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Report on CITEL
The most recent meeting of CITEL PCC-II (Radiocommunication and Broadcasting) was held from December 3 – 7, 2018 in Brasilia, Brazil.  The meeting was attended by 180 delegates from Member States, Associate Members, International Regional Organizations, Observers, and Invited Guests.  WRC working groups and sub-working groups met a total of 12 times during the week.  
The next meeting will be held April 8 – 12, 2019 in Monterrey, Mexico.
Chairs, Vice-Chairs for the sub-working groups are as follows:
WRC Working Group Chairman – Carmelo Rivera (USA)
WRC Working Group Vice-Chairs – Victor Martinez (MEX) & Martha Suarez (COL)
See end of this document for a listing of the CITEL Chapter Coordinators and agenda item Rapporteurs.
CITEL definitions:  
1.1.  Preliminary Proposals (PP) – a proposal by a CITEL Member State that has not been supported by another Member State
1.2.  Draft Inter-American Proposal (DIAP) – PP that has been supported by at least one other Member State
1.3.  Inter-American Proposal (IAP) – DIAP supported by at least six Member States and not opposed by more than 50% of the number of supports obtained.
Preliminary Proposal/Draft Inter-American Proposal/ Inter-American Proposal have been submitted for the following agenda items by several Member States:
1.2, 1.3, 1.6, 1.7, 1.11, 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 1.15, 1.16, 7, 9.1 (9.1.3, 9.1.5, 9.1.6, 9.1.8, 9.1.9
Agenda Item 1.2
“to consider in-band power limits for earth stations operating in the mobile-satellite service, meteorological-satellite service and Earth exploration-satellite service in the frequency bands 401-403 MHz and 399.9-400.05 MHz, in accordance with Resolution 765 (WRC-15).”
PRELIMINARY PROPOSALS: Canada, Mexico
Canada and Mexico propose in-band power limits for earth stations in the EESS and MetSat services in the frequency band 401-403 MHz, for earth stations in the MSS in the frequency band 399.9-400.05 MHz (Mexico has only proposed the lower band), and for earth stations with telecommand links in both frequency bands.  The values proposed for power density limits for the telecommand operations in part of the frequency band 401-403 MHz used by DCS Geostationary and Highly elliptical orbit (HEO) satellites are based on the sharing analysis conducted by the ITU-R taking into account possible mitigation measures that can be used by the telecommand operations to minimize potential interference to DCS systems.
Agenda Item 1.3
“to consider possible upgrading of the secondary allocation to the meteorological satellite service (space-to-Earth) to primary status and a possible primary allocation to the Earth exploration-satellite service (space-to-Earth) in the frequency band 460-470 MHz, in accordance with Resolution 766 (WRC-15)”
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
Brazil and Mexico both support a primary allocation to MetSat and EESS services in the 460-470 MHz frequency band and would include footnotes that would make MetSat and EESS secondary to Fixed and Mobile as well as imposing PFD limits on non-GSO and GSO space stations operating in the band.
Agenda Item 1.6
“to consider the development of a regulatory framework for non-GSO FSS satellite systems that may operate in the frequency bands 37.5-39.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 39.5-42.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 47.2-50.2 GHz (Earth-to-space) and 50.4-51.4 GHz (Earth-to-space), in accordance with Resolution 159 (WRC-15).”
PRELIMINARY PROPOSALS: Canada, Mexico
Canada and Mexico propose the following concepts:
For the protection of GSO systems: Canada supports the approach of defining in the Radio Regulations:
 
a) a maximum value for the time allowance for degradation exceeding the minimum short-term performance objectives, in terms of C/N, of a set of GSO reference links due to the interference caused by a single non-geostationary system, as well as the aggregate value for all NGSO FSS systems; and
b) a maximum value for the decrease in the time-averaged throughput (spectral efficiency) caused by a single non-GSO system, as well as the aggregate value for all NGSO FSS systems, into a set of GSO reference links using adaptive coding and modulation. 
For the protection of EESS (passive) systems: For the band 36-37 GHz: based on the results of studies, EESS (passive) systems operating in the 36- 37 GHz band and non-GSO FSS systems are compatible and no regulatory measures are required to address the compatibility between these two services.
For the band 50.2-50.4 GHz: based on the results of studies,  regulatory measures such as revising the current unwanted emission limits in Resolution 750 (Rev. WRC-15) are required to ensure compatibility between EESS (passive) systems operating in the band 50.2-50.4 GHz and non-GSO FSS systems. 
For sharing between NGSO systems: the use of the bands 37.5-39.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 39.5-42.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 47.2-50.2 GHz (Earth-to-space) and 50.4-51.4 GHz (Earth-to-space) by non-GSO FSS systems should be subject to coordination procedures under No. 9.12. 
The use of the bands 37.5-39.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 39.5-42.5 GHz (space-to-Earth), 47.2-50.2 GHz (Earth-to-space) and 50.4-51.4 GHz (Earth-to-space) by non-GSO FSS systems should be subject to coordination procedures under No. 9.12.
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: United States of America 
The United States proposal presents a regulatory solution for providing certainty and technical provisions to allow for sharing between non-GSO FSS systems and for protection of co-frequency GSO networks and adjacent-band EESS (passive) systems under WRC-19 AI 1.6.  The proposals have been developed based on the results of ITU-R studies called for in Resolution 159 (WRC-15), and identify a methodology to allow for maximum spectrum efficiency for non-GSO FSS systems, while protecting operations of GSO networks from operations of non-GSO FSS systems.  This proposal also provides a regulatory solution to ensure that aggregate emissions from operating non-GSO FSS systems do not exceed aggregate protection requirements of GSO networks. 

Regarding protections of EESS (passive) and modifications to Resolution 750 (Rev. WRC-15) this proposal specifically proposes changes to both GSO and NGSO FSS earth station out of band emission limits as studies have shown that GSO FSS systems alone cause exceedance to the EESS (passive) protection criteria and that in order to allow the aggregate interference from both GSO and NGSO FSS earth stations emission to meet this criteria modifications to both limits are needed. This proposal tracks closely with Method D in the draft CPM Report, leaving the specific values for GSO and NGSO systems as TBD for further analysis
Agenda Item 1.7
“to study the spectrum needs for telemetry, tracking and command in the space operation service for non-GSO satellites with short duration missions, to assess the suitability of existing allocations to the space operation service and, if necessary, to consider new allocations, in accordance with Resolution 659 (WRC-15).”
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: United States of America
The United States proposes NOC to the Table of Frequency Allocations due to the fact  that ITU-R sharing and compatibility studies between NGSO satellites with short duration missions and the incumbent services, with respect to invites ITU-R 2 and 3 of Resolution 659 (WRC-15), demonstrated that sharing is not feasible.
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Mexico
Mexico proposes the frequency bands 137-138 MHz and 148-149.9 MHz for use by administrations wishing to implement tracking, telemetry and command links for NGSO satellites with short duration missions
Agenda Item 1.11
“to take necessary actions, as appropriate, to facilitate global or regional harmonized frequency bands to support railway radiocommunication systems between train and trackside within existing mobile service allocations, in accordance with Resolution 236 (WRC 15).”
INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, United States of America, Uruguay
NOC 	IAP/1.11/1
	Radio Regulations Volumes 1 & 2
Reason: These administrations believe it is unnecessary to identify spectrum specifically for railway radiocommunication systems. Regional and global harmonization can be satisfied by developing applicable ITU-R Reports and Recommendations.  Therefore, no change to the Radio Regulations or regulatory action is required under this agenda item.

INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, United States of America, Uruguay
SUP	IAP/1.11/2
RESOLUTION 236 (WRC-15) 
	Railway radiocommunication systems between train and trackside
Reasons:  The studies towards regional and global harmonization can be satisfied through ITU-R Recommendations and Reports.
Agenda Item 1.12
“to consider possible global or regional harmonized frequency bands, to the maximum extent possible, for the implementation of evolving Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS) under existing mobile-service allocations, in accordance with Resolution 237 (WRC 15).”
INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: 
Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, United States of America, Uruguay
NOC	 IAP/1.12/1
Radio Regulations Volumes 1 & 2
Reason: It is unnecessary to identify spectrum specifically for Intelligent Transport Systems. Regional and global harmonization can be satisfied by developing applicable ITU-R Reports and Recommendations.  Therefore, no change to the Radio Regulations or regulatory action is required under this agenda item.

SUP	IAP/1.12/2
RESOLUTION 237 (WRC-15) Intelligent Transport Systems applications
Agenda Item 1.13
“to consider identification of frequency bands for the future development of International Mobile Telecommunications (IMT), including possible additional allocations to the mobile service on a primary basis, in accordance with Resolution 238 (WRC-15).”
Preliminary Proposal (24.25 – 24.65 GHz): Mexico
      Mexico proposes NOC and no allocation for IMT in the 24.25 – 24.65 GHz band.
Draft Inter-American Proposal (24.25 – 27.5 GHz): Brazil, Colombia, Peru, Uruguay
These administrations support an allocation to IMT in this band. They also propose limits of – 37 dBW/200 MHz in Resolution 750 (Rev. WRC-15) to ensure adjacent band compatibility with EESS (passive) in the 23.6 – 24.0 GHz
Preliminary Proposal (24.75 – 27 GHz): Mexico
Mexico supports an allocation to mobile service on a primary basis for the 24.75 – 25.25 GHz band and identification of the 24.75 – 27 GHz band in Region 2 for IMT.
Draft Inter-American Proposal (31.8-33.4 GHz): Canada, Mexico
These administrations support NOC in the 31.8 – 33.4 GHz band due to studies have shown that IMT is not compatible with other co-primary services in the band, in particular with the radionavigation service.
Preliminary Proposal (37 – 40 GHz): Mexico
Mexico supports identification of the 37 – 40 GHz band for IMT.
Preliminary Proposal (40 – 40.5 GHz, 40.5 – 42 GHz): Mexico
Mexico proposes NOC and no allocation for IMT in the 40 – 40.5 GHz and 40.5 – 42 GHz bands.
Preliminary Proposal (42 – 42.5 GHz, 42.5 – 43.5 GHz): Mexico
Mexico supports identification of the 42 – 42.5 GHz and 42.5 – 43.5 GHz bands for IMT.
 Preliminary Proposal (37-40.5 GHz, 40.5-42.5 GHz, 42.5-43.5 GHz): Brazil
Brazil supports identification of the 37.40.5, 40.5-42.5, and 42.5-43.5 GHz bands for IMT.
Preliminary Proposal (45.5 – 47 GHz, 47 – 47.2 GHz): Mexico
Mexico proposes NOC and no allocation for IMT in the 45.5 – 47 GHz and 47 – 47.2 GHz bands.
Preliminary Proposal (47.2 – 47.5 GHz, 47.5 – 48.2 GHz): Mexico
Mexico supports identification of the 47.2 – 47.5 GHz and 47.5 – 48.2 GHz bands for IMT.
Preliminary Proposal (48.2 – 50.2 GHz): Mexico
Mexico proposes NOC and no allocation for IMT in the 48.2 – 50.2 GHz band.
Preliminary Proposal (50.4-51.4 GHz, 51.4-52.6 GHz): Mexico
Mexico supports identification of the 50.4 – 51.4 GHz and 51.4 – 52.6 GHz bands for IMT.
Preliminary Proposal (66-71 GHz): Brazil
Brazil supports identification of the 66 - 71 GHz band for IMT.
Preliminary Proposal (71-76 GHz, 81-86 GHz): Canada
Canada proposes NOC and no allocation for IMT in the 71 – 76 GHz and 81 – 86 GHz bands.


 Agenda Item 1.14
“to consider, on the basis of ITU-R studies in accordance with Resolution 160 (WRC-15), appropriate regulatory actions for high-altitude platform stations (HAPS), within existing fixed-service allocations.”
Preliminary Proposal (6440-6520 MHz, 6560-6640 MHz):  Canada, United States of America
Canada supports worldwide HAPS allocation in the 6440-6520 MHz band.
The United States of America proposes NOC to the 6440-6520 MHz and 6560-6640 MHz bands.

Preliminary Proposal (21.4-22 GHz):  United States of America
      The United States supports a HAPS allocation in the 21.5-22 GHz portion of this band.
Draft Inter-American Proposal (21.4-22 GHz): Bahamas, Canada, Mexico
These administrations support the allocation of HAPS in the 21.4-22 GHz band.

Preliminary Proposal (24.25-25.25 GHz):  United States of America
	The United States of America proposes NOC to the 24.25-25.25 GHz band.

Draft Inter-American Proposal (24.25-25.25 GHz): Bahamas, Brazil, Canada, [Ecuador]
	These administrations support adding a primary fixed service allocation and a new identification for HAPS (uplink) in the band 24.25-25.25 GHz in Region 2.

Preliminary Proposal (25.25-27.5 GHz):  United States of America
	The United States of America supports adding a footnote to the 25.25-27.5 GHz band in Region 2 allowing HAPS to operate the in fixed service allocation.

Draft Inter-American Proposal (25.25-27.5 GHz): Bahamas, Brazil, Canada, [Ecuador]
	These administrations support adding a footnote to the 25.25-27.5 GHz limited to uplink direction in the 25.25-25.5 GHz to gateway links and the uplink direction in the frequency band 25.5-27 GHz and to downlink in the 27.0-27.5 GHz band.

Preliminary Proposal (27.9-28.2 GHz, 31.0-31.3 GHz):  Canada
	Canada proposes to add a footnote to the fixed service allocation in support of a HAPS identification in the 27.9-28.2 GHz and 31-31.3 GHz bands and to suppress the existing HAPS related footnote.

Preliminary Proposal (38-39.5 GHz):  United States of America
	The United States of America supports adding a footnote to the fixed service allocation in support of worldwide HAPS use in the 38-39.5 GHz band.

Draft Inter-American Proposal (38-39.5 GHz): Bahamas, Brazil, Canada, [Ecuador], Mexico, Peru
	These administrations support adding a footnote to the 38-39.5 GHz band allowing HAPS to operate in the fixed service allocation.

Draft Inter-American Proposal (47.2-47.5 GHz, 47.9-48.2 GHz): Brazil, Canada
	These administrations support adding a footnote to the 47.2-47.5 GHz and 47.9-48.2 GHz bands identifying use by HAPS.
Agenda Item 1.15
“to consider identification of frequency bands for use by administrations for the land mobile and fixed services applications operating in the frequency range 275-450 GHz, in accordance with Resolution 767 (WRC-15).”
Preliminary Proposals: Canada, United States of America, Mexico
These administrations propose a modification to the Table of Frequency of Allocations to identify bands for land mobile and fixed service use.
Agenda Item 1.16
“to consider issues related to wireless access systems, including radio local area networks (WAS/RLAN), in the frequency bands between 5 150 MHz and 5 925 MHz, and take the appropriate regulatory actions, including additional spectrum allocations to the mobile service, in accordance with Resolution 239 (WRC-15).”
Preliminary Proposal (5150-5250 MHz): Brazil
The Brazilian Administration supports NOC to the Table of Frequency Allocations in the band 5 150-5 250 MHz as further study of currently available mitigation measures indicate that it is difficult to find mitigation techniques to facilitate sharing between outdoor RLAN and Aeronautical Radionavigation (Aeronautical Mobile Telemetry).
 
Draft Inter-American Proposal (5150-5250 MHz): Mexico, United States of America
These administrations support a modification of RES 229 to allow RLANs to operate outdoors in the 5150-5250 MHz band.

Inter-American Proposal (5250-5350): Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Guatemala, Mexico, United States of America, Uruguay
      These administrations support NOC to the Table of Allocations in the 5250-5350 MHz band.
	
Inter-American Proposal (5350-5470 MHz): Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Guatemala, Mexico, United States of America, Uruguay
These administrations support NOC to the Table of Allocations in the 5350-5470 MHz band.

Preliminary Proposal (5725-5850 MHz): Mexico
Mexico supports the addition of a footnote in the 5725-5850 MHz band to allow countries to allocate RLAN.

Draft Inter-American Proposal (5725-5850 MHz): Brazil, Canada, United States of America
      These administrations propose NOC in the Table of Allocations in the 5725-5850 MHz band	

Inter-American Proposal (5850-5925 MHz): Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Mexico, United States of America, Uruguay
	These administrations support NOC to the Table of Allocations in the 5850-5925 MHz band.
Reasons: No change to the Table of Frequency Allocations in the 5- 850-5- 925 MHz frequency band, because the mobile service is co-primary and applications are already implemented in this segment.
Agenda Item 7
“to consider possible changes, and other options, in response to Resolution 86 (Rev. Marrakesh, 2002) of the Plenipotentiary Conference, an advance publication, coordination, notification and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks, in accordance with Resolution 86 (Rev.WRC 07), in order to facilitate rational, efficient and economical use of radio frequencies and any associated orbits, including the geostationary satellite orbit.”
ISSUE A:
Preliminary Proposal: Canada
[bookmark: _Hlk2321816]Canada proposes to modify provisions of 11.44 to extend the application to frequency              assignments to non-GSO satellite networks and systems especially when there is a BIU   period involved.  Also specifies the requirement associated with the BIU of frequency assignments to non-GSO satellite networks or systems subject to section II of Article 9 and for those not subject to section II of Article 9.

Preliminary Proposal: United States of America
[bookmark: _Hlk2323590]The United States of America proposes a modification to provisions of 11.44 to remove the reference to 90 days as a consequence of the proposal to have different BIU period for GSO and non-GSO assignments. Also adds a new provision that provides a fixed period of thirty days for continuous deployment with the capability of transmitting/receiving frequency assignment to constitute BIU of frequency assignments to non-GSO systems.

ISSUE B:
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico, United States of America

These administrations propose the introduction of an 8 degree coordination arc to serve as a substitution of the existing coordination trigger. It would also reduce the number of administrations identified for coordination, thereby reducing the number of coordination processes and resulting in a reduction of required resources in administrations, operators, and Bureau.  Administrations will continue to have the possibility to request application of RR No. 9.41 for inclusion of additional affected satellite networks, taking into account the current criteria.

ISSUE C1:
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico
APPENDIX 30B (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 8 (REV. WRC-15)
8.13	A notice of a change in the characteristics of an assignment already recorded, as specified in Appendix 4, shall be examined by the Bureau under § 8.8 and § 8.9, as appropriate. Any changes to the characteristics of an assignment that has been recorded notified and confirmed as having been brought into use shall be brought into use within eight years from the date of the notification of the modification. Any changes to the characteristics of an assignment that has been recorded notified but not yet brought into use shall be brought into use within the period provided for in §§ 6.1, 6.31 or 6.31bis of Article 6.    (WRC‑192)
Reasons: Modifications are required to align No. 11.43A and §8.13 of Article 8 in Appendix 30B.

ISSUE C2:
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
APPENDIX 30B (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 6 (REV. WRC-19)
6.17bis An administration that has submitted an application for additional use in accordance with §6.1 may request the Bureau to have only a block/sub-band of 250 MHz (10.7-10.95 GHz or 11.2-11.45 GHz for the downlink and 12.75- 13.0 GHz or 13.0-13.25 GHz for the uplink) entered into the List. 

Reason: Additions are required to update the Radio Regulations in accordance with existing practices between administrations in the application procedures for additional use and/or putting into service a block/sub-band of 250 MHz in 11-13 GHz according to their needs.

[bookmark: _Hlk2581641]ISSUE C3: 
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
APPENDIX 30B (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 6 (REV. WRC-19)
6.15bis	The course of actions described in § 6.13 to § 6.15 do not apply to the agreement requested under § 6.6.


Reasons: Modifications are required to clearly indicate that an administration identified under § 6.6 of Appendix 30B is not subject to §6.13 to §6.15 of Appendix 30B.  

ISSUE C4: 
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Mexico
APPENDIX 30 (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 4 (REV. WRC-19)
	Mexico proposes NOC to Appendix 30 – Article 4 in Region 2.

ISSUE C5: 
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico
MOD    DIAP/7/C5/1
11.46	 In applying the provisions of this Article, any resubmitted notice which is received by the Bureau more than six months after the date on which the original notice was returned by the Bureau shall be considered to be a new notification with a new date of receipt. For frequency assignments to a space station, should the new date of receipt of such a notice not comply with the period specified in No. 11.44.1 or No. 11.43A, as appropriate, the notice shall be returned to the notifying administration in the case of No. 11.44.1, and the notice shall be examined as a new notice of a change in the characteristics of an assignment already recorded with a new date of receipt in the case of No. 11.43A.   (WRC‑07)
Reasons: To include a reference to a footnote provision requiring the Bureau to send a reminder 2 months prior to the end of the six-month period referred to in No. 11.46.	

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL:  Brazil, Canada, Mexico
ADD    DIAP/7/C5/2
11.46.1 	If the notifying administration does not resubmit its notice within four months from the date on which the original notice was returned by the Bureau, the Bureau shall issue a reminder.
Reasons:	To implement the requirement for reminders during the six-month period and reduce the risk of a resubmission beyond the end 6-month period referred to in No. 11.46.

ISSUE C6 : 
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
Appendix 4 (Rev. WRC-15) – Annex 2 (Rev. WRC-12)
6.17	If agreements have been reached with administrations published in accordance with § 6.7, the administration proposing the new or modified assignment may request the Bureau to have the assignment entered into the List, indicating the final characteristics of the assignment together with the names of the administrations with which agreement has been reached. For this purpose, it shall send to the Bureau the information specified in Appendix 4. In submitting the notice, the administration may request the Bureau to examine the notice under § 6.19, 6.21 and 6.22 (entry into the List) and to automatically create the notice for its examination under Article 8 of this Appendix (notification). (WRC-19)

ISSUE D :  
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico, United States of America
MOD    DIAP/7/D/1
Article 9 – Section II – Sub-Section IIA
9.36.1	In the case of coordination under Nos. 9.12, 9.12A and 9.13, as appropriate, the Bureau shall also identify the satellite networks or systems with which coordination may need to be effected. The list of administrations identified by the Bureau under Nos. 9.11 to 9.14 and 9.21, and the list of satellite networks or systems identified by the Bureau under Nos. 9.12, 9.12A and 9.13 are is only for information purposes, to help administrations comply with this procedure. (WRC-19)
Reasons:	This modification is required in order to have the list of potentially affected satellite networks or systems published in addition to the list of administrations

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico, United States of America
MOD    DIAP/7/D/2
Article 9 – Section II – Sub-Section IIA
9.52C	 For coordination requests under Nos. 9.11 to 9.14 and 9.21, an administration not responding under No. 9.52 within the same four‑month period shall be regarded as unaffected and, in the cases of Nos. 9.11 to 9.14, the provisions of Nos. 9.48 and 9.49 shall apply. Furthermore, for coordination under Nos. 9.12, 9.12A and 9.13, any satellite networks or systems identified under No. 9.36.1 but not referred to in the response provided by administrations under No. 9.52 within the same four-month period shall be regarded as unaffected and the provisions of Nos. 9.48 and 9.49 shall also apply. (WRC-19)
Reasons: This modification is required to indicate the consequence for not identifying satellite networks or systems in the response provided under No. 9.52.

DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada, Mexico, United States of America
MOD    DIAP/7/D/4
Article 9 – Section II – Sub-Section IIA
9.53A	 Upon expiry of the deadline for comments in respect of a coordination request under Nos. 9.11 to 9.14 and 9.21, the Bureau shall, according to its records, publish a Special Section, indicating the list of administrations having submitted their disagreement and the list of satellite networks or systems upon which their disagreement is based, as appropriate, or other comments within the regulatory deadline.     (WRC‑192000)
Reasons:	This modification is required in order to have the definitive list of affected satellite networks or systems published in addition to the list of administrations.

ISSUE E:  
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: United States of America
NOC		USA/7/E/1
APPENDIX 30B (REV. WRC-15)
Reason: With respect to provision (§ 4.1.24) of Appendices 30 and 30A for Regions 1 and 3:
4.1.24	No assignment in the List shall have a period of operation exceeding 15 years, counted from the date of bringing into use, or 2 June 2000, whichever is later. Upon request by the responsible administration received by the Bureau at the latest three years before the expiry of this period, this period may be extended by up to 15 years, on condition that all the characteristics of the assignment remain unchanged.
This provision is limited to satellite networks serving Regions 1 and 3 only and there is no such provision in RR AP30/30A for networks serving Region 2. Therefore, any changes to RR AP30B should not be applicable to Region 2.
Moreover, there is no linkage between RR AP30/30A, which was created for the broadcasting-satellite service, and RR AP30B, which was created for the fixed-satellite service. Each of these appendices have its own set of conditions and procedures. Consequently, there is no need for harmonization amongst those plans. Those plans were established for two different satellite services for different purposes.

ISSUE E :  
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
MOD APPENDIX 30B (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 6 (REV. WRC-19)
ADD  DRAFT RESOLUTION [A7(E)-AP30B] (WRC-19)

Additional regulatory measures for fixed-satellite service networks
in the frequency bands subject to Appendix 30B for the enhancement of
equitable access to these frequency bands 

ISSUE G:  
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico, United States of America
NOC    DIAP/7/G/1
APPENDIX 30 (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 4 (REV. WRC-15)
Reasons: With the reactions of RRB-70 in mind, it is better to clarify the desired actions in the Radio Regulations rather than suggesting words in the minutes of a WRC-19 Plenary. However, there are notable differences between the application of the procedures § 4.2.21A for the Region 2 BSS and feeder-link Plans and the application of § 4.1.18 for the Regions 1 and 3 List, therefore NOC is needed for Region 2.  For example, for Regions 1 and 3, § 4.1.18 may be applied to Regions 1 and 3 List assignments or pending List modifications or terrestrial or FSS assignments, while in Region 2, § 4.2.21A is applied in a much more limited fashion, solely to terrestrial or FSS or unplanned BSS assignments.

ISSUE K:  
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, United States of America
MOD   
APPENDIX 30 (REV. WRC-15) – ARTICLE 4 (REV. WRC-15) Region 2 or for additional uses in Regions 1 and 3
4.1.12xx	If agreement has been reached with the administrations identified in the publication referred to under § 4.1.5 above, the administration proposing the new or modified assignment may continue with the appropriate procedure in Article 5, and shall so inform the Bureau, indicating the final characteristics of the frequency assignment together with the names of the administrations with which agreement has been reached.     (WRC‑1519)

ISSUE L:  
DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Mexico
MOD   
APPENDIX 4 (REV. WRC-15) – ANNEX 2
Reasons: Update RR Appendix 4 to align it to the most recent revision of Recommendation UTR-S.1503.

ISSUE 9.1.4: Stations on board sub-orbital vehicles
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Mexico
Mexico proposes NOC to the Radio Regulations because they deem it is un-necessary to introduce any changes in the Radio Regulations or to take any regulatory measure under this Agenda Item

ISSUE 9.1.7:  Unauthorized operation of earth station terminals 
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Mexico

NOC	

Subparagraph 2 b) of the Annex to Resolution 958 (WRC-15)
To assist administrations in managing (that is, detecting and geographically locating) the unauthorized operation of the earth station terminals deployed within their territories, the ITU-R needs to provide the necessary guidelines in terms of capabilities for technical testing of satellites, along with the possible review and subsequent development of ITU-R reports or manuals on that subject. The latter can provide orientation to administrations and assist them in managing the unauthorized operation of the earth station terminals deployed with their territories, as a tool to guide their national spectrum management programs.

Reasons: Although the authorization for earth transmission stations pertains to each administration and Article 18 of the RR adequately addresses the regulatory measures required internationally, it is useful, in some cases more than in others, for administrations to benefit from information that would assist them in managing the unauthorized operation of the earth station terminals deployed within their territories.



PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: United States of America
NOC		United States of America/9.1/9.1.7/1
Radio Regulations (WRC-15) Volumes 1 & 2  
United States of America
SUP		United States of America/9/1/9.1.7/2
ANNEX TO RESOLUTION 958 (WRC-15) No. 2
Urgent studies required in preparation for the 2019 World Radiocommunication Conference
Reasons:  Earth station licensing and related issues are national matters and no changes to the Radio Regulations are necessary as Article 18 sufficiently addresses the required international regulatory measures.  Instead, better training and monitoring capability, along with ITU developed reports and handbooks, can assist administrations in inhibiting the use of unauthorized uplink earth terminals and can enable administrations to locate and terminate the unauthorized transmissions

Issue 9.1.8:   Narrowband and broadband machine-type communication infrastructures
INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, United States of America, Uruguay
NOC	IAP/9.1  Issue 9.1.8/1  
Radio Regulations Volumes 1 & 2
Reasons: Analysis of the current and future spectrum use for narrowband and broadband machine type communications (MTC), also known as machine-to-machine (M2M) or Internet of Things (IoT), concluded that there is no need to identify specific spectrum for those applications. Therefore, no change to the Radio Regulations or regulatory action is required. 

INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Panama, United States of America, Uruguay
SUP	IAP/9.1 Issue 9.1.8/2
ANNEX TO RESOLUTION 958 (WRC-15)
Urgent studies required in preparation for the 2019 World Radiocommunication Conference
3)	Studies on the technical and operational aspects of radio networks and systems, as well as spectrum needed, including possible harmonized use of spectrum to support the implementation of narrowband and broadband machine-type communication infrastructures, in order to develop Recommendations, Reports and/or Handbooks, as appropriate, and to take appropriate actions within the ITU Radiocommunication Sector (ITU-R) scope of work.
Reasons: Analysis of the current and future spectrum use for narrowband and broadband machine type communications (MTC), also known as machine-to-machine (M2M) or Internet of Things (IoT), concluded that there is no need to identify specific spectrum for those applications. Therefore, no change to the Radio Regulations or regulatory action is required. No changes also apply to RR Volume 3, apart from the suppression proposed to parts of Resolution 958 (WRC-15).

Issue 9.1.9:  Studies relating to spectrum needs and possible allocation of the frequency band 51.4-52.4 GHz to the fixed-satellite service (Earth-to-space) 
PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL: Mexico
MOD Resolution 750 (REV. WRC-19)
TABLE 1-1
	EESS (passive) band
	Active
service band
	Active service
	Limits of unwanted emission power from
active service stations in a specified bandwidth
within the EESS (passive) band1

	…
	…
	…
	…

	52.6-54.25 GHz
	51.4-52.6 GHz
	Fixed
	For stations brought into use after the date of entry into force of the Final Acts of WRC‑07:
−33 dBW in any 100 MHz of the EESS (passive) band

	52.6-54.25 GHz
	51.4-52.4 GHz
	Fixed-satellite (E‑to‑s)
	For earth stations brought into use after the date of entry into force of the Final Acts of WRC‑19:




(−64 to −37) dBW in any 100 MHz of the EESS (passive) band for earth stations.



DRAFT INTER-AMERICAN PROPOSAL: Brazil, Canada
MOD Resolution 750 (REV. WRC-19)
TABLE 1-1
	EESS (passive) band
	Active
service band
	Active service
	Limits of unwanted emission power from
active service stations in a specified bandwidth
within the EESS (passive) band1

	…
	…
	…
	…

	52.6-54.25 GHz
	51.4-52.6 GHz
	Fixed
	For stations brought into use after the date of entry into force of the Final Acts of WRC‑07:
−33 dBW in any 100 MHz of the EESS (passive) band

	52.6-54.25 GHz
	51.4-52.4 GHz
	Fixed-satellite (E‑to‑s)
	For earth stations brought into use after the date of entry into force of the Final Acts of WRC‑19:
[TBD]
Option 1:
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(
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