 1.1 - Deletion of country names from footnotes

IATA position:

The airlines support the deletion of footnotes related to country names in particular for those bands related to aviation usage.  As airlines operate globally, national differences in allocation and protection will reduce the integrity of the bands and the transparency between the various parts of the airspace.  Therefore, the airlines encourage States to delete their names as early as possible from the appropriate footnotes.

ICAO position:

a)
To support deletion of footnotes S5.181, S5.197, S5.259, as access to these bands by the mobile service is not feasible and could create the potential for interference to important radionavigation systems used by aircraft at final approach and landing.

b) 
To support deletion of S5.203 at WRC-2003 and no change to S5.203A (to be deleted at WRC-2006) to enable full use of the band 136 - 137 MHz for AM(R)S communications.

c) 
To support the cessation of all fixed services in the band 1 559 - 1 610 MHz as of 2005 in order to remove the interference caused by the fixed service to essential aeronautical radionavigation functions and to permit the full utilization of GNSS services to aircraft on a global basis.

d) 
To support deletion of footnote and S5.439 as a measure to protect safety-critical operation of radio altimeters in the band 4 200 - 4 400 MHz.
CITEL – NIL

APT – 

APT Member States support that any footnote should be deleted when it is no longer necessary. APT Member States also support that, in principle, additional allocations should be confined to the addition of country names to existing footnotes and adoption of that should be judged based on the evaluation of its effect on other countries.
Some APT Member States indicated the necessity of accommodating the proposal to introduce a country footnote. Some Member States expressed their concerns about the introduction of a country footnotes from the viewpoint of simplification of RR. The possibility of adding new footnotes was not agreed.

Preliminary views/draft proposals

1. Any footnotes should be deleted when they are no longer required.
2. In principle, additions should be confined to addition of country names to the existing footnotes and adoption of that should be judged based on the evaluation of its effect on other countries.
3. Members are to review Res. 26 for the next meeting. 
EUROCONTROL - view
Removal of footnotes that constraint the operation of ARNS and AM®S in the VHF band and the operation of GNSS in 1.5/1.6 GHz
CEPT – 

CEPT supports administrations taking the initiative to review their footnotes and to propose the deletion of their country names or the deletion of country footnotes, if no longer required. 
BY COUNTRY:
Afghanistan

Albania

Algeria

Andora

Angola

Antigua and Barbuda

Argentina

Armenia

Aruba

Australia 
preliminary
Supports the periodic review of footnotes and the retention of a standing agenda item for this matter at WRCs. In preparation for WRC-2003, Australia has not yet identified any footnotes where Australia’s name can be deleted.

Austria

Azerbaijani Republic

Bahamas

Bahrain

Barbados

Belarus

Belgium

Belize

Benin

Bermuda

Bhutan

Bolivia

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Botswana

Brazil

Brunei Darussalam

Bulgaria

Burkina Faso

Burundi

Cambodia

Cameroon

Canada

Cape Verde

Central African Republic

Chad

Chile

China

Colombia

Comoros

Costa Rica

Côte D'Ivoire

Croatia

Cuba

Cyprus

Czech Republic

Congo

Denmark

Djibouti

Dominica

Dominican Republic

Ecuador

Egypt

El Salvador

Equatorial Guinea

Eritrea

Estonia

Ethiopia

Fiji

Finland

France

Gabonese Republic

Gambia

Georgia

Germany

Ghana

Greece

Grenada

Guatemala

Guiana

Guinea-Bissau

Guyana

Haiti

Honduras

Hungary

Iceland

India

Indonesia

Iran 
preliminary
Supports the concept to review Resolution 26 (Rev. WRC-97) and the deletion of country footnotes, if no longer required. In preparation for WRC-2003, this Administration has not yet found any footnote where Iran’s name can be deleted.
Iraq

Ireland

Israel

Italy

Jamaica

Japan 

preliminary
The Japanese view is that any footnotes should be deleted when they are no longer required. Additional allocation should be confined to addition of country names to the existing footnotes and adoption of that should be judged based on evaluation of its effect on other countries.

Jordan

Kazakhstan

Kenya

Kiribati

Korea (Democratic Republic)  preliminary
The view of the Republic of Korea is that Resolution 26 should be modified. The Republic of Korea, keeping in mind the principles of the deletion of country footnotes, if no longer required, observes the remaining footnotes relating to the Republic of Korea are needed.
Korea

Kuwait

Lao People's Democratic Republic

Latvia

Lebanon

Lesotho

Liberia

Libya

Liechtenstein

Lithuania

Luxembourg

Macedonia

Madagascar

Malawi

Malaysia

Maldives

Mali

Malta

Mauritania

Mauritius

Mexico

Micronesia

Moldova

Monaco

Mongolia

Morocco

Mozambique

Myanmar

Namibia

Nauru

Nepal

New Zealand 

preliminary
Suggests that Res. 26 be amended to allow new and changed footnotes to be considered at the WRC provided that they are notified to the ITU as a proposal, three months prior to the WRC to allow neighbouring countries to ensure they will not be adversely affected. New Zealand notes that care will be required in rewriting to ensure there is no unreasonable proliferation of footnotes.

Nicaragua

Niger

Nigeria

Norway

Oman

Pakistan

Panama

Papua New Guinea

Paraguay

Peru

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Qatar

Republic of Guinea

Republic of the Congo

Romania

Russia

Rwandese Republic

Saint Lucia

Saint Marin

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

Sao Tome and Principe

Saudi Arabia

Senegal

Seychelles

Sierra Leone

Singapore

Slovak Republic

Slovenia

Somali Democratic Republic

South Africa

Spain

Sri Lanka

Sudan

Suriname

Swaziland

Sweden

Switzerland

Syrian Arab Republic

Tajikistan

Tanzania

Thailand

Netherlands

Togolese Republic

Tonga

Trinidad and Tobago

Tunisia

Turkey

Turkmenistan

Tuvalu

Uganda

Ukraine

United Arab Emirates

United Kingdom

Uruguay

USA
preliminary
In dealing with this agenda item, WRC-2003 should follow the precepts of Resolution 26 and the approach used at WRC-2000.
Uzbekistan

Vanuatu

Vatican City State

Venezuela

Vietnam

Yemen

Yugoslavia

Zambia

Zimbabwe
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