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7.1	WP17 addressed an apparent contradiction between the ICAO Handbook (Doc. 9718) and the ICAO Position on WRC-19.  Though the paper was specific to WRC-19 Agenda Item 1.8, the underlying issue was broader.  For example, in many places in the Handbook, regarding a particular frequency band, the policy statement might read “no change to footnotes xx, yy or zz”. In contrast, the ICAO Position on a given WRC agenda item may support unspecified actions as long as there is no adverse impact to aviation. The conflict comes when there are proposals for changes to footnotes xx, yy or zz that do not impact aviation. The Handbook would say “no change”, while the Position says “change is ok”.

After discussion the meeting agreed that the Handbook is a long term policy based on a snapshot in time and as such it may lag behind the ICAO WRC Position. As a result, when there is conflict between the Handbook and a current ICAO WRC Position, the Position should be seen as being the guiding document. The meeting also agreed that the next revision of the Handbook should be clear on this order of priority. Regarding the specific issue raised by WP17, the meeting agreed that changes to Footnotes 5.364, 5.365, 5.366, 5.367 and 5.368 may be acceptable as long as those changes do not adversely impact SARPS compliance, including the priority and performance requirements, for AMS(R)S systems.

The meeting also noted that they could not comment regarding specific State proposals on WRC-19 agenda item 1.8 as they had not been provided to the meeting. As a result, no determination could be made as to whether those specific proposals were consistent with the ICAO Position (i.e., whether or not they “adversely impact SARPS compliance”). It was also noted that ICAO participated in regional groups such as CITEL and as such would be a resource there when specific State proposals are addressed.

