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1.
INTRODUCTION 
The Fifth meeting of the Asia-Pacific Telecommunity (APT) Conference Preparatory Group for the World Radiocommunication Conference 2012 (APG2012-5) was held in Busan, Republic of Korea, from 29 August to 3 September 2011. The objectives of the Meeting were to review the results of the APG2012-4 meeting, to consider proposals for changes to the Radio Regulations received from member administrations associated with each WRC-12 Agenda Item, to continue the preparation of draft APT Views and the develop Preliminary Asia-Pacific Common Proposals (PACPs) where considered appropriate. Furthermore, APG2012-5 was to undertake a review of issues related to activities of the Radiocommunication Assembly (RA-12) and to develop relevant APT Views and PACPs where considered appropriate. APG2012-5 was also to develop the necessary procedures and nominate country coordinators to coordinate within APT member countries during RA-12 and WRC-12. 

Document APG2012-5/INP-05 provides more details on the objectives and expected outputs of the APG2012-5 meeting. 

The Meeting was attended by 385 participants representing Members, Associate and Affiliate Members of APT and International/Regional Organisations. Document APG2012-5/ADM-04 (Rev.2) contains the list of participants to the meeting.

2.
OPENING
Mr. Kraisorn Pornsutee, Deputy Secretary General of the APT, welcomed delegates and representatives from APT member Administrations, Associate members, Affiliate members and other regional groups and international organisations to the fifth and final APG meeting for WRC-2012 being held in Busan, Republic of Korea. The large number of participants really showed the enthusiasm for the APG work on preparation for ITU’s World Radiocommunication Conference 2012. He conveyed APT’s highest gratitude to the Korea Communication Commission (KCC), Republic of Korea, for hosting this meeting in the beautiful city of Busan and for their excellent arrangements for the meeting. Also, he thanked RAPA, KISA, TTA and ETRI for the excellent management for holding this meeting.
Mr. Pornsutee noted that the enthusiasm of participants and their willingness to cooperate has made APG as one of the most important activities of the APT. Not only a large number of delegates attend the APG meetings, they do so with a strong desire to contribute and to bring their expertise in the work in a coordinated manner. 
APT started work in this area with a Preparatory Meeting for the WARC 92 in Bangkok. Since then, APT coordination has continued to develop. Over the years, the APG has matured into a vital and vibrant program of the APT. Mr. Pornsutee thanked Dr. Jamieson for his leadership and also thanked the APT members who not only established the APG but who continue to contribute whole heartedly to its work. 

Mr. Pornsutee further noted that telecommunications have been playing an ever increasing role in the socio-economic development of countries in the region. Radiocommunication is a most important pillar in the modern era with more and more dependence on mobility, convergence and information. The region, as ever, has considerable stakes in the Agenda of the Conference which covers wide ranging subjects, encompassing all types of radiocommunication services, directly or indirectly.

It is well recognised that the tasks before the APG are difficult and complex. Demands on the radio frequency spectrum and satellite orbital resources are diverse and competing. Requirements and aspirations of administrations are divergent and conflicting. Nevertheless, it will be necessary to consolidate efforts and work together in the spirit of mutual cooperation and accommodation so as to maximise the outputs of the APG by reaching reasonable consensus, despite diversities and conflicting perceptions. 

APG is now at the final stage of preparation for WRC-12 and RA-12 which start in mid January of 2012 in Geneva. Mr. Pornsutee reminded participants that the work plan of the APG for WRC-12 was adopted in 2008 immediately after the WRC-12 and, for the first time, the preparatory process for the Radiocommunication Assembly 2012 (RA-12) has been incorporated in the work of APG. This four year preparation plan for WRC-12 and RA-12 have been successfully implemented in a timely manner with the cooperation of APT Membership. It will bring real success when the common interests of the Asia-Pacific region are properly addressed and taken care of at the Conference. As a regional organization APT is playing a vital role for the interests of Member Countries, especially for the developing countries, in harmonizing the views on WRC-12 Agenda Items.     

Mr. Pornsutee noted that, since the last meeting in Hong Kong in December 2010, Working Party Chairs and experts have continued working by electronic means. The number of input proposals to this meeting demonstrates the great interest shown by member administrations and industries to APT. It is expected that the meeting will develop a substantial number of Preliminary APT Common Proposals (PACPs) on WRC-12 and RA-12 issues. Once confirmed by the Member Administration the PACPs will eventually be submitted as APT Common Proposals to the Conference. In this context Mr. Pornsutee noted that, for WRC-07, APT submitted 412 APT Common Proposals to the Conference and most of those were successful.

Mr. Pornsutee assured the meeting of the full support of the Secretariat for facilitating its work.

Finally, Mr. Pornsutee thanked APG office bearers and all other experts who work throughout the year for producing qualitative results. He noted that this APG meeting will set the tone for APT’s preparations for the Conference and that the meeting should seek that decisions on all agenda items scheduled for the Conference are taken conclusively. 

Mr. Pornsutee’s welcome address can be found in Document APG2012-5/INP-01.
Dr. Alan Jamieson, Chairman of the APG, welcomed everyone to APG2012-5, and conveyed a special welcome to His Excellency, Mr. Kim Choong-Seek, Standing Commissioner, Korea Communication Commission (KCC) to the opening of this APG meeting in Busan. 

Dr. Jamieson also welcomed Mr François Rancy, Director of the ITU Radiocommunication Bureau, to the meeting, noting that this is the first occasion that a Director of the Bureau has attended an APG meeting. Dr. Jamieson indicated that he was looking forward to Mr. Rancy’s address and to the opportunity for joint off-line discussions over the next few days.   
He further noted that participants are appreciative of the first-rate arrangements and facilities that have been provided for the meeting and thanked Mr Pornsutee and the APT Secretariat as well as the local Secretariat staff for the thoroughness of the preparations for this meeting.  The excellence of the facilities provided will be of great assistance in achieving success in the work of the APG.
He also took the opportunity to extend a special welcome to guests and colleagues from other regional groups and from international organizations.  Their participation is highly valued and, as preparations draw closer to WRC-12, enhancing dialogue with other regional groups and engaging in free and frank exchanges of views becomes an ever more important part of the work in building consensus on conference issues with the prospect for eventual successful outcomes on these issues. At APG2012-5 full advantage should be taken of the opportunity to identify areas of common understanding that lead to common positions with each other rather than merely to exchange views and agree to differ as we leave the meeting.  

He further noted that this was the final meeting of the APG2012 cycle and that the APG is now well into the business end of the work. APG2012-5 is the last opportunity to finalize the preparation of APT common proposals for the conference. At this meeting the APG will also finalize APT positions for the Radiocommunication Assembly, which is to be held immediately prior to WRC-12.  Dr. Jamieson advised that, as at previous APG meetings, Dr Wee will be leading the discussions on preparations for the Radiocommunication Assembly and that Mr Arasteh will also provide assistance particularly in regard to progress within the RAG correspondence groups on the ITU-R Strategic Plan and on Resolution ITU-R 1-5. 
Dr. Jamieson reminded participants of the pressure administrations face to find solutions to the ever increasing demands for spectrum created by users.  Administrations are also faced with the dramatic challenges associated with changes in technology and with cross-overs between conventional radiocommunication services and applications.  These are all aspects that need to be acknowledged and taken into account to the maximum extent possible.  Suffice to say, the coming WRC and no doubt the following conferences will continue to grapple with changes to how spectrum management is approached and how regulatory processes need to be refined so as to be more responsive to the needs of modern society.     
In reviewing the activities over the next six days, Dr. Jamieson congratulated the office bearers for their hard efforts in preparing for this meeting.  In particular, the Working Party chairs are well qualified to lead discussions and on the detail of the issues involved.  Dr. Jamieson noted that the APG had developed at the previous four meetings a thorough understanding of the various views on conference issues, and that the task at APG2012-5 was to turn this understanding into the basis for APT common proposals. He encouraged participants to be bold in developing common positions that are in line with the proud tradition of the APT of providing innovative solutions to what have often been difficult spectrum and regulatory issues to resolve.  
Dr. Jamieson reminded participants that APT proposals for agenda items at future conferences will be one of many important matters to be decided at this meeting.  Although initial thoughts on candidate items have already been exchanged with other regional groups, this meeting is the first, and also the last, opportunity to hold in depth discussions on future agenda items. While the APG should honour responsibilities that are shared with others to help satisfy the needs at future conferences of the global radiocommunication community, it is important that the proposals developed on future agenda items address the particular concerns of the Asia-Pacific region.  It is also important that the resources available to conduct any necessary studies both within the ITU-R as well as in APT’s own organizations are taken fully into account.   

In concluding his opening remarks, Dr. Jamieson was very aware of the demanding work-load that lies before the meeting.  He noted that at the final APG meeting in Busan in 2007 there were 53 input documents to consider while for this meeting there are 120 input documents.  Without doubt, this is a reflection of the importance of the issues to be decided at WRC-12, but it also emphasizes the growing importance that is attached to APT preparatory work. He encouraged participants to work together cooperatively throughout the meeting and to continue to respect the views of others when developing consensus positions.  He further encouraged participants to be bold and to look for innovative solutions and, where appropriate, to engage in vigorous debate. However, he also noted that participants need to be ready to put aside specific sector interests since compromise is often the key to finding solutions that benefit all. 
Dr. Jamieson expressed his view that it was good to be back in Busan for another APG meeting.  The final APG meeting in the previous WRC cycle was also held in the same venue in July 2007.  As many participants would know the city from previous visits, he thought that many are looking forward to refreshing memories and experiences of Busan. For those making your first visit to Busan, he encouraged them to take some time and get to know the city.
Dr. Jamieson’s address can be found in Document APG2012-5/INP-02.
Mr. François Rancy, Director ITU Radiocommunication Bureau, told participants that he was honoured to be present at this final APG meeting prior to WRC-12 and reminded them of his earlier participation at APG meetings between 1995 and 2002, with his last attendance being at the 2003 meeting, also held in Busan. 
He also noted that radiocommunications are changing how people live and the way societies organize themselves, thanks to mobile telephony, mobile internet access, satellite television and satellite radionavigation, which are able to connect virtually everybody in the World, to provide instant access to information and to deliver a wealth of new important applications combining these elements with positioning data.
Mr. Rancy reminded participants that the first pillar that supports the development of radiocommunications in the world is timely and responsive international spectrum regulations. Achieving this requires extensive international cooperation, so that regional, or preferably worldwide, spectrum harmonization, takes place and can bring the benefits of economies of scale and international roaming, in a way that encourages new technologies without threatening past investments in radiocommunications networks. 
Achieving this is the role of the ITU and, in this region, of the APT and Mr. Rancy noted the increasing activity deployed by Asian countries in this domain over the last 16 years, in particular in the preparation of WRCs and in the harmonization of frequency usage, in parallel with the increasing role taken by industry and with the development of the region as a whole.
Mr. Rancy noted that WRC-12 will be an important conference in many ways, because it will address key issues in relation to broadband access, climate change, safety of life and equitable access to spectrum/orbit resources. He further noted that this APG meeting is the last one of the Asia Pacific Region for the preparation of this conference. It is an important meeting as it will enable administrations to finalise the Asia Pacific Common Proposals for WRC-12, hence to present a common vision of this Region on the way it wants to organize spectrum/Orbit usage to satisfy its radiocommunications requirements in the coming years. 
Mr. Rancy further noted that, in the last 20 years, regional groups have taken a prominent role in the preparation and in the development of WRCs. This evolution has enabled participation to go from nearly 200 individual contributors to only six main actors to unfold a negotiation which started nearly four years ago, immediately after WRC-07. This evolution represents a considerable gain of time and efficiency in adjusting the international spectrum/orbit regulations to the rapid pace with which technology and spectrum requirements in radiocommunications are changing. Thanks to this approach, WRC-12 will be able to focus mainly on reconciling the proposals of regional groups. A last important landmark in this conference preparation will be the third ITU information meeting, which will take place in Geneva on 7 and 8 November 2011. Mr. Rancy invited participation at this meeting, where the proposals of regional groups will be presented and where it will therefore be possible to measure the remaining work to be carried out on these proposals when moving towards a global consensus. 
Finally, Mr. Rancy noted that the work this week is essential to the success of the Conference. In fact he would actually say that the success of WRC-12 depends, to a large extent, on the results of this APG meeting. He therefore wished participants full success for this meeting. He assured the meeting that, with his colleagues of the ITU, they will do everything to facilitate the work of the meetings.

Mr. Rancy’s address can be found in Document APG2012-5/INP-03.
H. E. Mr. Kim Choong-Seek, Standing Commissioner, Korea Communication Commission (KCC) welcomed participants to the 5th Meeting of APG-12on behalf of the Korean government. He reminded the meeting that since its initiation in 1979, the APT has provided various platforms such as APG and played a centre role in developing sectors of Telecommunity as well as technology innovation in the Asia-Pacific region. 

Korea highly recognizes the importance of APT and has strived to take part in the efforts toward numerous ICT achievements, such as promoting the cooperation, information exchange and the effective utilization of spectrum in the Asia-Pacific. He noted that ICT does not only facilitate information exchange and enhance work efficiency, but also contribute to emotional connection, leisure activities and more, improving the quality of life, with such devices as the Smart phone, smart TV, 3DTV...

Mr. Kim noted that in order for these recent market trends to become more than technological advancement to enrich life experiences and further the progress of mankind, the APT will need to take initiative and that Korea will also actively participate alongside the APT.

All in all, Mr. Kim hoped that APG-12 will serve as a valuable platform where member countries arrive at a valuable decision for the effective usage of spectrum. He extended his appreciation to participating delegates as well as the staff who did an outstanding job organizing this event.  

And as the APG period coincides with the Ramadan holiday he was also grateful for the understanding demonstrated by the numerous Muslim delegates here today. He advised that transport and other arrangements had been made to facilitate the participation of delegates in the related religious activities to ensure your comfort and convenience during the upcoming Eid-al-Fitr prayer.  

To this end, he wished all a memorable time in Busan. 

Mr. Kim’s address can be found in Document APG2012-4/INP-04.
3.
MEETING ORGANISATION

3.1
Adoption of Agenda

The Agenda was approved following its presentation by the APG Chairman. 

The Agenda is in Document APG2012-5/ADM-01. The program of the meeting is in Document APG2012-5/ADM-02. Dr. Jamieson emphasised that the program was established to allow for a flexible approach at this meeting and may be adjusted, if required.
	Decision No. 1 (APG2012-5 )

	The Plenary approved the Agenda and Program of the Meeting.


3.2 
Objectives of the meeting
The proposed objectives and expected output of the meeting are in Document APG2012-5/INP-05. The objectives, as proposed, were agreed. Importantly, it was recommended that the output texts to be developed at the APG2012-5 meeting should contain material on PACPs clearly presented as indicated in document APG2012-5/INF-02. 
It was further accepted that, due to the large number of input contributions, presentation of documents should take place, to the greatest extent possible, at the Drafting Group level. 

	Decision No. 2 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the Objectives and Expected Outputs of the Meeting.


4.
REPORT OF THE APG2012-4 MEETING AND SUMMARY OF THE CPM11-2 RESULTS
The Report of the APG2012-4 meeting can be found in APG2012-5/INP-06. The Chairman briefly introduced the document reporting on the activities at the APG2012-4 meeting. This was ratified as a true and accurate report of the APG2012-4 meeting. The Chairman indicated that he would not go into the details and advised participants to make use of the material in this report where considered appropriate. 
	Decision No. 3 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the APG2012-4 meeting report. 


Document APG2012-5/INP-07 provided a Summary of the CPM11-2 results for use by participants at the meeting. 
5.
UPDATE ON WRC-12 STRUCTURE AND OFFICE BEARERS
Document APG2012-5/INF-24 provided an update on the results of discussions at the most recent meeting of the WRC-12 Informal Group. Concerns about the Working Group in which Agenda Item 1.7 would be treated have now been resolved. Web site http://www.itu.int/ITU-R/index.asp?category=conferences&rlink=wrc-12&lang=en&related-activities=1 provides further information. 
6.
LIST OF CONTRIBUTIONS AND CONTRIBUTION ATTRIBUTION
The Plenary agreed the attribution of input contributions in document APG2012-5/ADM-03 with one modification. Mr. Meaney advised that document APG2012-5/INF-08 should be attributed to Working Party 2 instead of Working Party 1. This was agreed. 
	Decision No. 4 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the attribution of documents, with one modification.


7.
CONSIDERATION OF INPUT CONTRIBUTIONS ATTRIBUTED TO THE APG2012-4 PLENARY

One document (APG2012-5/INP-68 (NZL) dealt with WRC-12 Agenda Item 1.1 – revision of footnotes to the Frequency Allocation Table of Article 5 of the Radio Regulations. This document had been attributed to the APG2012-5 Plenary. Dr. Jamieson noted that as this was not an issue considered by the CPM, it was not within the mandate of any of the APG2012 working parties and consequently required consideration by the Plenary. 
At APG2012-4, in document APG2012-4 /INP-61, the administration of New Zealand advised the participants at that meeting that it is in the process of making a transition from analogue to digital television broadcasting. As part of this transition, New Zealand had advised that it has reviewed its country footnotes and determined that specific allocations made to the broadcasting service are no longer required. The document had been submitted to APG2012-4 so that other APT members could review it and advise the New Zealand administration directly of any concerns they might have with the proposals in the document. 

The administration of New Zealand advised that it had not received any comments on the proposals in document APG2012-4 /INP-61. In consequence, it now sought the support of APT administrations so that the two proposed changes to footnotes 5.162 and 5.166 could be submitted to WRC-12 as an Asia-Pacific Common Proposal. This approach was accepted by consensus in the Plenary meeting.
	Decision No. 5 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary accepted by consensus that the proposals in document APG2012-5/INP-68 could be incorporated in a PACP for consideration by Plenary at a later session of the meeting. 


8.
CHAIRMANSHIP OF WORKING PARTY 2 
In the absence of Professor Faizal, who was not available to attend the meeting, Mr. Darrell Ninham (AUS) was proposed as a replacement Chairman for Working Party 2. This was agreed. 
	Decision No. 5 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary appointed Mr. Darrell Ninham as Chairman of Working Party 2.


9.
REPORTS FROM WORKING PARTIES – ACTIVITIES AND OBJECTIVES
The six Working Party Chairmen reported that they would be quickly reviewing the input documents assigned to them and would continue their work based on the established Drafting Group structures. In particular:

WP1.
Mr. Meaney noted that a considerable amount of input material had been received on the four Agenda Items under consideration in WP1 (AIs 1.9 and 1.10 on maritime matters and 1.3 and 1.4 on aeronautical matters). He noted that a good consensus was developing on the agenda items under consideration in the group. WP1 would establish four Drafting Groups and Chairmen for these groups have been agreed. 
WP2.
Mr. Ninham expressed his appreciation to the APG for the opportunity to take up the chairmanship role for WP2. Four Drafting Groups would be established for the Agenda Items 1.14, 1.15, 1.21 and 1.23. One DG Chairman had been confirmed and Mr. Ninham called for volunteers to chair the remaining DGs. He would review the input material with a view of finding potential candidate for these chairmanships.  
WP3.
Dr. Seong noted that 25 input contributions had been received from 15 members. Four Drafting Groups would be established to cover AIs 1.5, 1.8, 1.20 and 1.22 with consideration of AI 1.17 being undertaken in WP3 itself. She stressed the importance of seeking compromise solutions for the difficult issues that WP3 had to consider.  

WP4.
Mr. Cheng noted that good input material had been received and he would use the established DG structure for the work at the APG2012-5 meeting. He did not anticipate any major difficulties in the work of WP4. 
WP5.
Mr. Abe reported that 25 input contributions had been received. As at APG2012-4, five Drafting Groups would be established to cover AIs 1.7, 1.13, 1.18, 1.25 and 7. He noted that diverse views still exist on a number of issues. WP5 would make every effort to have its PACPs developed by the afternoon of Friday 2 September. 
WP6.
Mr. Shafiee reported that five Drafting Groups would be established, with Agenda Items 2 and 4 being handled in one DG. Chairmen for these groups have been agreed. He also advised that one aspect of the work of WP6 is to develop, to the extent possible, APT views on proposals for agenda items for WRC-[16] that have been developed by other regional groups. This would depend on the availability of such proposals at the time of this APG2012-5 meeting. Dr. Jamieson requested the representatives of the regional groups present at the meeting to provide inputs to the discussions in WP6. 

Mr. Shafiee then introduced document APG2012-5/INP-09 which is a Liaison Statement from WP6 to the five other WPs. With respect to the Resolutions and Recommendations shown in the table of Annex 4-1 of the CPM Report as shaded, all APG Working Parties are requested in this LS to send their comments to WP6 to enable WP6 to prepare APT common proposals under agenda item 4. 

Mr. Arasteh mentioned that the development of Agenda Items for future conferences needs careful attention as there had been cases in the past where extensive work was undertaken but this did not result in any changes to the Radio Regulations. In addition, the number of AIs developed for a future conference should be manageable. 
10.
PREPARATION OF RA MATTERS
Dr. Wee advise that he had arranged for two meetings to consider APG2012 preparations for the 2012 Radiocommunications Assembly, which is to be held from 16 to 20 January, 2012. The agenda for the meeting was being made available in document APG2012-5/ADM-11. This activity would follow on from the considerations at the APG2012-4 meeting. Part of the considerations during APG2012-5 would be to decide how a work structure should be developed to allow for work to continue after APG2012-5 leading up to RA-12 itself. Other activities at APG2012-5 could include:

a) Development of issues related to RA-12;

b) Nominations for positions in the ITU-R Study Group/Working Party structure;

c) Nominations for office bearers at RA-12.  
11.
PRESENTATIONS BY ITU-BR AND REGIONAL ORGANISATIONS

Dr. Jamieson proposed that presentations could commence with that of the ITU BR, followed by those from regional groups and then by those from other entities, if time permitted.

Mr. Philippe Aubineau, BR Study Group Councillor, presented document APG2012-5/INF-03, giving details of international and regional planning and coordination for WRC-12. Document INF-03, in addition, includes information on web locations for reference material useful in preparations for the CPM and the conference. Mr. Aubineau confirmed the availability of BR staff during APG2012-5 to assist and advise when requested. 
Mr. Eric Fournier, representing CEPT, referred participants to Document APG2012-5/INF-15. This document provided the current views of CEPT on each of the WRC-12 Agenda Items and listed the coordinators concerned along with their contact details. A URL link directed to CEPT ECPs and related briefing material is included. Many ECPs had already been published by the BR on the WRC-12 web site. Detailed comments on the different AIs could be provided in the different WP meetings. Mr. Fournier welcomed APG attendance at the different CEPT CPG meetings. 
Dr. Darlene Drazenovich and Mr. Marc Dupuis, representing CITEL, referred participants to Document APG2012-5/INF-05, which contained CITEL’S positions regarding WRC-12 Agenda Items. A number of IAPs (Inter American Proposals) have already been published by the BR. Detailed comments could be provided in the different WP meetings. The next meeting of CITEL is scheduled for 28 November - 2 December 2011, in San Juan, Puerto Rico. 
Dr. Jamieson in thanking the presenters from the regional groups reinforced the importance of interaction between regional groups and the need to continue close coordination. 

12.
PRESENTATION FROM ICAO
Mr. Loftur Jonasson, representing ICAO, had no particular point to raise and advised participants that ICAO had submitted information document APG2012-5/INF-2.   

13.
PRESENTATIONS FROM IARU AND MATERIAL FROM ABU AND IMO
Mr. Shizuo Endo presented the views of the IARU on WRC-12 Agenda Items. These can be found in document APG2012-5/INF-04. He concentrated on AI 1.23, due to the limited time available. 
14.
REPORTS ON WORKING PARTY ACTIVITIES
14.1
Report of WP1

Mr. Meaney (AUS) reported that WP1 had held two meetings and had developed four output documents, namely APG2012-5/OUT-11 (PACPs on AI1.3), APG2012-5/OUT-12 (PACPs on AI1.4), APG2012-5/OUT-13 (PACPs on AI1.9) and APG2012-5/OUT-14 (PACPs on AI1.10). 

He thanked the Drafting Group Chairmen: Mr W. McDonald (AUS) - DG1.3, Mr E. D’Amico (AUS) - DG1.4, Mr Y Miyadera (J) - DG1.9 and Mr B. Emerali (NZL) - DG1.10. 
Mr. Meaney also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the four WRC-12 Agenda Items attributed to the group. He also thanked Mr. Parvez and the APT Secretariat for their support during the meeting. 

He advised that Mr. McDonald would be Coordinator for Agenda item 1.3 at WRC-12 and he was hopeful that he could advise at a later stage that the other three Drafting Group Chairmen of WP1 would also be available to be Coordinators for their respective WRC-12 Agenda items at the conference. 
His meeting report can be found in document APG2012-5/OUT-25R1. 

Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Meaney for his work as the Chairman of WP1 at APG2012-5.
14.2
Report of WP2

Mr. Ninham reported that WP2 had held four meetings to consider WRC-12 Agenda Items 1.14, 1.15, 1.21 and 1.23. The group developed four output documents, namely APG2012-5/OUT-02 (PACPs on AI1.14), APG2012-5/OUT-03 (PACPs on AI1.15), APG2012-5/OUT-09 (PACPs on AI1.21) and APG2012-5/OUT-10 (PACPs on AI1.23). 

He thanked the Drafting Group Chairmen: Mr. Kieta Furukawa (J) - DG1.15 and Mr Dale Hughes (AUS) - DG1.23. Mr. Ninham advised the meeting that he had to chair the other two DGs (AIs 1.14 and 1.21) as no volunteers had been forthcoming. This situation was not considered satisfactory and participants should consider both the benefits and challenges of accepting a role as a DG Chair and be more prepared to volunteer in the future. Dr. Jamieson supported this view and highlighted the advantages of accepting a chairing role, namely experience in chairing a meeting and the opportunity to better understand the subject matter involved. 
Mr. Ninham also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the four WRC-12 Agenda Items attributed to the group. He also thanked Mr. Parvez and the APT Secretariat for their support during the meeting
He advised the Plenary that Coordinators for two of the four WRC-12 Agenda Items had been chosen, namely Mr. Jinu Um (KOR) for AI 1.14 and Mr. Dale Hughes (AUS) for AI 1.23. Coordinators for AIs 1.15 and 1.21 are still needed
. 
The report of WP2 is contained in document APG2012-5/OUT-15.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Ninham for his work and for accepting the role as the Chairman of WP2 at APG2012-5. 
14.3
Report of WP3

Dr. Seong reported that WP3 met three times and that the WP3 a meeting report can be found in Document APG2012-5/OUT-24. Drafting Groups were established for WRC-12 Agenda items 1.5, 1.8, 1.20 and 1.22 and Agenda item 1.17 was considered in the WP3 meeting itself. The group developed five output documents on WRC-12 Agenda Items, namely APG2012-5/OUT-16 (PACPs on AI 1.5), OUT-17 (PACPs on AI 1.8), OUT-18 (PACPs on AI 1.17), OUT-19 (PACPs on AI 1.20) and OUT-20 (PACPs on AI 1.22). 

Dr. Seong also advised that WP3 had developed, during its consideration of AI 1.22, a PACP on a revision of ITU-R Resolution 54 to be submitted to the 2012 Radiocommunication Assembly. This can be found in document APG2012-5/OUT-21.  
Dr. Seong thanked the drafting Group Chairmen: Mr. R. Bunch (AUS) – DG1.5, Ms. K. Kim (KOR) – DG1.8, Mr. J. Park – DG1.20 and Mr. D. Meng – DG1.22.  
She also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the five WRC-12 Agenda Items (1.5, 1.8, 1.17, 1.20 and 1.22). 
Dr. Seong advised that two Agenda Item coordinators have been agreed - Mr. M. Nakatsugawa (J) for AI 1.8 and Ms. K. Kim (KOR) for AI.1.17. Three more were needed, noting that coordinators should come from administrations that support the PACPs developed for the Agenda item in question.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Dr. Seong for her work as the Chairman of WP3. 
14.4
Report of WP4

Mr. Cheng reported that WP4 met twice and that a meeting report can be found in Document APG2012-5/OUT-22. The group developed five output documents, namely APG2012-5/OUT-04 (PACPs on AI 1.6), OUT-05 (PACPs on AI 1.11), OUT-06 (PACPs on AI 1.12), OUT-07 (PACPs on AI 1.16) and OUT-09 (PACPs on AI 1.24).

He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen: Dr. Zhang Haiyan (CHN) – DG1.6, Mr. Richard Jacobsen (AUS) – DG1.11and Dr. Hyun Soo Chung (KOR) – DG1.16. Mr. Cheng advised the meeting that chaired the other two DGs (DG1.12 and DG1.24) himself.
Mr. Cheng also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work on the five WRC-12 Agenda Items. 
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Cheng for his work as the Chairman of WP4. 
14.5
Report of WP5

Mr. Abe reported that Working Party 5 met four times during the APG2012-5 meeting. WP5 reviewed WRC-12 Agenda Items on satellite issues, i.e. Items 1.7, 1.13, 1.18, 1.25 and 7, and developed five output documents, namely APG2012-5/OUT-32 (PACPs on AI 1.7), OUT-33 (PACPs on AI 1.13), OUT-34 (PACPs on AI 1.18), OUT-35 (PACPs on AI 1.25), and OUT-36 (PACPs on AI 7).

He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen: Mr. Suzuki (J) – DG1.7, Dr. Rhee (KOR) – DG1.13, Dr. Zhao (CHN) – DG1.18, Mr. Soegijoko (INS) – DG1.25 and Mr. Gao (CHN) (DG7). 
Mr. Abe also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work during the meeting. 

He also advised that WP5 agreed provisionally that DG Chairmen would act as Agenda Item Coordinators at WRC-12.

The report of WP5 is contained in document APG2012-5/OUT-38.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Abe for his work as the Chairman of WP5. 
14.6
Report of WP6

Mr. Shafiee reported that WP6 met four times during the APG2012-5 meeting. Drafting Groups were established for WRC-12 Agenda items 1.19, 2 & 4 and 8.2 and the other Agenda items were either considered in the WP6 meeting itself or in DGs chaired by himself. WP6 developed six output documents, namely APG2012-5/OUT-26 (PACPs on AI 1.2), OUT-27 (PACPs on AI 1.19), OUT-28 (PACPs on AI 2), OUT-29 (PACPs on AI 4), OUT-30 (PACPs on AI 8.1) and OUT-31 (PACPs on AI 8.2). 
Mr. Shafiee also advised that WP6 had developed, during its consideration of AI 1.19, a PACP on a Draft New Resolution on Cognitive Radio Systems to be submitted to the 2012 Radiocommunication Assembly. This can be found in document APG2012-5/OUT-37.  

He thanked the drafting Group Chairmen: Mr. B. Lang (CHN) – DG1.19, Dr. A. Hashimoto (J) – DG2 & DG4 and Dr. H. Ogawa (J) – DG8.2. 

Mr. Shafiee also thanked participants in the group’s discussions for their good work during the meeting.
Dr. Jamieson thanked Mr. Shafiee for his work as the Chairman of WP6. 
15.
APPROVAL OF OUTPUT DOCUMENTS

15.1 
WP1

Documents APG2012-5/OUT-11, 12, 13 and 14 were approved with one change to OUT-11. For each AI the proposals would be presented to administrations in a block in the ACP approval process, except for AI 1.4 where each PACP would be presented separately. 
	Decision No. 6 (APG2012-5

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 1.


15.2
WP2

Documents APG2012-5/OUT-02 and 03 were approved without change. 
Document OUT-09 gave rise to discussion with two administrations expressing their difficulty about accepting the two PACPs in the text. Following a question from Dr. Jamieson, Mr. Ninham advised that informal soundings indicated a slight majority (4 supporting, 3 opposing) and that he had presented the PACPs to the Plenary in order to seek a wider view. After further discussion, it was decided to circulate these two PACPs to member administrations in the ACP approval process in order to obtain the definitive view of Members on this Agenda Item.  

When presenting document OUT-10, Mr. Ninham emphasised the importance to the region (prediction of tsunamis, etc.) as well as the importance of seeking a harmonised solution. He advised that the proposals developed were the result of a delicate balance, with some administrations having concerns about proposals in some of the bands included in the document. Due to this sensitivity, it was decided that the presentation of PACPs to member administrations as part of the ACP approval process would be on a band-by-band basis. 
	Decision No. 7 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 2. 


15.3 
WP3
Documents APG2012-5/OUT-16, 17, 18, 19 and 20 were approved with editorial changes to OUT-18, 19 and 20. 
	Decision No. 8 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 3. 


15.4
WP4

Documents APG2011-5/OUT-04, 05, 06 and 07 were approved without change. The PACPs in OUT-04 would be split into two parts, 1.6 part1 and 1.6 part 2, in the approval process.  
	Decision No. 9 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 4. 


15.5
WP5
Document APG2012-5/OUT-32 was considered first. The proposals in this text are the view of a small majority (5 support, 3 opposition) and, as had happened earlier it was considered that the wider circulation as part of the approval process would enable the definitive view of Members to be obtained on this Agenda Item. Mr. Lewis was charged with editorially improving the text of the “resolves” section of ASP/1.7/5. 

Document APG2012-5/OUT-33 was approved with modification to the text of footnote 5.YYYin ASP/1.13/4. The PACPs relating to Issues B and C would be presented separately for approval. Documents OUT-34 and 35 were approved. 

Document OUT-36 had 70 pages and the text of the PACPs for consideration was found in Annex 1 of the document. The different proposals were approved with some editorial changes and, as the different PACPs cover a wide range of topics it was agreed to group them appropriately in the approval process. Nineteen such groupings are involved.
In addition, at the APG2012-5 meeting, one administration submitted a proposal under Agenda item 7 on the extension of the deadline for the bringing into use of the frequency assignments to the VINASAT-FSS-131E-III network in case of launch failure or launch delay outside the control of the satellite network operator. After extensive discussion it was agreed that this could not be considered as an issue for a PACP. APT Members expressed their sympathies and understanding on this matter and encouraged Vietnam to take this forward to the 2012 World Radio Conference for appropriate consideration. Vietnam requested APT members to consider expressing their support to Vietnam at WRC-12. The introductory text to the ACPs related to AI 7 would include text to this effect.
	Decision No. 10 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 5. 


	Decision No. 11 (APG2012-5)

	The issue raised by Vietnam would be mentioned in the introductory text to the ACPs related to AI 7


15.6
WP6

Documents APG2012-5/OUT-26, 27, 28, 29, 30 and 31 were approved, with an editorial change to OUT-27. 

It was noted that proposal ASP/1.19/4 (Resolution on CRS) in document OUT-27 is related to the proposal in document OUT-37 which is to be considered under RA matters (see section 17 below). Proposal ASP/1.19/4 is conditional in that, if the proposal in OUT-37 is accepted at RA-12, proposal ASP/1.19/4 would lapse. Footnotes to that effect have been included in both proposals. Assuming that the two proposals become ACPs, Mr. Lewis will request that the Radiocommunication Bureau prepare ASP/1.19/4 for publication but such publication is to be put on hold until the conclusion on the issue at RA-12 is known.

Given the nature of the proposals on OUT-31 (proposed agenda items for WRC-15/16), it was agreed that the PACPs associated with each proposed AI would be presented separately in the ACP approval process. 

	Decision No. 12 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output documents of Working Party 6.


	Decision No. 13 (APG2012-5)

	Mr. Lewis is to arrange with the ITU Radiocommunication Bureau for the treatment of proposal ASP/1.19/4 as mentioned above.  


15.7
Proposals under WRC-12 Agenda Item 1.1

Document APG2012-5/OUT-01 concerning modifications proposed by New Zealand to footnotes to the Table of Frequency Allocations in Article 5 of the RR was approved.
	Decision No. 14 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the output document APG2012-5/OUT-01.


15.8 
Editorial improvements and other matters

During the course of the approval of the different output documents from the six Working Parties, it was found that some editorial alignments, including the method of describing members/administrations, as well as a standardisation of the format of the documents would be appropriate. Mr. Lewis was charged with reviewing all output documents and introducing such editorial improvements. 
Mr. Lewis advised the meeting that he had arranged to meet with Mr. Philippe Aubineau (ITU-BR Counsellor) early in October 2011 to review together all output documents and to establish, once the results of the ACP approval process is known, the definitive numbering of the APT proposals to WRC-12. 
15.9
Conclusion

Dr. Jamieson concluded the consideration of the output documents on the six Working Parties by thanking the WP Chairmen for their excellent work. He also thanked the Drafting Group Chairmen and participants for their excellent contributions to the work. He further thanked the APT Secretariat for the excellent support that the Working Parties had received. 

16. 
RADIOCOMMUNICATION ASSEMBLY MATTERS
Dr. Wee reported that the group to discuss RA matters had met twice. The report of these meetings can be found in document APG2012-5/OUT-23. The discussions included the following items:

16.1
. Review of the last meeting Report (APG2012-4/OUT-41Rev1)

· Inclusion of RAG work as part of RA preparation is to be included in the APG Working Methods. 

· The following Rapporteurs had been appointed at the last meeting.

· Rapporteur for RAG: Dr. Seong, Hyang-Suk, Korea
· Rapporteur for Resolution ITU-R 1: Mr. Neil Meaney, Australia

· Rapporteur for Resolution ITU-R 6: Dr. Katsuhiko Kosaka, Japan

· Rapporteur for Coordination between ITU-R and ITU-T: Mr. Kavouss Arasteh

· As Mr. Meaney has assumed the role of APG Rapporteur for Resolution ITU-R 1-5, an additional delegate would need to be selected for the Correspondence Group for Selection Criteria of Vice Chairmen. 

16.2
 Review of the Summary of Conclusions of the 18th Meeting of RAG.
A number of issues were discussed and these can be found in document OUT-23. In particular, as Mr. Meaney is the Rapporteur for Resolution ITU-R1, he will also be the focal point for APT members on this issue at RA-12.

Regarding the number of Vice-Chairmen as required by PP Resolution 166 (Guadalajara, 2010), RAG established a Correspondence Group recognizing the need to establish criteria for the selection of Vice-Chairmen. In order to follow this activity, the meeting agreed to the proposal that Ms. Rachaneewan Chouna of Thailand to be nominated as the focal point of APT for the Correspondence Group to establish criteria of VCs including the possible modification of Resolution ITU-R 15-4. 
16.3
 Process or Mechanism for the Preparation of RA after APG2012-5 up to RA-12
The RA preparation work needs to continue through correspondence. 

Regarding the contribution to RA, it was noted two types of documents are possible under the documentation scheme, 

· APT Common View that can be submitted by APT (APT is a Sector Member of all ITU Sectors and also recognized as Regional Telecommunication Organization (CV269B) as well. 

· APT Common Proposal (ACP) 

Some members expressed their preference to submit the proposal as an ACP to maintain the high level of priority that is required in the proposal. However, the approval of a PACP requires initial consideration in an APG Plenary meeting. Thus, as such approval would not be possible between APG2012-5 and RA-12, a multi-country submission would be the preferred way forward. As mentioned below, the assistance of the APT Secretariat would be essential to this activity. 
For the correspondence activity, a proposed Terms of Reference of the Correspondence Group for RA-12 Preparation and its Work Schedule were developed and these are given in Annex 1 of document OUT-23. 

Dr. Wee added that he would seek editorial and administrative assistance from the APT Secretariat in RA preparation activities and developing associated proposals. 
The establishment of the Correspondence Group and its Terms of Reference were approved. 

	Decision No. 15 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved the establishment of a Correspondence Group and its associated Terms of Reference to facilitate preparations for the Radiocommunication Assembly.


16.4
Office Bearers in the ITU-R Sector

Dr. Wee then referred to the lists of names of potential candidates from the region for Office Bearers for RA-12 and for Study Groups and Working Parties contained in Annex 2 of document OUT-23. He asked member administrations to update these lists and requested that this information be made available to him by the end of September 29011. 
17.
SUBMISSIONS TO RA-12

Two documents containing PACPs for submission to the 2012 Radiocommunication Assembly were considered. Document OUT-21 (PACP on updating ITU-R Resolution 54) and document OUT-37 (PACP on a Draft New ITU-R Resolution on studies relating to Cognitive Radio Systems) were approved.
	Decision No. 16 (APG2012-5)

	The Plenary approved two documents containing PACPs intended for submission to the 2012 the Radiocommunication Assembly.


In responding to Mr. Arasteh about the approval of PACPs containing proposals for submission to the Radiocommunication Assembly, Mr. Lewis advised that he had recently attended a meeting of the Correspondence Group established by the APT Management Committee to review APT documents and procedures. This CG has developed a new APT Documents Framework (to replace the earlier APT Documentation Scheme) and this framework provides for a common approval process for PACPs across all the APT Work Programs. This would allow APG to develop PACPs for submissions to the RA and to seek approval from member administrations through the same process as that used for PACPs directed to WRC-12. The Working Methods of the APG, which already contain text concerning approval of submissions to the RA, would be updated accordingly. 
18.
APT COORDINATION DURING RA-12 & WRC-12 AND APPOINTMENT OF COORDINATORS 

Dr. Jamieson introduced document APG2012-5/INP-120 concerning APT coordination during the WRC-12 and RA-12 conferences. The general approach was agreed, noting that aspects such as the schedule of Coordination meetings at the RA-12 and WRC-12 would be adjusted as the meetings proceed. The names of the Chapter coordinators and Agenda item coordinators listed in the Annex would be updated by the APT Secretariat based on names agreed at this APG meeting. Japan announced that Mr. Kieta Furukawa was available to be the coordinator for AI 1.15. 
Dr. Jamieson also reminded the meeting that it was necessary to consider the first CPM meeting for WRC-15/16, which would meet immediately after the conclusion of WRC-12. Some regional groups prefer that this commence on Monday 20 February, 2012, whereas others prefer that meeting to take place on Saturday 18 February. An APT coordination meeting may be necessary at that time and its precise timing would be established during WRC-12.  
Dr. Jamieson encouraged APT Member administrations to exchange views on these issues between this APG meeting and the WRC. 

19. 
DATE OF FIRST MEETING OF APG FOR WRC-15/16
Dr, Jamieson advised the meeting that the meeting of Heads of Delegation held earlier in the week had discussed the matter. Initial conclusion is that this first APG meeting in the next cycle could be held in the July/August 2012 time frame. A three day meeting was foreseen. It was considered that holding this meeting back-to-back with the meeting of another APT Program (e.g., the APT Wireless Group) might be useful for reasons of economy. 
The APT Secretariat would provide details on the meeting arrangements in due course.  

Relevant dates would be included in the draft APG2012 Work Plan and Programme, which can be found in Annex 1. 

20.
OTHER BUSINESS
No matters were raised. 

21.
APPROVAL OF APG MEETING REPORT

Mr. Lewis recommended that the usual practice of posting the draft meeting report on the APT web site for comments before its final approval be continued. This was agreed. Twenty-one days would be given for comments. 

	Decision no. 17 (APG2012/5)

	The Plenary approved the recommended approach concerning publication of the draft version of the meeting report and the period for comments. 


22.
CLOSING 

Mr. Pornsutee reminded participants that they had worked hard for four years to arrive at this point. On behalf of APT he thanked Dr. Jamieson, Mr. Arasteh and Dr. Wee for their leadership and the excellent results achieved. He also thanked Working Party and Drafting Group Chairmen for their hard work. He reminded participants that the Secretariat would be working along with Mr. Lewis to prepare for the circulation of the PACPs as part of the ACP approval process as well as the subsequent submission of the APT Common Proposals to the ITU BR. He thanked Dr. Wee and the local secretariat for the excellent work in hosting the meeting. 
Dr. Jamieson noted that it had been a very successful meeting with substantial output material being developed in the different Working Parties who generated PACPs for all WRC-12 agenda items as well as two submissions to RA-12. He thanked KCC and the city of Busan for their generous and unfailing support both before and during the meeting, which contributed, in no small way, to its success. He also thanked the Working Party Chairmen and he mentioned the particular support that he has had as Chairman from the two Vice-chairmen, Messrs. Arasteh and Wee. The work of Mr. Lewis as Chairman of the Editorial Committee was also important, especially as the APG moves closer to the two important meetings, RA-12 and WRC-12. He thanked both the Secretary-General and the APT staff for their excellent support for the meeting. 
Dr. Jamieson also thanked representatives from the ITU-BR and the regional groups CEPT and CITEL as well as participating international organizations and other organizations and private entities. In addition to the important contributions of the Working Party Chairmen he noted that delegates from APT administrations had made an excellent contribution and he appreciated their spirit of mutual cooperation and understanding, while often engaging in robust and vigorous debate, without which the APG would achieve very little. He wished participants safe travel in returning home. 
Dr. Wee, representing the host, was honoured to be able to hold this last APG meeting in the WRC-12 cycle and appreciated the efforts of all in achieving the results that were for all to see.
Finally, Mr. Arasteh, in supporting this appreciation of the achievements of the meeting, particularly thanked Dr. Jamieson for his leadership during all five APG meetings which has led to such satisfactory results.
____________

ANNEX 1
DRAFT WORK PLAN AND PROGRAMME OF APG MEETINGS

	Year
	Date/venue
	APT activities
	ITU activities
	Expected outputs of the APG meeting

	2008
	6-8 March 

Bangkok, Thailand
	The 1st APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2011-1)
	
	· Setup of Working Parties
· Appointment of Chairmen of WPs 

· Adoption of work programme

	
	12-21 November 
Geneva
	
	Council
	-

	
	25-28 November 
[Geneva]
	Coordination Meetings
	SC-WP
	-

	2009
	22-26 June

Hangzhou, Peoples republic of China
	The 2nd APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2011-2)
	
	· Develop APT preliminary views on WRC-11 agenda items

	
	20-30 October

Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	
	9-11 December 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	SC-WP
	-

	2010
	17-19 February

Geneva
	[Coordination Meetings]
	RAG
	-

	
	8-12 March

Bangkok, Thailand 
	The 3rd APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-12 (APG2012-3)
	
	· Update APT provisional views and draft proposals on WRC-12 agenda items

· Consider possible APT common contributions to the PP-10 on potential related issues

	
	13-22 April

Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	
	4-22 October
Guadalajara, Mexico
	
	PP-10
	-

	
	1-5 November

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	SC
	-

	
	13-18 December

Hong Kong
	The 4th  APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-12 (APG2012-4)
	
	· Develop APT contributions to the CPM11-2

· Update APT provisional views and proposals on WRC-12 agenda items

· Arrangements for coordination among APT member countries attending the CPM

Develop the Work Programme in preparation for the final APG meeting for WRC-12

	2011
	 14-25 February 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	CPM11-2
	-

	
	8-10 June

Geneva 
	[Coordination Meetings]
	RAG
	-

	
	29 August – 3 September

Busan, Korea
	The 5th APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-11 (APG2012-5)
	
	· APT contributions on WRC-12 agenda items

· Arrangements for coordination among APT member countries attending the WRC

	
	11-21 October

Geneva 
	
	Council
	-

	2012
	16-20 January 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	RA-12
	-

	
	23 January-17 February 

Geneva
	Coordination Meetings
	WRC-12
	-

	
	[Q3]
Bangkok, Thailand [or host country]
	
	The 1st APT Conference Preparatory Group Meeting for WRC-15/16 (APG20[15][16]-1)
	· New APG structure

· APG work plan and ToR

· APT preliminary views on WRC-[15] agenda

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


�  Mr. Furukawa (Japan) was later announced as coordinator for AI 1.15 – see section 18 on page 17. 
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