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Here are some pertinent comments and points seeking clarifications on this draft guide submitted to the August Body of 14th Conference, by the Regional MS coordinator:

Draft of “A Guide to the Monitoring System" in IARU REGION 3
I am very thankful to the EC for taking up the issue of IARU MS seriously this time, than in the past decade and the Directors have taken a constructive approach to review the ToR etc., and suggest an invigorating change to the existing word documents.

Paragraph 2. Last sub Para:

"......Accordingly, if amateur stations suffer harmful interference they must complain, because until the administrations knows that its station is causing harmful interference to stations operating in accordance with the Radio Regulations it can take the position that it is not in breach of the Radio Regulations."

Who complains to whom??   A typical example is that of DPR-Korea. 

As the Regional MS Coordinator is not permitted to complain, the case was put up to R3 Chairman and Directors.  Has the EC or the Conference of IARU R3, written to DPR-Korea Authorities about the illegal international Broadcasting on 3560 KHz, and the willful QRM by its spurious/harmonic emissions on the other bands ??  Or, was this the case put up to AC for its guidance??

Are the "Intruding" administrations gentle enough to read our MS reports from our web page and QSY?? 

So, as per the admission given here, all the long term "intruders" can automatically claim the illegally "long-time" used frequency for themselves.  If this is known to IARU R3, what actions were taken in the past for the many cases of “long-term" intruders that are listed in every annual report to the Directors by the Regional MS Coordinator??

Paragraph 3: 
Definition of an "intruder" in all the situations is to be clarified.  (Please refer paragraphs (a) to  (f) below.

The word "exclusive" should be deleted (except in the summary line), as almost all the bands are governed by some "foot-notes" or the other, in the frequency allotment paragraphs of ITU-RR. The latest footnotes in ITU RR 2008 Edition may please be quoted.

Paragraph 4:

Every National Society of R3, should carefully read our Monthly MS bulletins, put in the web page, take note of QRM from inside their Entity and of cases of outside their entity, and then contact/complain to their own Administration in both the cases.  If a monthly report from every National Society, for having taken action, is sent to R3 HQ and R3 IARU MS, this will be of great help.

Paragraph 5:

“There are a small number of countries that are not members of the ITU, and therefore it is not party to the treaty between nations that is the Radio Regulations, and they could  argue that they are not bound to recognise them.  This simply means that in some cases it is even harder to achieve the amateur objective.

Only in the circumstances set out in paragraph 8 of AC Resolution 99-4 may a Regional MS Coordinator makes contact with station that is an Intruder."

Para 8 of 99-4, refers to a situation when the DX entity favours amateur radio, What If the DX entity causing QRM is NOT favorable to amateur radio, what is the solution proposed?  We have the standing example of DPR-Korea before us. It does not even have a National Society.

The last two lines of this paragraph, shows the weakest point in the body of the Monitoring System, and this literally allows many many interested keen monitors to shy away, as all are interested in results.

Paragraph 6: Sub para 2
This is allowing different ToRs in different Regions of IARU. Why a unified ToR for all Regional MS Coordinators is not emphasised, through AC?? The ToR in use for the Regional MS Coordinators of Region 1 and 2 must be discussed to see the special ToR framed for the Region 3 only.

This paragraph should also detail the role of EC of a Region, and AC of IARU in IARUMS work, and in getting the intruders vacated, apart from receiving regular reports from Regional Monitors and the IC regularly. 

Paragraph 7:

How and in what steps, the IARUMS IC, tackles a complaint, when a National Society fails or unable to take the complaint of QRM to its Administration??  Clarifications should be included in this paragraph.

Paragraph 8:

There is ample work on a day-to-day basis for the current post. The incumbent must be a very experienced hand in the field of intruder watch, with a good knowledge of all the latest in the database technology, web designs, and other technological developments.
Paragraph 9:

Here, the Directors have assumed that the National Society is heard by their Administration and action taken.  But, what if, the Administration does not CARE for the National Society's complaints and DOES NOT take any action?? 

Example   Cases are from India, Sri Lanka, PR China, etc... 

This point needs to be taken into account, while framing this guide.

Paragraph 10:

The last line defeats the whole purpose of this Guide, as most of the amateur bands have some footnotes, for sharing frequencies, in some portion of the band or the other, in some region or the other.  After reading the latest footnotes in ITU-RR-2008 only, further comments can be made for finalising this draft guide.

1. Most of the signatories of ITU-RR, CONSIDER a transmitting station of a DX entity, as an "intruder" into amateur bands, if the DX entity violates ITU-RR provisions, though it is a signatory. The intruder entity knows that ITU/IARU have no powers to question them. 

Ex: Taiwan-Sound of Hope; PR china- Hainan Firedrake Jammers.

2. The signatories CANNOT label a a transmitting station of a DX entity, an "intruder", if the entity has special provisions through "foot-notes" of various frequency allotment clauses, for amateur radio. 

Ex: The big list of countries in various foot notes, for all the amateur frequency bands.

3. The signatories CANNOT label a transmitting station of a DX entity, an "intruder", if the DX entity (which may or may not be a signatory) does not encourage amateur radio by its citizens/DX operators and does NOT have a National Society or a Club.

Ex: DPR-Korea- International Broadcasting on 3560 kHz, and many spurious and harmonic emissions  on various other bands of frequencies

4.The signatories CANNOT label a transmitting station of a DX entity, an "intruder", when the DX entity(which may or may not be a signatory) EXERCISES its powers of SOVEREIGNTY and  allots amateur band frequencies to its other services. That entity will NOT advise ITU/IARU of its decision. It is ITU/IARU who have to pursue, cajole, and enlighten them, to vacate.

Ex:   India: Central Water Commission Stations in the 40mb,

        Sri Lanka: All the Fishing Trawler Fleet who use many amateur band frequencies,

        China: Fishing Trawlers in 10mb; PLA using many frequencies, and Radars.

        Russia: Single Letter Beacons, Army and Navy using amateur frequencies,

        USA: Radars, and not rectifying problems with VoA transmitters 

        UK:  Radar from Akrotiri-Cyprus

            etc...etc...

5. The signatories CANNOT label a transmitting station of a DX entity, an "intruder", when the DX entity(which may or may not be a signatory) through its Armed Forces uses amateur frequencies for short/long term periods.
(Military exercises from many DX entities, and the Super powers...)

6. The signatories CANNOT label a transmitting station of a DX entity, an "intruder", when the DX entity's (which may or may not be a signatory) Police,Disaster management Teams/other services use amateur frequencies during the emergency/natural disasters/calamities/and any special occasion, as deemed necessary by the Government. 

Based on all the points raised above, it becomes an immediate necessity to write a software to check all  MS monthly reports, so that it checks all provisions of footnotes against a particular DX entity, and gives clean chit to DX entities which work as per para 1 to 6 above. And all the rest, after checking can be finally termed "intruders".
____________________

