico City are unacceptable and cannot serve as a
basis for the adjustment of frequencies for the high-frequency broadcasting
service".
2.40

The Delegate of Brazil made the following statement which was
followed by prolonged applause :
"Mr. Chairman,
As Head of the Brazilian Delegation I should just like to inter
pret the feelings of that delegation. When a Committee has finished its
work, it is customary to congratulate the Chairman§ but we find ourselves
in an unusual situation because wo have to congratulate our Chairman
before the Committee's work is finished, on tho approval of the documont
wo have boon discussing.
Thanks to you and to your qualities and guidance, we have overcome
one' of the greatest obstacles confronting us, and we can by no moans fail
to congratulate you on tho completion of Committee 7* s work. I believe
that in congratulating you, Mr. Chairman, I am not speaking for the
Delegation of Brazil alone and I should like our congratulations to go
on record as one of the most well-deserved compliments expressed at this
Conference. We are sorry that you will soon bo leaving us, but wo want you
to accept our gratitude for tho fine work you have done for the Conference
and for the Union.
I thank you*.

Bd
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2.41

The Chairman thanked the Delegate of Brazil and said that he had
greatly enjoyed working with the members of Committee 7. He referred to
the enormous amount of work done by the groups, sub-groups and ad hoc
groups and thanked all the delegates.
T h e D e le g a t e

2.42

o f th e

R e p u b lic

o f

P o la n d m a d e t h e

fo llo w in g

s ta te m e n t:

’’The Delegation of the Republic of Poland states the following:
1.
The main requirements and proposals contained in Document 267 in its
finalamended version, that is, in the form in which the document was
approved by Committee 7 and is to be submitted to the Plenary Assembly, are
contrary to the basic provisions of the Convention (Atlantic City, 194.7) and
the Radio Regulations;
2.

It should be particularly noted that :
(a) the proposal to replace the Berne List published by the General
Secretariat as a service document of the International TKteoDnhmicaticn
Union by a substitute product bearing the name of Interim Inter
national Frequency List, before a complete draft New International
Frequency List has been prepared and approved, is in direct
contradiction with Article 4-7, No.1077 of the Radio Regulations;
(b) the proposal to compile two different lists, one of these being
an Interim International Frequency List to include frequency
assignments to countries submitting their requirements to the
I.F.R.B. in the manner indicated in Document 267, and the other an
Addendum to the substitute list referred to, to include assignments
to countries following the procedure prescribed at Atlantic City
for the registration and utilization of frequencies, shows obvious
discrimination, which should not be tolerated in the International
Telecommunication Union;
(c) the proposal concerning the part to be played in all this by the
I.F.R.B. so blatantly contradicts the provisions of the Convention
and the Regulations for the initial tasks of the I.F.R.B. and its
aims and problems that it needs no further comment;
(d) the proposal for the transfer of some of the services into the
, Atlantic City Table before a complete and coordinated Draft New
Intornational Frequency List has been prepared and approved also
runs counter to the provisions of both the Convention ond the
Radio Regulations appended thereto;
(e) the proposal in Article V, Chapter III of Document 267 for
discontinuing the publication by the Secretary General of the
Telecommunication Union of a binding Frequency List in the form of
the Berne List, before the draft New International Frequency List
has been produced and approved, is in direct contradiction to
the provisions of Article 47, No. 1077 of the Radio Regulations.

Ch
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3*
In view of tho above, tho Delegation of the Republic of Poland
considers that Document 267, since it contravenes tho basic provisions of
the Convention and the Radio Regulations, is a document carrying no legal
force, while it must carry legal force if it is to be in any way bindingupon countries which are full Members of the International Telecommunication
Union and which have signed and adopted the Telecommunication Convention
as binding#
4-#
1 The Delegation of the Republic of Poland declares that the
Administration.which it represents.will not consider itself in any way
bound by the instructions and recommendations contained in Document 267,
which is discriminatory in every aspect and is legally unfounded”.
2.43

The Delegate of the P.R. of Bulgaria and tho P.R. of Albania made
the following statement i
•’Mr# Chairman,
On behalf of the Delegations of the People’s Republics of Albania
end Bulgaria, -1 have to state that the decision just taken by Committee 7
is inequitable and illegitimate#
These Delegations have voted against adoption of Document 267, for
the contents of this document run counter to the Atlantic City Convention
and the Radio Regulations#
Document 267 is a flagrant breach of the Convention and the Radio
Regulations, because j.
l)
it provides for, a transition to the Atlantia City Table before
the Intornational Frequency List has been prepared and approved as laid down
in Article 4-7 of the Radio Regulations 5
. 2) it provides for implementation of the new status of frequency
registration before .the International Froquency List has been drawn up
and approved as laid down in Article 47 of the Radio Regulations 5
3) it provides for abolition of the Berne List before the Inter
national Frequency List has boen prepared and approved-by an ordinary
administrative radio conference|
4) it provides for preparation of the so-called Interim Internatio
nal Frequency List, of which no. mention is made in tho Convention or Radio
Regulations?
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5) it provides for prerogatives to be extended to the I.F.R.B* prerogatives of which some are not provided for anywhere and others cannot be
granted until the International Frequency List has been drawn up and approved*
Document 267 is an attempt to discriminate against countries which,
like Albania and Bulgaria, wish to remain faithful to the Radio Regulations
as regards the notification of froquency requirements*
We consider that Committee 7 !s decision relative to the method by
which the draft new International Frequency List is to be prepared is unfair
and illegitimate*
The Delegations of the People*s Republics of Albania and Bulgaria
declare that their Administrations will, in accordance with Article 47 of the
Radio Regulations, continue using their frequencies and notifying their
requirements as they are doing at the presont moment*M
2*44

The Delogate of the United Kingdom made the following statement s
"The United Kingdom Delegation have voted in favour of Document 267,
as amended, .and I personally am recommending its acceptance to my Government*
But we wish to hold open our position on the document as a whole until we
have examined tho final version, in view of the numerous amendments which
have been made by Committee 7 ina very short time*
Meantime I should like to add to the eloquent speech of the honourable
Delegate of Brazil an expression of the very warm thanks of the United
Kingdom Delegation*"

2*45

The Delegate of Israel made the following statement :
"The Israeli Delegation wishes to state that it has abstained from
voting because we do rpt consider Document 267 in its present form to be
homogeneous enough. The Israeli Delegation cannot recognize the Mexico City
Plan as a basis for plan making* The Israeli Delegation has no certainty
about the possibility of implementing either the evolutionary or the planned
method as contained in the Document* We consider that the resolution, which
was not discussed and voted upon, constitutes an integral part of Document 267
without which we are unable to make our final decision* Nevertheless we wish
to state that we will abide in a truly democratic way by the decision of the
majority, we will cooperate - inspite of our views - as far as it will be
practicable* We have to reserve, however, our right of action in case we
will not find it possible to implement the A.C*T* of Frequency Allocations
by the evolutionary method*"

Bw*
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2*46

The Delegate of. Czechoslovakia made the following statement :
"Mr* Chairman,
The importance of the document in question obliges us to make the
following statement s
. Since Document 267 :
1) recommends that a change-over be made to the Atlantic City
Allocation Table before an International Frequency List has been drawn up
and approved (a list covering all countries, all services and the entire
spectrum),

2) allots additional duties to the ZEHB before the conditions
requisite for the .functioning of this Board - conditions laid down in
the Atlantic City Convention - have been fulfilled,
3) continues, even after having been amended, malcing distinctions
between -countries faithful to the Convention and Regulations, and other
countries,
we find this Document 267 discriminative and contrary to the
Atlantic City Convention and Radio Regulations,’
and, hence, unacceptable. Our Administration will continue,
even after this Conference, notifying and using frequencies according to
the provisions now in force. Should a new frequency list be drawn up
according to the procedure outlined in Document 267, our Administration
would not consider itself bound by such a list, if Czechoslovak requirements
were not satisfactorily met therein*”
2.4?

The Delegate of the Roumanian P.R. made the following statements

”In view of the decision this day taken by Committee 7 in regard
to Document 267, and the proposals therein contained, I hereby declare, on
behalf of the Roumanian People’s Republic, what follows;
Transition to the Atlantic City Table before a complete international
frequency List, has been drawn up and approved, as proposed in this document,
im a flagrant breach of Article 47, paragraph 1076, of the Radio Regulations.
The proposal relative to the new frequency registration system, and
to discontinuation of the Berne List, runs counter to Article 47, paragraph
1077.
Preparation and publication of the Interim International Frequency
List also constitutes a breach of the Resolution relating to the preparation
of the New International Frequency List, annexed to the Convention;
moreover, this illegitimate proposal is an obvious attempt at discrimination
against those countries which desire to observe the decisions in the
Convention and the Radio Regulations.
Oh
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The proposals in favour of giving tho I.F.R.B. prerogatives in
regard to the preparation of the “Interim International Frequency List,f
and modification of plans (duties which axe in no sense the I.F.R.B;'s
responsibility) axe a broach of the unambiguous provisions of the Convention*
Article VI, of the Resolution relating to the preparation of the New Inter
national Frequency List and of the Resolution relative to the participation
of Bombers of tho I.F.R.B. in the work of the P.F.Bj
Hence we consider all theso proposals to bo unjust and illegitimate,
and as direct infringements of the Convention, the Radio Regulations and
the Resolutions thereto annexed.
Wc hereby declare that, as regards frequency notification and
registration, wo shall in future follow the procedure now in force, and
' that in general wo shall not consider ourselves bound by the recommendations,
at once inequitable and illegitimate, of Document 267.“
2.4$

The Delegate of the Unitod States made tho following statement :
"Mr. Chairmen,
I should like to associate myself with the statenent mo.de by tho
Cnitod Kingdom to the effect that, of course, it will bo necessary for us
to study this document in its final form carefully and we doubtless will
have some remarks to make when it is considered in the Plenary Session.
An amended version of Document 267 will be distributed within the next few
days.
Mr. Chairman, tho Delegate of Brazil has already expressed the
heartfelt thanks of the mombors of this Committee for the excellent manner
and patience in which you have brought the Committee to a worthwhile
conclusion. I am sms all the Delegates join me in wishing you Godspeed on
your journey home and we are very sorry that certain considerations make it
impossible for you to remain to the end of ■the'Conference, While I have the
floor, I have been asked, in the interests of saving time for all delegates
to read the following statement :
'The Ethiopian. Delegation wishes to associate itself with the
thanks and congratulations so ably tendered to you by the Delegate of
Brazil, and.by other Delegations. Please accept the best wishes from both
members of the Ethiopian Delegation. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.'"

2.^9

The Chairman said that the Secretariat was preparing a revised
version which would be publishod soon.
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2.50

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R, made the following statement j
"The Delegation of the Ukrainian S»S3R# voted against the adoption of
Document 267*
Document 267 is unacceptable to the Ukrainian ScSJU because it
contains proposals for an actual changeover to the Atlantic City Table in
the absence of an International Frequency List, These proposals are
contrary to the Radio Regulations and would only lead to a marked deterioration
in the conditions of operation of ^aclio graxvicas *
The establishment of an "interim period" and all the proposals
arising therefrom (contained in Document 267) concerning the liquidation
of the existing system of frequency registration, the cessation of the
publication of the IiT.U, Berne List, the preparation of an Interim
Intornational Frequency List and the assignment to the I.F.R.B. of functions
not provided for by the Convention, of a centralizing and planning body
during tho interim period, all these proposals are contrary to the Convention
and Regulations and are, therefore, absolutely unacceptable to the
Ukrainian S.S.R.
The Ukrainian S,S,R, does not recognize these illegal decisions
and will, in conformity with Article 4-7 of the Radio Regulations, be
guided by the existing froquency registration and utilization procedure•"

2.51

The Delegate of Spain made the following statement ,j
"Mr, Chairman,
Since it is so late, I only intend to say a few words. For the
reasons we explained during the discussion on point 3,3»2.1, the Spanish
Delegation must regretfully maintain the general reservations its
Administration formulated when sending its documents to this Conference.
That does not mean that wo do not appreciate the fine work done by
the working groups, by the Committee and by yourself, Mr. Chairman, and in
that connection we should like to endorse the r emarks of the honourable
Delegate of Brazil, Wo regret that you must leave us and we wish you
"bon voyage"."

2.52

The Delegate of India made the following statement j
"Document 267 laying down the Evolutionary Method and voluntary
movement into bands is, in our opinion, certain to cause a great deal of
interference and dislocation of.services* As the occupation of the bands
is left entirely to the initiative and resources of each country there will
be a severe and permanent adverse effect on the radio communications of
countries with limited resources, which are already suffering a handicap
on account of the spectrum having been filled with the transmissions of
countries who have developed their communications earlier.
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Tho Indian Delegation has made all possible attempts to introduce
modifications into the document which would at least offer an ultimate
remedy to the inequities of the above method, under the following heads :
i) To propose positive stops for ensuring the preparation of plans
for the High Frequency Broadcasting Service and equitable lists
for the Fixed, Land Mobile and Tropical Broadcasting Services and
ii) To have such lists ready before the final implementation so that
all inequities that may have developed in the interim period nay
be remedied at least finally.
Unfortunately none of these amendments were adopted or were any
others included which would make adequate provision for making plans for
the High Frequency Broadcasting Service and equitable lists for the other
services within a reasonable time. The Indian Delegation is therefore
constrained to vote against this document*
Although we have not been able to agree with this document we
greatly appreciate the monumental work done by you as Chairman of this
Committee during these last trying days and the heavy responsibilities
shouldered by the ad hoc Group and by Sir Robert Craigie as its Chairman.
We wish you a happy journey home Sir.
Thank you .11
2.53

The Delegate of Greece reserved the right to speak in the Plenary
Assembly on his position with regard to paragraph III, 325.

2.54

The Delegate of the Hungarian P.R. made tho following statement *.
Mr. Chairman,
On behalf of the Hungarian Administration,- I wish to make the
following declaration, which I beg you to have included in the minutes of
this meeting :
"The Hungarian .Delegation has voted against Docunent 267 as a
whole, this document being no more than one long series of infringements
of the Convention and Radio Regulations* The Hungarian Delegation, mindful
of its responsibilities towards its Administration, faithful to, and
respectful of, obligations undertaken and the rules of our Union, cannot
agree with the decision taken, because Document 267 :
”1)makes provision for transition to the Atlantic City Table before
a complete Intornational Frequency List has been drawn up and
approved, as laid down by Article 47 of the Radio Regulations $
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2) makes provision for the implementation of a new registration
status before an International Frequency List has been drawn
up and approved - which is a flagrant breach of the Radio
Regulations, Article 47;
3) makes provision for the Berne List to be done away with before
an International Frequency List has been drawn up and approved
by an ordinary administrative conference;
4) makes provision for the production of an Interim Frequency List,
of which no mention is made in the Convention or Radio
Regulations 5
5) grants prerogatives to the I,F,R.B. which greatly exceed the
role attributed to that body by the Union, together with tasks
which can be undertaken only after the International Frequency
List has been drawn up and approved.
The decision taken is i^egitimate, and together with the content
of Document 267, constitutes a series of grave breaches, breaches which this
Delegation can in no wise accept.
This Delegation will not consider itself bound by this decidion,
and will continue using and notifying its frequencies in accordance with the
Convention and Radio Regulations, It does not accept the so-called Interim
Frequency List.”
The Delegate of Cuba made the following statement *
1tMr, Chairman,
The Delegation of Cuba has not taken an active part in the dis
cussion of Document 267 in this Committee because we feel that the procedure
proposed by the ad hoc Group for bringing all radio stations into their
appropriate service bands in accordance with the Atlantic City Frequency
Allocation Table is inadequate and to a certain extent defeats its own ends;
to request all countries to move their out-of-band stations into the
appropriate service bands without any coordinated technical plan, might
give rise to serious disruption of services of all types operating in them.
Furthermore, a station that had changed frequency would have no security
since, if it was reported to be causing interference to another station,
it would have to return to the frequency it had abandoned, with the risk
of finding that the latter had already been occupied by a new station*
With regard to broadcasting stations, we must repeat that we have
13 of them out-of—band; some of them had to give up the in-band frequencies
they occupied because of the growing number of high power stations that
were moved into those bands*
The Delegation of Cuba nevertheless wishes to cooperate in finding
a satisfactory solution to these problems and for that reason has not
opposed the agreements approved by the Committee, However, it cannot
formally undertake to comply with those agreements but will make every
effort to abide, as far as possible, by the resolutions of the majority,”
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2*55 bis
The Chairman thanked the Delegate of Cuba for bis comments and
• added that Canada was not always blanketed in snow*
2*56

The Delegate of Pakistan made the following statement :
nMr* Chairman,
The Delegation of Pakistan has voted for acceptance of Document
237* As you are aware our Delegation has been consistently pressing for
planning in High Frequency Broadcasting and the Fixed Services* Document
237 does not provide for all that we could have wished it to contain but
nevertheless in the spirit of compromise we have accepted this as it is*
Our acceptance however, is subject to similar reservations that have been
made by the Delegations of U.S.A. and the United Kingdom. When the revised
text of this document incorporating all the amendments that have been made
by the Committee is available for consideration in the Plenary Session, we
shall if nocessary, like to refer to certain parts of this document*
It may be recalled) MT* Chairman, that at the meeting of the
Steering Committee held on 24th October, I had requested you to continue
to bear the burden of the Chairmanship of Committee 7 to bring it to a ’
successful conclusion before you left Geneva* I am glad to say that in
spite of your anxiety you have acceded to our request and now that you
have completed your difficult task you shall go home and I also hope that
your anxieties at home would in due course be eliminated*
I also consider it appropriate, Mr. Chairman, to pay a special
tribute at this moment to the Chairman of the ad hoc Group, Sir Robert
Craigie. In spite of the trying time and the difficulties of the task,
Sir Robert has carried out. a task which younger men would have found more
difficult* The present document which has been approved by a large number
of delegations is an excellent testimony of his excellent worko Finally,
Mr* Chairman, I would like once again to associate myself with the-senti
ments expressed by the Delegation of Brazil*n

2.57

The Chairman associated himself with the remarks made by the
Delegate of Pakistan concerning the remarkable work done b y ’Sir .Robert
Craigie.

2*5$

The Delegate of the Bielorussian S.S.R* made the following
statement :
wThe Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R* declares that the
proposals contained in Document 267 are contrary to the Atlantic City
Convention and Radio Regulations.
Those *proposals afe illegal and unacceptable to the Bielorussian
S.S.R.
The decision taken by Committee 7 on Document 26.7 is likewise
illegal*
The Delegation of the Bielorussian S.S.R. declares that the
Bielorussian S.S.R. will not recognize these illegal decisions and will
follow the existing procedure for the registration of frequencies as
indicated in Article 47 of the Radio Regulations*”
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2*59

Observer for,tho Soviet Zone in Germany made tho following
statement*
"In our opinion, the methods contemplated in Document 267 for the
preparation of an interim frequency list, as woll as of the draft New Inter
national Frequency List, ore wrong, they contradict the Atlantic City Regula
tions, and they do not ensure tho furtherance of tho real interests of coun
tries utilizing radio frequencies6
Speaking as the representative of the Soviet Control Commission in
Germany, I must state that in those circumstances wo shall not raise objec
tions to the use by radio stations in the territory of the German Democratic
Republic of all those frequencies which this Republic may find it necessary
to use to meet the needs of its services and which will bo notifiod in accor
dance with the provisions of Article 47 of tho Radio Regulations*’1

2*60

The Dologato of the Philippines made the following statement*
Delegation has voted for the approval of Documont 267 which
we all understand is a compromise between tho method which my Delegation has
persistently supported and thoso proposed by othor Delegations* On this
account, the final position of my Delegation on the decisions just taken in
tho document will be given out in the Plenary Assembly which will tako final
action on the matter*
Moreover, it will be a privilege for me to state that the monumontal task which Committee 7 has now successfully accomplished is an index to
the ability and brilliant qualities of its Ghairman, Before we even began
taking up tho work entrusted to this Committee, there were already many ex
pressions of pessimism among the delegates in this Conference as to tho pro*
bable outcome of the work* Now, we see the good result of that work in a more
promising way, and I would liko to appeal to all delogates present here to
maintain the same spirit of cooperation and open-mindedness in taking up the
remaining task before us in Committee 8 and tho Plenary Assombly.
Mr. Chairman, permit me to add the name of my Delegation to those
who have showered you with their expressions of gratitude, and good wishes
for your continued success and pleasant trip back to your homeland*”

2*61

The Chairman then said:
nI thank the Delegate of the Philippines very much for his remarks*
I did say when I first undertook the Chairmanship of Committee 7, that it was
simple - simple* I think that was the word I used* I thought it was a simple
job so that is why I took it* I must say, at times I have felt it was not so
simple ••slightly difficult possibly - but many times so simple because of
the cooperation of tho delegates*

Bn
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2® 62

Tho Dologato of Egypt made tho following statement;
111 think, speaking seriously now, that wo havo taxed you very much.
Wo havo taxed your indulgence, wo have taxed your nerves and wo have taxed
your energy, but I am sure that everybody hero, as has boon expressed, is
with me that you havo the recompense of what you have exercised, sacrifices
in your timo, your worries and your energy,. You have the right to go homo,
Sir, with all our good wishes, to go hone, happy that you have achieved
something for tho good of tho community of this Union® You have boen very
strongly supported by ad hoc Group, Sir, by Mr. Bramel de Clejoulx, Mr.
Clarkson, Captain Booth, Mr. Rao, You have put yourself and all your time
under our disposal® Wo havo naggod at you, wo havo tried to vex you, we
have charged you with a hundred and one things, but you havo boon able, Sir,
to keep up your smile, to keep up your optimism and the successful result of
today is your recompense. I should certainly associate myself with my friend
the Dolegato of Pakistan and my friend, you, Sir, to tho remarks addressed to
the Honourable Sir Robert Craigie® I could not find words to address to him
for his understanding, his patience, his goodwill, to bring tho work of the
ad hoc Group undor his control and other work outside his control to a happy
conclusion® Now, Sir, I am going to make a reserve® I have hero paper 225,
on one condition, that at tho Administrative Radio Conforonco which the
Administrative Council will consider to convone in 1955, I shall reserve all
the right to go back on my word® Thank you, Sir®1’

2.63

Tho Delegate of Syria made the samo statement as tho Delegate of
Egypt, to whom he had given proxy.

2.64

Tho Chairman thanked the Delegate of Egypt for the pre-eminent
role his Delogation had played in the ad hoc Group and tho Committee,

2.65

The Representative of the French. British and American Zones in
Germany said that ho would, recommend tho Federal Gorman Republic to adopt the
plan.

2.66

The Delogato of Ethiopia made tho following statement;
"The Bielorussian Delegation has quite rightly reprimanded me for
asking the Delegation of tho U.S.A. to make my statement. I assure all
Delegations that tho sole reason why we took this step was to save time, as
the Delegato of the U.S.A. so kindly said. This step was in order to save
time to allow tho Biolorussian S *S„R, Delegation to havo more
tine to celebrate his holiday. Thank you, Mr® Chairman®u

2.67

Tho Dologato of Franco, speaking as tho Chairman of tho Drafting
Committee, asked whether port of Document 267 was to bo referred to the
Drafting Committee or tho whole was to be sent to Committee 8,
Ho wished to endorse all the remarks made on the way in which tho
Chairman had led the debates.

Bn
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Tho Chairmn thon said:
%

"Thank you very nuch* In addressing the Chairnan of the Drafting
Committee, I would suggest that as Chairnan of this Comittee, I nust transnit
a report to tho Chairnan of the Conference for Plenary consideration* Never
theless, at tho sane tine, I oust transmit the docunent, the clean docunent,
to the Secretariat so that it will not need any drafting changes (it won{t
need any drafting changes IJn sure) - to the Drafting Connittee and to the
Chairnan of Comittee 8 for such action as they dcen appropriatea Now,
Gentlemen, I would like to report and make a few comments* My friend,
Colonel Kertopati of Indonesia, Vice-Chairman, will be taking over Chairman
ship of the Comittee because there are a lot of reports still to be approved®
Now the reports are fairly extensive and it nay well be that'they will not
need very nany amendments0 I hope so, for Colonel Kertopati5s sake and if
you adopt then all at the next meeting, I shall be very happy that we did
not have to carry on too long, because I an.sure that he would not wish to have
Comittee 7 extended for too groat a tine and one meeting night do the trick*
Next, Gentlemen, I would like at this tine to pay tribute to our
Reportersc Our Rapporteurs, as you well know, are delegates* We have had
rather lengthy, meetings and those delegates who have not acted as a
Rapporteur at meetings have no knowledge of the anount of work that is in
volved, I can assure you, gentlemen, that the Rapporteur has a very arduous
task* It takes a lot of tine and they are not able to take part in the
actual work of a comittee just because they are taking down detailed notes*
So I would pay tribute to our Rapporteurs 0 We have had excellent Rapporteurs
on this Committee and they have done a lot of useful and hard work.
Next I xjould like to pay tribute to the Secretariat* We have had
nany texts rushed out in a hurry, some at night, some for the ad hoc Group and
at all tines we have found then most cooperative* We havo had texts brought
into the Connittee itself, but nost of the work has been done when the ad hoc
Groups have been working when they needed them immediately or as a result of
the ad hoc Group to get the docunent out by tho next morning and they have
never failed* So I pay tribute to the Secretariat* Likewise, I pay tribute
to the I*F*R*B0 for all their assistance* I know that Mr* Petit has worked
so hard and long that his nerves nust be somewhat on edge at this trine* He
does not look it, but if they are not I ’ll be very nuch surprised* Members
of his staff, both Mr^ Dollamla‘and Mr* Petit have done a lot of work in
attempting to get texts in Spanish and French* I must say in my ad hoc Group
we have marvellous work done by the Chairman of the Drafting Committee when
producing French texts on behalf of the first ad hoc Groups0 But Mr* Petit
has done a lot of drafting, a tremendous amount of drafting at the request
of the ad hoc Group, and by syself, and Mr* Dellamula has loaned over back
wards in an attempt to get Spanish texts up* Therefore a great deal of credit
goes to the I*F*R*B* in that respect©

Bn
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Now, Gentlemen, I am sorry that it is necessary for me to leave
the Committee. X would like to stay until we had fully wound up our work and
also to have stayed until the ond of the Conference. However, I find it
necessary for me to return to my home. I had hoped to leave earlier than
this, but nevertheless I planned to stay until the end of the Conference*
Thank you, Gentlemen, for your cooperation*"
The meeting rose at 7 p.m* *

Rapporteurs:

Chairman:

J* Doublet
E. Roussel

R* Kertopati
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STEERING COMITTEE

AGENDA
of the meeting to be held
on Friday 9 November at 6 p»m*

1.

Approval of the report of the meeting held on
2 November (Document 269).

2m

Schedule of meetings for the week 11 - 17 November,
1951.

3.

Other business.

Chairman of Committee 1
J.D.H, van der Toorn
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COMMITTEE 8
W.G. 8B3
REPORT OF SUB-WORKING GROUP 8B3
Second Meeting - 8 November 1951

1.

The Group adopted, without objection, the report of the first
meeting, Document D.T* 78. Discussion then proceeded as summarised here
under.

2.

Item 5 of the Agenda of the EARC (duties of the IFRB).
The Delegates of USA. France. Portugal and New Zealand concurred '
in the view that it was premature to discuss in any detail the future duties
of the IFRB, since information was only now emerging from the closing stages
of the work of Committees 5 * 6 and 7. To make a study of such duties it
would be necessary to have the approved final documents of these committees.

3.

On the suggestion of the Delegate of the USA, supported by the
Delegates of France and Portugal. it was decided to set up an ad hoc Group to
examine the documents referred to in paragraph 2 above, as soon as they
appear.
The composition of the ad hoc Group was agreed as follows ;
Mr. H.J. Millen
Col. N. White
Col. Ch. Loyen
Lt. Comdr. R. Cassey
Mr. S.H. Witt

(United Kingdom)
(USA)
(France)
(New Zealand)
(IFRB)

Convener

and its terms of reference are;
”To study in the light of the decisions taken in Committees 5, 6
and 7 of this Conference, to what extent the IFRB shall, after the
end of the Conference, assume the functions assigned to it in
Articles 10 and 11 of the Radio Regulations; to study the nature
of any additional tasks which those Committees may have
proposed; and to make recommendations to Sub-Working Group 8B3
as a result of those studies.”
5.

The Delegate of Portugal raised the question of the administrative
and financial implications referred to in the last sentence of Item 5 of the
Agenda of the Conference. After discussion, the Group agreed that
consideration of this matter should be deferred to a later stage in the
work of the Group.
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6.

It was recognised that the work of the ad hoc Group would
necessarily be 'influenced by work proceeding in other groups of Committee 8 ;
but it was noted that the organisation of Committee 8 was designed to maintain
coordination.

7.

No target date was fixed for the first report of the ad hoc
Group j the Convener, however, offered to keep the Chairman of 8B3 informed
on progress.

8.

The IFRB tfsn represented at the meeting ty Mr. S.H. Witt.

Chairman of Sub-Working Group 8B3
A.F. Alvendia

Be
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COMMITTEE 5

REPORT
OF THE THIRD MEETING. 8 NOVEMBER 1951
Chairman :
Mr. Roy V. McKay
Vice-Chairman s Mr. John Boctor
Agenda :

(1)

Adoption of Report of Working Group 5B

(2)

Adoption of Report of Working Group 5D

(Region 2)

The mooting opened at 3*15 p*m.
1.1.

Tho Chairman explained that the delay in calling Committee 5 was
essentially duo to the continued meetings of Committoo 7 and the consequent
strain imposed on the secretarial staff.
The Chairman hopod to have ‘taker
the Regional plans in numerical order, but since Working Group 5A was not
ready when the agenda was being prepared, ho had docidod to consider Rogion 2
first.
He had also hoped since the range of frequencies considered by
Group 5D was small, that ho would havo boon able to consider their roport
but unfortunately a few annexes had still to bo completed and therefore Item 2
of the agenda would havo to bo cancollcd. .In roferring to the various
documonts for tho Region 2 plan, ho suggested thoy should concontrato on
Documont 255 as it contained tho main summary of the work of tho Group.
Perusal of this documont showed clearly that Group 5B had carried out its
formidable task in an extremely efficient manner. Ho therefore pordonally,
and on behalf of tho Comittee, thanked Mr. McIntosh, Chairman of the Group,
and Mr. Navatta, Vico-Chairman and all members for their splendid work.
Before calling upon Mr. McIntosh to introduce' his report to Committee 5,
the Chairman suggested that there wore three methods which tho Committoo
could follow in dealing with the roport.
He therefore proposed :
(a)

(b)

(c)

As tho froquency list for Rogion 2 presontcd as Document 224
with annoxcs has boon accoptod by Working Group 5B and concerns
countries which are members of'Rogion 2, who comprise tho Working
Group, the list should be accepted by Committee 5.
Tho roport of Committee 5B, Documont 255, should bo accoptod in
tho form submitted and should be transmitted via Committoo 4 to
the Plenary Sossion as recommended by the Working Groups Committee ^
‘to take note of tho relevant recommendations in Documonts 225, 185,
262 and 263*
Delegates who desire to submit amendments to the text of Document
255, or alternative recommendations, or to rnako reservations or
declarations, should do so by moans of a document within the next
throe days, addressed to tho Chairman of Committee 5 for consider
ation at subsequent meetings of Committoo 5, and if necessary to
be included in a supplementary documont to bo transmitted as shown
in paragraph (b).
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1*2#

Mr. McIntosh, Chairnan of Working Group 5B, agreed with the three
nothods suggested by the Chairnan and said that they were quite appropriate,
but ho would like to add a further paragraph as follows s
(d)

Tho Committee should note that Document 264, which concerns all
inter-regional circuits of interest to Region 2, should be noted
for later action by Committee 5.

Continuing, Mr. McIntosh stated that he would not have been able to havo
completed his work according to schedule had it not been for Mr. McKay's
oxport management of the affairs of Committee 5 in the Steering Connittee,
and he felt compelled to acknowledge that it had been an honour and a
privilege, both for himself and his country, to have served as Chairnan of
Group 5B. Every member of his Working Group had worked diligently and
throughout long hours for the common objective and everyone deserved the
highest praise* His own task had been made easy by their splendid co-operation
and by the efficient assistance ho had received from his Vice-Chairman,
Mr* Navatta*
Continuing, Mr. McIntosh agreed with paragraph (a), that is,
that the list in Document 224 should be accepted by Committee 5* As to
paragraph (b), he likewise agreed with the Chairman’s suggestion and would
invite attention, as had the Chairnan, in paragraph (b), to the fact
that Document 255 contains two different kinds of recommendationsi some for
Committoe 4 and others for Committee 8 .
Tho recommendations to Committee 8
were not in final form and delegations, of course, reserved the right to
amend them in Committee 8 .
1.3.

Regarding paragraph (c), Mr. Navatta, Vico Chairman of Group 5B,
said that ho had no objection to the Chairman's proposals, but there was a
little doubt in his mind regarding the approval of the documents ; Did the
proposal mean that if any amendments wore suggested verbally they would also
have to be submitted in writing to the Chairman of the Committee? £e himself
.thought that the lists could be approved without any reservations.

1*4

The Chairman said that tho intention was to approve tho report, subject
to the conditions mentioned in paragraph (c).

1.5

The Delegate for the United Kingdom Colonies associated himself with
the remarks made by Mr. McIntosh. With regard, however, to paragraph (c),
the recommendations made to Committee 8 were subject to reservation on the
part of certain delegations, of which the United Kingdom Colonics was one.
If paragraph (c) were accepted, it would moan that delegates would have to
submit, within three days, any changes to tho recommendations for Committoe 8.
His Delegation reserved the right to discuss the recommendations in Committee 8,
and especially since his opinions would bo influenced by tho views which might
be expressed in that Committee by delegates from tho othor two regions. He
suggested tho following addition to paragraph (c). "This paragraph does not
refer to any recommendation on matters which have yet to bo dealt with in
Committee 8".
So far as (a) and (b) were concerned, ho fully supported
the Chairman.

- 3 -*
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1*6.

The Delegate of Franco agreed with the proposal made by the Delegate
for the Unitod Kingdom Colonies in regard to paragraph (c). He drew the
attention of the Committee to tho fact that the entire document could not
perhaps be included in the Final Acts as it stood. For instance, the list
as prepared by Working Group 5B,was exactly described on page 3 of Document
255, under the heading
"Ffljjfi.of the List” , but it was possible that the
List to be annexed to the Final Acts would differ from that prepared by the
Working Groups for Committee 8 might decide to include certain indications
in ono or several of the columns 2a, b or c.
If such were to be the case,
the paragraph "Form of tho List11 would differ from that to bo included in the
Final Acts *

1.7.

Mr, McIntosh explained that because of material difficulties the List
annexed to tho Final Acts would be Documont 224, oven if Committee 8 decided
that in the future additional information should bo included in the editions
of tho lists to be published by the Secretariat.

1.8.

The Delegate of Canada also supported the amendment suggested by the
Delegate for tho United Kingdom Colonies, and since there was no objection,
the Chairman's proposals, as amended, were adopted.®

1.9.

Mr. McIntosh drew the attention of the Committee to a slight editorial
change (in English only) nocossary in Document 263- In line 3 of the
recommendation to Committee 8, before the word "means” add the word "same"*

1.10

Tho final report of WorkingaGroup 5B - Document 255. including the
Frequency List which is Document 224 and annexes was., approved by tho
Committee.
Since there was no other business, the meeting rose at 4.15 p.m.

Reporter ;

The Chairman

W. Swanson

Roy V, McKay
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ANNEX I
to Document 295 _
^ref• Par#1.1 (c)J
VENEZUELA

To the Chairman of Committee 5
Dear Sir,
Would you be good enough to include the following statement in
the report of tho meeting of Committee 5 on 8 November, or publish it as
an annex:
"We are fully aware that the task of Group 5B was not an easy one
because of the tremendous development in radiooommunications in Region 2,
which made it difficult to accomodate the existing requirements of the fixed,
mobile and tropical broadcasting services#
Tho Chairman of tho Group 5B has already said that the delegates
had to work contihupusly for a number of days and nights 5 I should liko to
point out, however, that in my view tho results achieved are without doubt'
due to the groat spirit of cooporation and mutual undor standing that was
always shown in the Group, as is traditional in meetings of our region#
It is also certain that the go d intontions and the cooperative
attitude which I have just montioned would not have boon translated into
concrete results had it not boen for tho capability, intelligence and
assiduousness of tho Chairman, Mr# McIntosh of the Delegation of tho United
States of America and the Vice-Chairman, Mr* Navatta of the Argentine Dele
gation, and the devotion and experience of tho Chairmen of tho various SubGroups of Group 5B*
As regards tho Caribbean area, the Delegation of Venezuela owes
a debt of gratitude to Mr* Buchanan, of Mexico, Mr# Morales, of Cuba, Mr*
Meyer, of Brazil and Mr* Martinez of the Dominican Republic for tho careful
attention they gave to our particular problem : TROPICAL BROADCASTING, since
by allowing tho tropical broadcasting stations HJ to function with a reduced
power during the nighty and in accordance with the conditions specified in •
the note in Documont No# 255, Section D, tho groat sacrifices we have had
to make in this respect with stations which have bqen in operation since
1940 in tho present band 3300 to 3500 kc/s are slightly reduced, I should
also like to express my gratitude to tho Delegation of the Unitod States of
America for its valuable assistance, and to thank the othor Region 2 dele
gations for their understanding attitude to this matterc"
Yours faithfully
(signed) Jose A* Lopez
Delegation of Venezuela
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AGENDA
Meeting of 10th November 1951

1*

Adoption of report of Working Group 5D (carried forward from
Document 277)
Document

245 and Corrigendum

Document 276
2#

Adoption of report of Working Group 5C (Document 256)
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Schedule from 12 to 17 November 1951

Document 297 -E
9 November 1951

Geneva* 1951

This schedule being subject to amendment, Delegates are requested to refer to the dally schedule.
The word "Meeting" denotes a meeting of the Committee*
Le
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COMMITTEE 1

STEERING COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting held on
Friday. 9 November 1951, at 6 p.m»

Chairmant

Mr. J.D.H. van der Toorn (Netherlands)

Subjects discussed:
*

1* Approval of the Minutes of the Meeting of
2.November 1951 (Document 269)
2. Schedule of meetings from 12 to 17 November
3. Setting up of an ad hoc Working Group of
,Committee 1
4* Proposal by the Delegation of Switzerland
(Document 290)

Present:
Vice-Chairmen of the Conference and of Committee 1
Sir
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Robert Craigie (United Kingdom)
Otterman (United States of America)
Moorthy Rao (India)
Kroutl (Czechoslovakia)

Representing Committee 2
Dr. Metzler (Switzerland)
'Mr. Magnussen (Sweden)
Mr. Tsingovatov (USSR)
Representing Committee 3
Mr. Gneme (Italy)
Representing Committee L
Mr* Bramel de Clejoulx (France)
Mr. Navatta (Argentine)
Mr. Myers (Union of South Africa)
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1.

MINUTES OF THE MEETING ON 2 NOVEMBER 1951 (Document 269)
Approved without comment.

2.

SCHEDULE OF MEETINGS FROM 12 TO 17 NOVEMBER
The schedule was adopted (see Document 297).
As he had undertaken to do at the previous meeting, the Chairman
wished to propose a schedule for the remainder of the Conference.
The first of the final series of Plenary Assemblies could probably
be held the following Friday to consider the aeronautical and maritime
plans and any available Committee reports (e.g. that by the Credentials
Committee).
A further meeting of the Plenary Assembly could tentatively
be scheduled for 20th or 21st November to deal with the plans for Regions
1, 2 and 3*
Committee 8 should aim to finish its work by 21st November at the
latest and by about 26th November the Plenary Assembly could meet again for
the first reading of the material from Committee 8 and the second reading
of the texts it had already considered.
The second reading of Committee 8's texts could bo held on 28th
November, leaving the Secretariat enough time.to prepare the final documents
for signature on 1st December.
In that way there would be a total
prolongation of only 2 weeks.
The schedule would be hard to observe, but it was up to the
Delegates to see that it was observed.
As the outcome of a discussion in which Mr. Navatta (Argentine),
Mr. Loeber (United States) and Mr. Gneme (Italy) took part, the Chairman
agreed to issue a document drawing attention to the proposed schedule and
the urgency of closing the Conference by 1st December at the latest, and
stressing the expediency of avoiding lengthy and repetitious discussions.
Mr. McKay (Chairman of Committee 5) hoped that Committee 5's work
would bo finished by Monday, 12 November.
Mr. Lecomte (Chairman of Committee 6) said that his Committee had
finished its work and that a report would be submitted to the Chairnan in
due course.
Mr. Kertopati (Newly designated Chairman of Committee 7 to
succeed Mr. Acton), announced that Committee 7 would require one further
meeting at which to approve the minutes of the previous meetings. A groat
deal of time would be saved if Delegations wishing to make amendments to
the texts of those minutes would submit them to him in writing.-

Ge
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Mr. Podersen (Chairman of Committoo 8) said that, according to tho
reports of his Working Group Chairmen, Comittoo 8 would probably be able to
complete its work by the target date of 21st November, provided tho meetings
of the Plenary Assembly were not too long or numerous*
3*

SETTING UP OF AN AD HOC WORKING GROUP OF COMMITTEE 1
The Chairman proposed setting up an ad hoc Working Group of Committee 1
comprosod of representatives of the Araontine. Egypt, the United States*
Italy ond the United Kingdom, to draft tho proomble to tho Final Acts, the
Final Provisions and the framework of a Final Protocol containing any
reservations.
The Group would elect its. own Chairnan and fix its own
schedule., its own statements by Delegations. Suggestions could be
considered at the next mooting of tho Steering Committee and forwarded to
Committoo A.
Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom) thought that, until the ad hoc
Group had elected its Chairnan, it would be wise to appoint a Convenor, and
suggested that Mr* Gnome, the doyon of the Conference, might be prepared to
conveno tho first mooting.
Mr. Gneme (Italy) agreed to act as Convener for tho first mooting.
Ho further pointed out that tho Group would be unable to draft the
final protocol before it knew the nature of tho statements made.
The Chairman agreod but said that tho same Group could deal with the
problem of the statements in the last week of the Conference*
In reply to a question by Abaza Boy (Egypt), the Chairman confirmed
that tho Group's texts would be submitted to the approval of the Plenary
Assembly by way of the Drafting Committee.

4*

PROPOSAL DY THE DELEGATION OF SWITZERLAND (Document 290)
The Chairman drew attention to Document 290, a proposal by the Swiss
Delegation rogarding on estimate of tho additional expenditure that would
result from the new tasks conferred upon tho IFRB in accordance with
Committee 7 ’s decisions« Tho Document proposed that tho matter should be
studied by Committee 3, while Committee 7 had assumed that it would be dealt
with by Committoe 8 undor the latter1s terms of reference. Ho himself
considered that it was a proper matter for Committee 8 to doal with*
Me* Fodorson (Chairman of Committee 8) confirmed that, under its
terms of reference, Committee 8 was required u**« to forward to tho
Administrative Council of the Union all infornation and recommendations
needed to guide it when taking any administrative and financial action which
may subsequently bo necessary.H For this purpose, Committoo 8 would need
the IFRB's estimates as soon as possible*

Go
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Mr* Petit (Chairman of the IFRB) said that the IFRB was alreadystudying the matter and would supply Mr. Pedersen with its estimates the
following Monday or Tuesday.
Dr. Metzler (Switzerland) felt that Committee 8 ‘s terms of
reference were not entirely applicable to the Swiss proposal. The former
called upon Committee 8 to forward its information to the Administrative
Council, while the aim of the latter was to enable Delegations to acquaint
their Administrations with the additional financial burdens they would be
assuming*
However, he was agreeable to the natter's being studied in
Committee 8, provided it was studied in the sense of Document 290,
Mr. Gneme (Italy) said that, in the past, the Administrative Council
had succeeded in keeping expenditure below tho ceiling fixed at Atlantic
City only by shifting some of the burden onto the extraordinary budget.
Any additional expenses for the IFRB might also imply raising the coiling,
which was a serious matter directly involving the Administrations of the
I.T.U, He therefore felt that Committee 8 should submit a separate report
on the question, keeping it apart from the general report to the Plenary
Assembly.
Tho Chairman thought that that could be left to tho discretion of
Committee 8 itself.
There being no further business, the meeting rose at 7.30 p.m.

Rapporteur:
D* Hobden

Ge

The Secretary of the Conference:
Gerald C0 Gross

Approved:
The Chairman:
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REGION 1 .
Report of the Eighth Meeting
9 November 1951 - 3 p.m.

The Agenda of the meeting is contained in Document D.T. 119.
The Chairman announced that the Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R, .
had appointed Mr. Minaev to represent him at the meeting.
No objection was raised.
Item 1 of the Agenda:

Report of the Seventh Meeting (Document 289)

The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R. asked for the following to be
added to paragraph 6,3:
"The Delegate of the Ukrainian S.S.R. states that Document 265 is
unacceptable to his Delegation and that he supports the statements made by
the Delegation of the U.»S.S.R."
® le Delegate of Spain asked for the following sentence to be added
after the first sub-paragraph of paragraph 1.4- of Document 289:
"•••,■ even more so in the case of CONSOL radiobeacons, which also
require the preparation of new navigation charts and possibly the
removal of very high masts to new sites, which is not always possible
With the above amendments, Document 289 was approved.
Item 2 of the Agenda:

Addendum to Document 2A8

Approved without comment.
Item 3 of the Agenda: Final report of Group 5A to Committee 5 (Document 283)
3.1

During a long discussion, various amendments were made to Document 283
which were incorporated in Docunent 283 revised.

3.2
The Delegate of Egypt considered that the second sub-paragraph of
paragraph 3.5 in Document 283 revised should be redrafted as follows:
’•The Group considers that the frequency notification date should be
the same as the date of signature of the Final Acts of the EARC.

— 2 —
(Doc. 299 - E)

The date of registration of these frequencies should be the same as
the date of implementation.f*
3*3

The Delegations of the Republic of Poland, Czechoslovakia, U.S.S.R.,
Ukrainian S.S.R., Bielorussian S.S.R., P.R. of Bulgaria, P.R. of Albania,
Roumanian P.R., Hungarian P.R. made statements included in Document 283
revised as Annexes 2, 3, A t 5/6* V

3*A

A*

With the above amendments, Document 283 was approved by 25 votes to
9, with 1 abstention.
Item A of the Agenda:

Other business

4*1
The Chairman announced that Document 253 hod been published in a
revised edition and that Document 281 replaced D.T. 106, which thus became
a Conference document.
A*2

The Chairman thanked Mr. Rowland, Mr. Henry and Mr. Creighton,
Chairmen of the three Working Groups, and Mr*Chef, and Mr. Svenningsen, of
the ad hoc Group, for the excellent work they had accomplished and their
understanding attitude to the various Delegations*

Among the more active collaborators, he mentioned Mr. Edwards,
Mr* Swanton, Mr* Fassatore, Mr* Ruggero, Mr. Luz, Mr. da Cunha, Mr, Rahmn
and Mr. Sandvei,
He warmly thanked Mr. Svoboda of the I.F.R.B* for his oooperation.
He also thanked the interpreters and tho Secretariat, in particular
Mr. Wettstein for his collaboration in the preparation of documents.
On a proposal by the Delegate of Norway, the Group expressed its
appreciation of its Chairman.

The Chairman of Group 5A*
L, Sacco
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Secretariat
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Secretariat
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the Steering Committee

45

Committee 2

Report of the First Meeting - Part II 27 and 29 August

46
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General comments on aeronautical mobile plans

47

Greece

Letter from the General Direction of Tele
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Draft frequency assignment plan for Region 1 additional comments (Band 1605-3900 kc/s)

49

Israel

Draft frequency assignment plan for Region 1 additional comments .(Band 255-415 kc/s)

50

Secretariat

List of documents issued (l - 50)

51

Australia

Region 3 Draft Frequency Plan - additional
comments

52

USSR

Proposal regarding the I.F.RJ3.
Corrigendum No.l (English and French only)
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USSR

Statement by the USSR-

54 (rev) USSR
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55

Chile

Comraents on the Draft International Frequency
List prepared by the- P.F.B,- .

56

W.G. 5C

Decisions1taken by Working Group15C

57

Pakistan

Region 3 Draft Frequency List - Comments by
Pakistan

53

Pakistan

Comments on the channels assigned for tropical
broadcasting in the bands 2300-2500 kc/s and
3200-3400 kc/s to Pakistan

59

W.G. 6B1

60

Secretariat

, Maritime Mobile Coast Telegraph Services
Corrigendum No. 1
Minutes of the Second Meeting of the Plenary

61 (rev) Committee 8

&origcn5un No. 1
Roport of tho Mooting on 1 September 1951
Corrigendum No, 1

62

Czechoslovakia

Frequencies for station Praha, Czechoslovakia

63

USSR

Statement regarding the draft frequency allot
ment plans for tho Aeronautical Mobile Service
("R" and "OR" Plans)

64

Committee 7

Report of the Third Meeting - 31 August 1951
Corrigendum No. 1

65

Egypt

Letter to tho Chairman of tho Conference

66

Roumanian P.R.

67

Secretariat

Schedule of meetings/ 10 to 15 September 1951

63

Committee 2

Minutes of the Second Meeting - 6 September 1951

69

USSR
Ukrainian SSR

Statement regarding the draft frequency
allocation plans for the Maritime Mobile Service

70

W.G. 7B

Report of the first three meetings of Working
Group 7B (Broadcasting)

71

Secretariat

Agenda of the Third Meeting of the Plenary
Assembly

72 (rev)

Committee 1

Report of the Meeting on 7 September 1951

73

Ethiopia

Comments on draft frequency lists

74

W.G. 6B2

Maritime Mobile Coast Telephone Services

75

Sweden

Number of ship stations of different countries

76

Trieste (British/US
Zone)

Comments on the Maritime Mobile Telegraphy
Plans

:

■ Statement regarding frequencies notified for
station Bucarost
Corrigendum No* 1 (English only)
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77 (rev) W.G. 6A1
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Report of Sub-Group 6A1 on the re comended final
report of Working Group 6A

78

Ethiopia

Comments on the draft New Intornational Frequency
List

79

Secretariat

Schodule of meetings, 17 to 22 September 1951

80

Comittee 1

Report of the meeting on 14 September 1951

81

Chile

Statenent and comments regarding the plan for
coast telephone stations

82

Haiti

Frequency requirements submitted by the
Administration of Haiti

83 (rev) W.Oi 8A

Report of Working Group 8A

84

Comittee 8

Agenda of the meeting on 18 September 1951

85

USSR

Statenent concerning the frequency assignment
plan for Region 1

86

W.G. 6B1

Report: Maritime Mobile Coast Telegraph Service

87

Comittee 3

Agenda of the meeting on 20 September 1951

88

Switzerland

Proposal concerning the preparation of the plan
for frequencies in the band 14-150 kc/s

89

W.G. 5A

Report of the Second Meeting - 14 September 1951

90

Secretariat

91

Committee 8

92

USSR

Proposal regarding the prohibition of the
operation of the Standard Loran Chain Stations

93

W.G. 5C

Decisions taken by Working Group 5C

94

Comittee 8

Report of the Third Meeting - 20 September 1951

95

Comittee 2

Report of the Third Meeting - 20 September 1951
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96
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W.G. 5D1
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Addendum No. 1
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Schedule of meetings, 24 to 29 September 1951
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Regulations
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Comments by the Delegation of Brazil on the
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Report
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Report of the third meeting, 25 September 1951

119

Secretariat
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120

Secretariat

Agenda of the Fourth Meeting of the Plenary
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121

Committee 1

Minutes of the meeting on 23 September 1951
Corrigendum No. 1
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Committee 5

Report of the second meeting, 23 September 1951
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Comittee 4

Agenda of the meeting on 4 October 1951
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Committee 8

Draft recommendation for consideration by
Committee 3
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W.G, 7B1

Report
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Committee 8
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Committee 8

Agenda of the meeting on 3 October 1951
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Addendum No. 1
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Proposal for planned approach
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W.G. 7A1
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Agenda of the fourth meeting, 4 October 1951

Committee 6
134
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Committee 6
135

Report of the second meeting, 1 October 1951

136

W.G. 6B2
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Egypt
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.138
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Secretariat
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USSR

Statement concerning the proposals contained in the
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Secretariat

Request for admission to the Conference by .
the C.I.R.M.
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Committee 1
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Committee 4
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Secretariat
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Addendum and Corrigendum Nos. 1 to 3
to Booklets 1 - 5 •
!

M 69

Secretariat

Note regarding designation of ‘‘Portuguese Overseaj
Territories"

170

Committee 3
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W.G* 60

Proposod final draft of special considerations
pertaining to the Aeronautical mobile services
in fulfilment of terns of reference, point 3
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W.G. 6B
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mobile service
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W.G. 6B2
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W«G. 6B1
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Ad hoc Group 8
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Committoo 6

Agenda of the meeting on 17 October 1951

181

Egypt

Proposed directives by the EARC to the IFRB
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broadcasting
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Secretariat
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W.G. 5B
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Group 8C

190
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W.G. 7B
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tho Chairnan of Working Group 7B
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Socrotariat

Representation of Bolivia by tho Delegation of
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197

Connittee 1

Agenda of the meeting on 19 October 1951

198

W.G. 5A2

Corrigendum No. 3 to the Plan for Region 1 in
the bands between 1605 and 3900 kc/s

199

Committee 6
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'Letter to Chairman of Committoo 8 re Appendix 12 of
the R.R.

202

W*G* 6b

Second roport of Working Group 6B; Maritime Mobile
Service .

203

Committee 6

Letter from the Delegate of Spain to the Chairman of
Committee 6

204-

Committee 3

Report of the 4-th Meeting - 18 October 1951

205

Comittee 7
ad hoc WG

Report of the ad hoc Working Group appointed on
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206

Secretariat

Schedule of meetings, 22 to 27 October 1951

207

Committee 1

Minutes of the meeting on 19 October 1951

208

Committee 6

Special considerations pertaining to the aeronautical
mobile services in fulfilment of terms of reference
Point 3 of Committee 6 .

209

France

Regional Arrangement concerning maritime radio beacons
in the European Area of Region 1
Addendum No* 1

210

Committee 6

Agenda of the mooting on 23 October 1951

211

WG 6B

Report of tho 5th and 6th meetings

212

WG 6b

Third report - maritime mobile service

213

Committoe 7

Report of the 5th meeting, 20 October 1951

214

Committee 1
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215

WG 5A
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216

-Committee 2

Agenda of the meeting on 26'October. 1951

217

USSR
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218

Committee 7
ad hoc Group

Roport of the ad hoc Group

219

Committoe 4
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222

I.F.R.B.

223

Committee 1

Agenda of the meeting on 26 October 1951

224.
il—G

W«Q. 5B

International frequency List, Region 2 (Booklets A-G)
Recapitulative Corrigendum No© 2

225

Egypt

Proposal to Committee 7

226

Committee 6

Report of the fifth meeting, 19 October 1951

227(rev)

Committee 2

Report of tho fifth meeting-, 26 October 1951

228

WG 5A

Report of the fifth meeting, 23 October 1951

229

Committee 7

Report of tho fourth meeting, 18 October 1951

230

P.R. of Albania
P.R, of Bulgaria

Letter to the Chairman of Committee 6

231

Secretariat

Schedule of meetings, 29 October to 3 November 1951

232

Committee 1

Minutes of the mooting on 26 October 1951

233

Committee 2

Report to the Plenary Assembly

234
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Report to Committee 8
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Committoe 6

236
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Report of the sixth meeting, 23 October 1951 .
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•

237

Committee 7
ad hoc W.G.

238/
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Committee 7

Report of tho eighth meeting, 27 October 1951
(Parts I and II)

239

Committee 1

Agenda of tho meeting on 30 October 1951

240

Committee 7

Roport of the.sixth meeting, 25 October 1951

2a

Committee 7
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coast telegraph and telephone, assignment lists into
effect in fulfilment of torms of reference point 3
of Committee 6

-

International Monitoring: Notes .by the I.F.R.B.

Report to Committee 7

- 13 (Doc* 300 - E)

Title

No*

Source

Of
47

Committee 7
ad hoc W.G»
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Report of the fourteenth meeting, 5 November
1951 (Parts I, II and III)

288
Committee 7
I, II & III
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