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   >> CHAIR:  Good morning, Ladies and Gentlemen.  Could I ask everyone to take their seats please.  So as advertised this Ladies and Gentlemen this meeting is beginning at 9:30 or as close to it.  I would like to welcome you to the 2015 session of TSAG.  The assembly is next year as you are well aware.  We have a great deal of work to accomplish between now and the assembly which will be held as you know in the fourth quarter of next year.  Before I begin I would like to list the services that ITU is offering for this meeting.  They are basically the same as that have been offered in the past four meetings that we have held.  First concerning interpretation of the Plenary sessions will be held today, Wednesday and Friday.  And are interpretive in the six official languages of the UN.  Let me check that first of all, that all interpretations channels are in fact, operational.  First English please. 

   >> This is the English channel.  Can you hear me?  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  French?  Spanish?  Arabic?  Chinese?  And Russian?  It appears everything is working fine.  Okay the second item that I would like to provide information on is the issue of remote participation.  Now TSAG as some of you are aware is doing its fifth trial on remote participation with audio and video in the six official languages.  That is interventions made over the phone are interpreted in to the six languages.  ITU has been breaking new ground in this respect with this service.  Remote participation is described in TD223.  
    For this service to operate properly the interpreters need excellent voice quality.  And I can't emphasize that enough.  I'm reading now a note that the interpreters have asked me to convey to you.  So ITU is pilot testing its system to allow remote participation of Delegates.  When making an intervention remotely please remember that your remarks are being interpreted in to six languages or five languages.  Please closely follow the procedure that was submitted to you by e‑mail.  
    It is also important to keep the following points in mind.  Audio quality deemed satisfactory by a Delegate may be insufficient for interpretation purposes.  That is for interpreters the audio quality has to be near perfect.  Audio quality may be deteriorate without prior notice eventually hindering an interpreter's ability to provide a smooth rendering.  In extreme cases despite their training and experience our interpreters may have to refrain from interpretation all together.  
    A remote Delegate may on occasion be asked to repeat a statement and may have his or her statement paraphrased by an official in the room.  Thank you very much for your cooperation Ladies and Gentlemen.  This concludes this announcement.  
    Now in addition to remote participation that offers remote Delegates to take the floor we also offer Webcasting of the Plenary sessions.  Webcasting is one way only and audio only.  And, of course, Webcasting is for members only.  We also have captioning.  The Plenary sessions of TSAG are captioned and a team of captioners is based in the USA and is typing what you see on the screen in realtime.  Now with respect to taking the floor to take the floor you press the button with the mouth symbol just once.  And that will mean that the green light will flash.  Now in giving the floor wait for the red light before speaking.  You don't need to press anything and there is no requirement to wave your name card.  So I would ask you to bear that in mind.  So much for the logistics Ladies and Gentlemen.  See also TD154 by the Secretariat for a summary of the meeting facilities.  Now before we begin our meeting I'd like to introduce the head table.  First of all, to my right I'd like to introduce the director of the BDT, Brahima Sanou, the Deputy Secretary‑General Malcolm Johnson.  Our newly elected director, Chaesub Lee and my secretary for the reading, my very reliable secretary for the meeting, Reinhard Scholl and to my left my able Vice Chairs.  First of all, Monique Morrow from the United States and Fabio Bigi and (inaudible) Vladimir Minkin from the Russian Federation and Wai Ling Zu from China.  I am sure that all of us can rely on your cooperation during this meeting.  We have a lot of work before us.  Some of the Vice Chairs are Acting as Rapporteurs on various issues that we have set up last year and have been working very hard in the interim between this meeting and last meeting to progress the work on various issues.  
    I would also like to mention that Lara Al-Mnini is working as an assistant to TSAG in the background and we very much appreciate her assistance in the organization of this meeting and in other sessions that we have set up.  Now we to have a newcomer session this Tuesday from 12:45 to 13:45 in room T103 which is in the first floor of the tower building.  We do have a guided tour of the ICT discovery scheduled for Wednesday at 12:45 on the second floor of the Montbrillant building.  ICT discovery is a visitor center within ITU to inform visitors about the history of telecommunications and the role of ITU in helping to connect the world.  
    Could I have a show of hands who might be interested in participating in this guided tour?  So I must assume that ‑‑ 
  (Laughter). 

   >> CHAIR:  Of course, some of you have already had the privilege of the guided tour.  So that's fully understandable.  In any case we have some indication of interest.  Now I should also mention that we do have a reception scheduled for this evening at the end of the Plenary at 17:45.  Finally sponsored by ETRI and NEC Europe in the Montbrillant cafeteria.  So with that Ladies and Gentlemen I think we can begin our session.  I refer the meeting to TD311 Rev 1.  This has just recently been posted with regard to the draft agenda, the document allocation and the work plan.  You did see a previous version but as a result of discussions that have taken place in the last day or two that schedule has been slightly adjusted to ensure that we maximize our time and conduct this meeting as efficiently as possible.  So you'll see that we have completed item 1.  Item 21 the opening remarks of the Secretary‑General.  I assume Mr. Johnson has Deputy Secretary‑General I don't believe that Mr. Zao is with us this week.  So I'd like to give the floor to Mr. Johnson for his opening remarks please.  

   >> MALCOLM JOHNSON:  Thank you very much Chairman.  Distinguished colleagues, Ladies and Gentlemen, it is a great pleasure for me to welcome you to this 2015 session of TSAG on behalf of Houlin Zhao Secretary‑General who unfortunately is not able to be here himself as he is away on mission but he wants me to extend his best wishes to you for a very successful TSAG meeting.  In any Case it is a pleasure for me to have this opportunity to welcome you myself and to have the opportunity to thank TSAG for its support to ITU‑T and to me over the eight years that I spent as director of the TSB.  
    And I'm sure that my successor Dr. Chaesub Lee will enjoy the same level of support.  Each TSAG meeting reminds us of the extensive range of activities of ITU‑T and these we can see it continuously evolving.  I must admit to feeling somewhat nostalgic when I see all these activities and remember the efforts that we took to initiate many of these activities and it is a great pleasure to see those years of hard work coming to fruition.  In particular ITU's conformance and interoperability programme has taken a step forward.  At the end of last year the ICT product conformity database was finally launched and I would like to thank all our industry members for the support they have given to that programme.  It is a continuously growing in stature and is now well positioned to meet market needs but at the same time bearing a strong development dimension which, of course, is a characteristic of all ITU's services.  
    An academia membership is very much on the rise, especially following the decision of the Plenipotentiary Conference last year to introduce a single academia membership fee for entry to the three ITU sectors.  Prior to this, of course, ITU‑T had a very strong academia membership and it is taking the leading role in the efforts in ITU to strengthen participation of academia and to extend the lessons learned in the sector to the wider participation in ITU and especially the success that Kaleidoscope conferences have had over the years.  It is a pleasure to follow the progress of ITU‑T's work on combatting climate change and improving energy efficiency.  New collaboration with ETSI has strengthened this work and the work on smarter sustainable city has establishing the progress of ITU's green standards in the future and the focus on Smart Sustainable Cities attracted a very diverse selection of participants and successfully concluded its work.  So we hope that the participants that were active in the Focus Group will continue to participate in ITU's standardization activity emerging from the work of the group.  I would like to congratulate ITU‑T on initiating Dubai's two‑year trial of ITU's key performance indicators for Smart Sustainable Cities.  This trial is a crucial step towards the international standardization of these performance indicators and the formation of a global ITU index for Smart Sustainable Cities.  
    During the ITU council meeting last month it was very pleasing to hear the considerable support for the work on Smart Sustainable Cities even to the extent of Singapore offering to host the first meeting of the proposed new Study Group if TSAG decides to establish it.  It was a very successful council meeting.  It adopted the budget for 2016 and 2017 without the need for any withdrawal from the reserve fund for the first time.  And this is thanks to the tremendous efforts to apply all the 30 points in annex 2 of decision 5 of the Plenipotentiary Conference.  I would encourage TSAG to look for further savings through the strict compliance with annex 2.  
    On the 17th of May here in Geneva we celebrated ITU's 150th birthday and would like to take this opportunity to thank ITU‑T for its contribution to that celebration, the anniversary was a tribute to the innovation of the global ICT community.  And the crucial role that ITU has played in that.  Technical standardization has been the core of ITU's mandate since the organization was created in 1865 and many of ITU's best known achievements have been in the field of technical standardization.  And I'm sure that's where we will continue for the next 150 years.  
    So let me conclude by thanking Director Lee for the invitation to address you this morning.  And let me take this opportunity to wish him every success in his new role as director of the TSB.  Thank you for your attention and I wish you a very productive and very enjoyable TSAG meeting.  Thank you very much.  
   (Applause.) 

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you very much Mr. Johnson for those remarks.  I now like to give the floor to our newly elected TSB director, Dr. Chaesub Lee.  Dr. Lee, please. 

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Dear Deputy Secretary‑General, Mr. Malcolm Johnson, and deputy director Brahima Sanou.  Welcome.  I would like to begin by thanking you all for all the support offered to me at PP‑14 as I sought sector of TSB.  I look forward to your continued support.  As this is my first opportunity to address TSAG in my capacity as director of TSB I would like to say a few words on my strategic region for ITU‑T.  My overarching vision is to announce a very efficiency of ITU‑T standardization.  The value of ITU‑T stems from the value of products and our (inaudible) comes from our standardization process.  To attract companies with standardization experts will always seek to improve ITU‑T's value and efficient which respect to the quality of documents Study Group structure and leadership, working methods, and cooperation with other standard bodies.  
    I have taken every opportunity to reopen this vision particularly when addressing meetings of our Study Groups.  Study Groups are the heart of ITU‑T.  The experts participating in our Study Groups are the life and blood of this organization to build ITU‑T as a competence platform for technical standard developments.  I have been consistent in assuring our experts all of my decisions will be taken in view of their ITU‑T, value and efficiency.  As an UN specialized agency we hold the unique position in the ITU‑T industry.  It is essential that we capitalize on this position, taking note of work where we can make full use of our strengths.  This guiding vision has many underlying elements but I believe that there are many main ingredients to valuable efficient ITU‑T.  Firstly ITU‑T should tackle the right issues and areas where our work will have a meaningful impact.  This is the most challenging tasks for ITU‑T, taking in to account today's dynamic standardization ecosystem which now hosts hundreds of bodies working on ICT standards.  I encourage all members to be brave and use ITU‑T as a platform to tackle challenging new issues.  Under my leadership I hope to see TSB becoming more proactive in supporting our members in this endeavor as well as in strengthening by direction of collaboration with other bodies.  
    Secondly, our structure will be optimized to accommodate standardization needs as efficiently and flexibly as possible.  Our work to optimize ITU‑T's structure should cater to the dynamics of convergence by addressing the need for better harmonization between horizontal and vertical formations.  Of course, this task is complicated by the need to serve the standardization requirements of range of vertical markets in relation to the continuous developments of the ICT industry.  Finally our processes must be effective and efficient in producing high quality standards in the time frame that the market demands coming from developed and the developing regions.  
    We have seen the rise in participation of the Delegations from Developing Countries in the work of the Study Groups over the past years.  I will continue to support their engagement because I believe this is one of the ways to reach reaching standardization gap.  And our processes should also be flexible enough to attract relevant experts and newcomers from nonmember organizations, in particular similar to medium sized enterprises or SMEs.  TSAG is in a powerful position to ensure that ITU‑T tackles the right issues with the right to structure and processes.  Let me challenge you to make an example.  This TSAG meeting will consider a proposal to create a new Study Group to look at IoT in the context of Smart Sustainable Cities.  
    ITU‑T has been working on ITU‑T frameworks for a number of years.  This work started long before ITU‑T become ‑‑ became the catch phrases for these types of technologies.  Actually IoT is our baby.  ITU‑T report called Internet of Things by year 2005.  We developed frameworks for NID, RFID, USN.  The consequence that our IoT work is not as reasonable as it should be.  While ITU‑T becoming important issues all over the world but today ITU‑T places in the center of vision for ICT innovation in particular Developing Countries as well as developed.  An ITU‑T Focus Group has studied Smart Sustainable Cities for three years with this beginning at a time when this was receiving almost no attention as a standardization subset.  
    This Focus Group completed its work just a few weeks ago with release of 21 deliverables.  The group was successful in raising awareness of the standardization needs of Smart Sustainable Cities, not among industry players and city administrations but also Civil Society and other international organizations.  
    Here ITU‑T again made a valuable contribution to the global Development Agenda.  The Focus Group's work was very timely and well appreciated by the international community.  In year 2007 for the first time in the history of man kind the number of people living in the cities surpassed the number of people living in rural areas.  It is estimated by 2050 more than 70% of the world's population will live in cities.  Many of these cities are in Developing Countries.  Starting in 2016 the sustainable development goals will come in to action.  One of the proposed goals is to make cities human sentiments inclusive, safe resilient and sustainable.  In my view this proposed issue IoT and Smart Sustainable Cities has great potential to raise the visibility of our IoT work with clear targets for building Smart Sustainable Cities.  I wish to highlight that IoT and the Smart Sustainable Cities are the right global issues for both developed and developing regions some it is clear that ITU‑T should address.  But knowing the right issue is not enough.  Our structure and processes must be flexible enough to deliver results.  This TSAG meeting is an opportunity to demonstrate that our structure and processes are flexible enough to address these issues.  In some more of my trial example it is an opportunity to show that ITU‑T possesses all city ingredients to value and efficiency.  I will follow your discussions of this proposal with great interest.  The results of this discussion will no doubt impact our ongoing debates around ITU‑T's structure.  Distinguished colleagues, ITU‑T strives to the work that (inaudible).  We have sound principles underlying our standardization process.  It is our duty to ensure that our strategy, structure and working methods upheld these principles.  TSAG is essential to fulfilling this duty and for this I thank our Chairman Bruce Gracie and his management team and all his participants your advice and work is essential here for director's work and very much appreciated.  I wish you most productive meeting and thank you to all of you.  Thank you very much.  
   (Applause.) 

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Dr. Lee.  So Ladies and Gentlemen, if we could move to item 4 of the agenda, I will be very brief in my remarks.  Many of the points that I had intended to raise the director has already addressed but I would like to say again that we are now approximately one year and a half away from the WTSA which will be held in the fourth quarter of next year.  We have many issues that we need to address between now and that point and we have established a number of Rapporteur groups for the purpose of advancing work associated with those particular issues that are under their terms of reference.  
    So Ladies and Gentlemen, as Dr. Lee has noted we are facing a number of opportunities as well as challenges to ensure that ITU‑T fulfills its strategic commitments and objectives including defining clearly and definitively its value added role in a rapidly changing world.  Dr. Lee has noted that very clearly.  We face the challenges of identifying mechanisms to strengthen collaboration with other organizations and entities to adapt our working methods, to accommodate the needs of the membership to participate actively in the activities of ITU‑T, including our remote participants to identify and modify where justified existing structural arrangements in the sector to achieve maximum efficiencies and respond to the challenges of new technologies.  Including as Dr. Lee has highlighted IoT and Smart Sustainable Cities and to respond to the initiatives identified at last year's Plenipotentiary Conference, such as Resolution 187 on the review of the current methodologies for the participation of sector members associates and academia in the activities of ITU and we have a session planned for tomorrow morning just to review the various aspects associated with these initiatives.  
    We are also grateful to the work of the review Committee and its Chairman Yoshi Mida and his Vice Chairs and participants for the work that is being undertaken under his guidance.  And look forward to his report to assist ITU‑T in the preparations for the WTSA.  
    I'd also like to take the opportunity to thank my Vice Chairs and my Rapporteurs and associate Rapporteurs who have been actively engaged in advancing work associated with strengthening collaboration with working methods and on intraITU collaboration.  So we will be hearing reports on the results or the progress of their activities during this meeting.  
    So again I would also like to thank the TSB for their support, their continuing support for all of us and for me in particular in preparing for and conducting this meeting.  So with that Ladies and Gentlemen, I'd like to conclude those remarks and move to No. 6 but before we move to item 6 on the summary and report from the TSB director I just like to pause briefly so that the Deputy Secretary‑General and director of the BDT can make their leave.  They obviously have a lot of work to do themselves and but we do thank them very much for coming to this meeting, for the opening and we wish them all the best in their activities.  
   (Applause.) 

   >> CHAIR:  Before we proceed on our agenda on item 6 I see a request from the floor for United Kingdom.  

   >> UNITED KINGDOM:  Thank you, Chair.  Good morning.  It is probably just a numbering issue, but you went from 4 to 6 and possibly missed out 5.  With regard to 5 I would point out that there is a document that will be posted later and I am reliably informed it is TD310 which is the report of co‑convener for JCA Res 178.  If you could attach that to your agenda, I would very much appreciate it.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you very much.  My apologies to the meeting for skipping item 5.  So as Mr. Rushton has noted under item 14.3 we will be adding the TD310 on the report concerning associated with Resolution 178 of the Plenipotentiary Conference.  I should ask Ladies and Gentlemen are there any other comments with respect to the draft agenda, the document allocation and the work plan?  I see no requests for the floor.  So we can proceed to item 6.  The summary and report from the TSB director the first item reflected in TD241 is item 6.1, director from the director on the report of activities in ITU‑T from the period June 2014 to May of 2015.  I would like to give the floor to Dr. Lee, please.  

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  It is my pleasure to give report of our activities since the last TSAG meeting.  TD241 contains the summary of our activities.  As you can see this document for the 21 issues, the 27 pages.  So rather than two views of this, I prepare a powerpoint again to extract key summary from this document.  The structure of this powerpoint is (inaudible) but we have our document.  So not so difficult to follow of this.  
    As a brief our current status of our membership is a little decreased over sector members but have some increase of associates of six members increase it and academia members, academia member is now ‑‑ is 91 as you listen.  At last Plenipotentiary member one single member cover all single bureau.  Study Group 2 and 15 is continue some attractions from our associates.  
    Okay.  Then move, the first subject should be broadband access.  So one of our dominate achievement is we have success to develop our recommendation.  TDAG 9700 and 9701.  To provide the extension of existing telephone lines to provide up to one giga bps and we continue with the development to homes and NG .2 providing 94 gigabits and we expect to finalize this July and then from study 9 is high speed transmission over coax and in case of power lines we develop new broadband power communications, home networking and Smart Grid.  Next, the Networks and networking solutions as you heard Study Group 13 very recently launch a new Focus Group on respects of IMT 2020, so‑called 5G.  They planned first meeting and should be held in San Diego next week.  New work is going in Study Group 15 and protocols and transport is going on in various Study Groups.  Cloud computing is also continue.  As you noted we develop the reference architecture ISO, IEC.  Next please.  Networks and also continue of Networks and networking solutions, we successively developed second and third edition of H.265.  New standards for smart cable TV augmented.  Next consider the IPTV and digital signage we also continue our development and we had a very good successful workshop on this IPTV and the revised IPTV terminals including the addition of H.265 UHD and third ITU standard for signage was developed and IPv6 global test bed was demonstrated during that IPTV GIV event.  We continue with standards for ITU‑T frameworks and applications and services and testings.  Ongoing work is spanned for Networks.  Smart Sustainable Cities and Smart Grid.  And exploring of IoT Resolutions, in terms of con vetting e‑waste and counterfeiting.  2014 CTO meeting was highlighted again.  And also we had a workshop in Zambia.  We selected 44 IoT use cases relevant to the African context.  And TSAG is considering formation of new Study Group on IoT with your contributions for smarter ‑‑ for supporting smart and sustainable city.  Smart Sustainable Cities we had one Focus Group.  They complete their mandate a couple of weeks ago with delivering 21 technical reports and specifications.  As you listen from the Deputy Secretary‑General Dubai supporting two year pilot of ITU‑T KPIs for Smart Sustainable Cities and Study Group 5 launch a new question on Smart Sustainable Cities and takes up Focus Group output.  Regarding e‑Health, new standards to test conformance with ITU‑T based on 810 for personal health systems is now in our database.  We have 95 devices conforming to H.810 recommendations.  New work is under way on the remote monitoring of aircraft passenger health.  It is now start of this new subject.  And connected and automated vehicles is a continue of our works.  The secretary of remote software updates for connected vehicles is now ongoing and vehicle to X communication like vehicle to vehicle.  And concerning the vehicle emergency calls especially the quality of voice in ITU‑T performance standard is now ongoing.  And next one is very ‑‑ we have an especially concerning this connected automated vehicles we have very good collaboration, especially the vehicle aspect.  And we continue our 10th edition of future networked car at Geneva motor show.  29th of July this year we plan to have a workshop in Beijing.  Next, aviation cloud this is a Focus Group we launch.  This group is continue.  Their second meeting was held ‑‑ third meeting held in Geneva a couple of weeks ago.  Cloud‑based ICT solutions for data tracking, including search and rescue.  So now going on.  And overview of aviation relevant communication channels for air to ground and data center and cloud.  This focus group is good opportunity to get together all the avionics and ICT experts.  Next is a tactile Internet.  If you remember we published one of our technical virtual report, visualize the capability of tactile Internet and now becoming very important for future Networks especially under the 5G Networks.  One interesting quote from this tactile Internet report is less than one millisecond latency.  Big challenge for future net community.  Security and trust we continue our security study, based on Study Group 17.  Specifically the cloud computing securities continue and ITU‑T we describe the principles of trusted ICT environment which started with the workshop from the ‑‑ from this April.  We have this April the first series of our new ITU‑T events on future trust and knowledge infrastructure.  Second session was held during the WSIS Forum.  Next, environmental aspect we continue this environmental aspect.  I am very pleased to report you as an other international organizations have recognized our contributions.  We have very good collaboration in this subject.  Specifically we have some developed methodologies and ITU ETSI standards for live radio access Networks.  We continue this EMF guide and Mobile Applications to provide accessible information electromagnetic.  It was this development is now applied to the development recommendations.  Next, emergency communications, we continue, especially Study Group 2 and Study Group 15 has more activities on this, especially based on the focus group reports.  And new standard details of this emergency communication capabilities use of this circuit and packet switched Networks.  Vehicle emergency code regulations.  This is a continuation of our activities on connected vehicle.  Next, international numbering resources, TSB we undertook of this formal consultation that consultation result was submitted to the last council.  It have better discussions and we find out some different opinions and that discussion to continue.  So these guidelines for ITU‑T action on reported misuse of INR being robust, include of new cases of misuse and more efficient methods to counter Act of this misuse.  We continue of this numbering resources.  
    Economic and policy issues, we have several issues are now initiated, mainly from the Study Group 10 and 3.  Definition of significant market power and international mobile roaming and international aspects of universal services and economic impact about TT and as you notice we launched this Focus Group on this financial services.  They are developing a roadmap interoperable financial services.  Next, conformity and interoperability, we continue this.  Very recently the study group 11 agreed of this compromised assessment of steering Committee and they will oversee the ITU compromised test procedure.  They will apply of this procedure when they considering of this ‑‑ the compromised test lab.  And then as you listen to Deputy Secretary‑General our database we have 95 years devices and some best performing mobile phones in Bluetooth enabled hands‑free telephone system.  But this is also reported to the council.  The one comment was made this database is voluntary base.  So we have to very carefully listen of this ‑‑ the interesting companies or products from the company should be taken in to account.  Next, IPR issue, so have this IPR Ad Hoc Groups continue discussions, mainly analyzing availability of injunctive relief and nondiscriminated aspect.  To support of this, we developed some tools to scan the copyrights in our recommendations.  We in to PDF.  This scanned information is publicly available.  There is a huge recommendations we can of this document since July 2014.  
    And the new IT application with standardization and IPR systems and how ICT standard bodies manage the interaction.  Next, and the combating counterfeiting is another interesting subject for us.  We had a workshop last November and development ‑‑ the development now is framework solutions to compromise counterfeiting and related technical approach to new one.  
    Next, the bridging the standardization gap, the regional groups have been very effective now in increasing the activity of the Developing Countries in ITU‑T.  And the mentoring programmes for new Delegates.  Especially regional standardization Forum and finance Forums jointly with BDT and coordinated with regional group meeting.  To facilitate participation from regional groups.  That is our agreement.  Academia, I think this is the last slide for us.  We continue of this Kaleidoscope 2015 with trust in the Information Society is held in Barcelona this December and ITU‑T participation shows more than 30 Universities active in events in the Study Group.  And the coming work standards cooperation which are held in Korea as a WSC academic day.  Accessibility mainstreams we have continue of this accessibility.  Locate of universal designs and third IPTV application challenges, launched in part with the Paralympic Committee.  We expect use of this Paralympic Committee, showcase and give prize giving at Rio.  We developed new debate incorporating advanced search tools.  This is very convenient to find out to relevant documents and PDF and MS Word is including prepublished standards.  Next.  Our contribution to council '15 is a summary report.  So we ‑‑ our contributions.  First one is concerning the Resolution 197, the facilitating the Internet of Things to prepare for a globally connected world and the C&I actions and our appropriation for WTSA 16 was submit to the council and that continuation is international numbering resources as you heard that INR we have some task to investigate how to utilize of this INR for revenue generation.  We submit this report.  You find of this documents in this and that DOA is another subject we submit concerning the most specifically focusing on the DOA and master framework of ITU and Dona foundation.  That was the sole contribution to the council.  Next.  That's the last slide.  This is all information as ITU‑T activities since the last TSAG meeting.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Dr. Lee.  So Ladies and Gentlemen, are there any comments or questions for clarification purposes?  Germany please.  

   >> GERMANY:  Thank you, Chairman.  We thank the TSB director of the report.  And with regard to the membership statistics we would be interested in a similar paper as is shown here but instead of having the amount of members the development of the income which means the membership fee.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you for that question.  Concerning the fee structure, I had mentioned in my open remarks the initiative that's under way concerning the review of the current methodologies for the participation of academia, sector members and associates in the work of ITU.  One of the elements associated with that initiative is in fact, the fee structure, the current fee structure and any possible revision to that fee structure that may be forthcoming.  But that is an issue that's, of course, ITU wide and will be, of course, applied if there is agreement, that would be applied to the T sector as it would the other sector.  This issue is still pending but it is under active review in the context of that review.  I will be providing more information on this tomorrow morning.  So I will give you the details with respect to the initiatives that are underway pursuant to that Resolution 187.    

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Your information would be very useful for all of our participants.  Even of this that members' income, this statistics of ITU‑T membership but that doesn't mean income for ITU‑T.  Even the sector members and also associates in academia, academia, one membership covers three bureaus and sector members even in the case of all collected and distributed to the whole union.  There might be difficult how we can a simulate this income but we have an approved budget plan, but this budget plan might be useful to understand how this is income addressed to the TSB.  But we will provide this information as soon as possible.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you very much.  I see no further requests for the floor.  I should mention that Ladies and Gentlemen that item 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 6.5, 6.6 are all included on the agenda for information basically.  Some of the points that were included in these documents were already presented in document TD241.  So there will be no need for individual presentations on these documents.  
    So if there is no objection we'll proceed to item 7 on our agenda on the strategic and operational plan and the first item for our consideration is TD234 concerning the draft four‑year rolling operational plan by ITU‑T that was considered by the recent meeting or at least recent session of the ITU council which met very recently here in Geneva.  I would like to give the floor to the United States who is asking the floor.  U.S. please.  

   >> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much Chair and good morning, friends.  You are moving very quickly, Chair.  I actually wanted to raise a question about one of the information documents, specifically TD295.  We thank the director for an excellent summary of the recently concluded council meeting.  But we would like to offer one editorial suggestion on page 2, section 4, in the paragraph that begins a contribution from Bulgaria.  It mentions in information document submitted to council and concludes with a characterization of that document.  This same information was made in the draft ADM committee report to council and during the final council Plenary the conclusion in that report was revised to change the word no, to the word potential.  So we would just ask that TD295 reflect the same conclusion contained in the final ADM Committee report as agreed at council.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  That will be done.  Any further comments Ladies and Gentlemen?  I apologize for going quickly but as you can appreciate we have a great deal of work to cover in this meeting.  So but if there are any other comments on any of these documents I'm sure that all of you have read all of the documents very carefully.  But I would be very happy to entertain any questions that I can convey to the TSB so that they can provide you with that information.  So that offer is open if there is anything that you wish to further clarify, we can certainly do so.  So no further requests for the floor I would like to move to TD234 and again give the floor to the director to provide information concerning the 2014 operational plan.  Director, please.  

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I have to start with my apologies because this subject should be brought to the consideration of TSAG.  But at the beginning this year we strap ourselves of finding out time management.  However already agreed planned time frame was this week.  We tried to find a range of this time before the council.  But unfortunately we couldn't make it.  With that to facilitate for your consideration we distributed of this by correspondence.  My understanding is that all the TSAG participants list was used to distribute this ‑‑ our draft proposed operational plan, to submit at council during ‑‑ the consultation period we couldn't receive any further comment.  So with that understanding we submit of this document to the council.  And it was agreed by the council.  So make sure the next year all the operational plans should be considered by the TSAG.  So we recognize this importance but just asking your indulgence to understand as new director difficult to manage myself.  It is still a learning pace, but I will do my best to ensure for the next year we have enough time to look at all the documents before council.  So let me say with this I ask your ‑‑ a note of this document is approved by the council and just to say to my apologies we appreciate all the comments ‑‑ for further development of process.  That at this moment is all I want to say.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you, Dr. Lee.  Before I give the floor to the UAE I would like to mention that, of course, next year as you know we have two meetings of TSAG.  So there will be no difficulty in holding the first TSAG meeting prior to the council.  So we will have an opportunity to review the draft operational plan for the T sector but also under the terms of the Convention the TSAG or the advisory groups have an opportunity to review the operational plan, the draft operational plan of the General‑Secretariat.  So we should undertake to do that as well and as you know we have a Rapporteur group established under Mr. Fabio Bigi to review strategic and operational issues.  Comments will be directed to Mr. Fabio Bigi with respect to the next operational plan for both ITU‑T and for the General‑Secretariat.  
    So I would like to give the floor now to the United Arab Emirates please.  

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Good morning, everyone.  Mr. Chair firstly I would like to thank you and to thank the director.  I would like to congratulate you for your position and thank you for all the work has been undertaken and for the report regarding the operational plan.  
    I have one question, Mr. Chair, perhaps I could have this reply to this during this meeting, however I would like to know what is the plan which is decided upon by the standardization sector, are there be regional preparatory meetings to prepare for the WTSA?  Thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you very much.  Before I give the floor to Mr. Lee or Mr. Scholl, I would like to give the floor to the TSAG Vice Chair, please.  Mr. Fabio Bigi.  

   >> FABIO BIGI:  Yes.  

   >> CHAIR:  Mr. Fabio Bigi please.  

   >> FABIO BIGI:  In partly I think is director will reply but I see there is WTSA regional consultation session that I seen in the ‑‑ two year financial operational plan.  But in detail I don't know if director has something more to say.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you.  Mr. Lee, please.  

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I think it is useful information.  You may find TD293, TD293 ‑‑ no.  Use of this please.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  80 is WTSA 16.  So that ‑‑ under item No. 28 of this agenda, you may find some of the information about the preparatory meetings.  Okay.  Basically that item No. 10, yes, that's appropriately processing the reasons.  We are trying to correct this the regional preparatory meetings that try to avoid overlaps with other regions and also finding out how to maximize of the participation of this preparatory meetings.  We are now trying to coordinate with regional groups.  At one request I received is the list of last TSAG meeting before the WTSA could be the second TSAG the next year.  We try to organize.  Organize interregional coordination meetings.  That would be quite useful for exchange of each regions of views to facilitate of this WTSA preparation.  That's the information for the time being.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Dr. Lee.  I don't see any further requests for the floor.  So perhaps we could now proceed to item 8 of our agenda the proposal for a new agenda group.  We have a number of documents to be presented.  I would ask the presenters to be as brief as possible so that we can achieve some progress.  As I decide on the disposition of how we are going to deal with all the information contained in the information.  You see that we have identified a coffee break after the presentations.  So I would ask you to bear that in mind in the presentations.  So the first document for our consideration is TD260.  This is a liaison statement on the final deliverables of the focus group on Smart Sustainable Cities.  And in the context of the proposal for the new Study Group.  So I'd ask for the presentation of TD260 please.  Could I ask a representative of the Focus Group to briefly present document TD260 please?  UAE please.  

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  I would appreciate Mr. Chairman if you can go to the next document and we'll come back to this one.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you.  The next document for our consideration is contribution No. 52 from Korea.  The proposal for the creation of an IoT vertical Study Group.  Korea please.  

   >> REPUBLIC OF KOREA:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The contribution C 52 is a proposal creation of an IoT vertical Study Group and this contains 12 pages long contributions.  I will do me best to prepare this contribution.  So on introduction section, as you may know at the last ‑‑ the RevCom meeting in January there was the proposal by the Republic of Korea, consideration prior to researching.  So with that meeting discussion at the January RevCom meeting there was general Consensus on this matters and as at the conclusion the meeting request the Republic of Korea to elaborate the more detailed proposal with more expected benefit and specific trial consideration.  In this regard at this meeting of TSAG the Republic of Korea proposed to initiate the creation of the IoT vertical Study Groups.  At general meeting of the RevCom there was the proposal with the 5G IoT and ITS and at the ‑‑ after the meeting we Korea, we entirely we carry out this visibility study with respective topics and part of page 2, visibility study but I do not want to cover 5G mobile and ITS.  I would like to more focus on ITU matters.  You can see the feasibility study by Republic of Korea and 2.2 current ITU‑T studies of IoT As you may know IoT standardization is progressing which was established by TSAG in February 2011.  After that decision by the TSAG IoT we have had 11th meeting or 11th event and next meeting is planned during the middle of July this year.  And you can see the necessity of the TSR of the IoT GSI is kind of the opening and closing Plenary.  I do not want to explain all the details.  I would like to more focus on the better part of page 2 and the difficulties with the GSI approach.  First point is not all questions are able to join due to scheduling conflicts or motivation by experts to schedule additional travel.  Secondary point, the governance and duplication of (inaudible) and since the difficulty of Study Group still retaining their ownership of questions and items.  The third bullet point, documentation of IoT GSI is spread all over the ITU‑T Study Group resources.  Submitted to ‑‑ only if the involved question does not (inaudible) with the responsible Study Group.  Do not have own right and responsibility.  So it codes the visibility of ITU‑T activities including the clarity of a focal point which is essential for collaboration in particular outside of ITU‑T ‑‑ in technical details.  So based on this the existing work in ITU‑T and perceived urgence we believe the IoT is a good candidate under the distinguished Study Group piece of core work that is currently under Study Groups.  2.3, identification of core work items.  2.3 received all the relevant questions among Study Groups in ITU‑T.  I don't want to mention all the details and 2.4 is about the list of questions.  So you can see all the details of the questions by each relevant Study Groups in annex A and the clause 3 need to increase participation.  Tomorrow there will be a meeting for the membership.  Just one second.  Yeah, membership.  Modalities.  But at this meeting of TSAG the Study Group 16 they suggest contribution on the regional statement to RevCom.  Their new participation mechanism be established.  We haven't discussed this regional statement so far.  With the Republic of Korea IoT represents a good pilot, vertical Study Group that concentrate all core subjects.  So I do not want to just simple skip and after that you can see several annex.  Annex A is the list of events.  And the annex B is terms of reference of the new study group.  We proposed vertical group as Study Group 20 with the title of IoT architecture and application.  I cannot see exact title of this Study Group.  However the annex B covers the terms of reference of the enough study and annex c is the representation and open war item addressing IoT.  So all the ‑‑ this table summarize all the published works, ongoing draft recommendations pilot Study Group under ITU‑T.  Thank you all.  This is the contribution from Korea side.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  What I intend to do Ladies and Gentlemen is to have all of these contributions first introduced and I will then provide an opportunity for any questions at the end of the presentations.  But I think that would be the most efficient way of proceeding and then we will continue with the various liaisons from the Study Groups.  So the next contribution is from Telecom Italia.  I understand this will be presented remotely.  So can the remote participant from Telecom Italia please proceed?  

   >> Telecom Italia:  Hello.  (Inaudible) from Telecom Italia.  I am one of the Vice Chairs.  Can you hear me?  Hello.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, I can hear you.  But there is some background interference.  Perhaps we can clean that up before you proceed.  Can you speak again perhaps?  

   >> Telecom Italia:  Yes.  This is (inaudible) from Telecom Italia.  Now sounds better?  

   >> CHAIR:  It is better than it was.  Not quite the quality we are looking for.  It will be very difficult to interpret your words.  Perhaps I'd ask you to proceed and just go to the summary of your proposal and then perhaps we can proceed to the next item if this interference issue does not resolve itself.  

   >> Telecom Italia:  Okay.  Okay.  I will do.  So good morning, Ladies and Gentlemen.  From Telecom Italia and I serve all the Focus Group of Smart Sustainable Cities.  We greatly appreciate the activities of Focus Group of Smart Sustainable Cities.  This Focus Group has been able to involve broad and multi‑stakeholder as under administrations and so on.  Lots of possible stakeholders.  So they developed a comprehensive view on the complex issue of how a city can contribute to sustainable digital organization focusing on the major European aspects of economic growth and environmental protection.  

   >> CHAIR:  Excuse me, if I could ask you to speak more slowly, that might help.  

   >> Telecom Italia:  Okay.  I will do.  Telecom Italia would like to commend the work of the Focus Group Smart Sustainable Cities which concluded their finalizing 21 technical specifications and reports.  The Focus Group itself felt ITU‑T needs to provide an international platform to examine the role of the Internet of Things for Smart Sustainable Cities.  As IoT and Smart Sustainable Cities are quite interrelated and are among the areas where standardization can best enable timely delivery of the solutions needed.  
    Urban IoT systems in Smart Sustainable Cities can provide a win win situation of increasing quality of and enhancing the services offered to the citizens while bringing an economical advantage for the city administrations in terms of reduces, reduction of operational costs.  So Telecom Italia apparently exes supports to the creation of new Study Group of ITU‑T as promote leisure activities of IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities and can leverage on activities carried out by other Forums and for sure of the IoT GSI and all the other activities within the ITU on Internet of Things.  Thank you.  I hope it was possible to understand my speech.  

   >> The microphone sir was too close to the speaker on the remote.  Ten centimeters away would have been better.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  I hope that message was understood.  That's very important for the remote participants to not be too close to the microphone.  I think that was part of the problem.  But in any case thank you for that report.  If we could move to the next item, it is contribution No. 56 from Singapore and I understand this will be presented by the United Arab Emirates please. 

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  On behalf of IDS Singapore I have the pleasure to introduce this document as a Vice Chair of the focus group on Smart Sustainable Cities.  So the IDS Singapore supports the new Study Group IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities and communities.  Singapore recognizes that the work done by the focus group on Smart Sustainable Cities suspect important and forward looking.  The scope that Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities encompasses in far reaching and comprehensible, all countries that strive to develop at smart cities capabilities.  IoT being one of the key enablers for the Smart Sustainable Cities would have several aspects that would want much study and discussion.  So it would be appropriate for a separate Study Group to do an in‑depth discussion on IoTs particularly relating to the enable ‑‑ to the enablement of Smart Sustainable Cities.  
    During the 7th meeting of the ITU‑T Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities which took place in United Kingdom in March 2015 the participants discussed a possibility of creating a new Study Group on IoTs on Smart Sustainable Cities and communities considering the importance of this topic Singapore had expressed interest for the formation of this new Study Group during the 8th Focus Group on smart sustainable meeting took place in Abu Dhabi May of this year which has been incorporated in to a liaison statement sent to TSAG by the Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities.  Singapore would like to take this opportunity to reiterate our support for the creation of this enough Study Group and would be honored to host its first meeting.  It is an inaugural meeting.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you UAE on behalf of Singapore.  The next contribution is C 58 from Argentina please.  

   >> ARGENTINA:  Thank you, Chair.  And good morning, to everyone.  Our contribution is quite a brief one.  And it is ‑‑ it is aligned with what has been mentioned before.  We have identified the work of this Focus Group on Internet of Things response to sustainable cities has been very well received by ITU and by the development of Developing Countries.  We understand that the Internet is playing a very important role and allows cities and communities to become more smart and to develop work in this area.  
    We also believe that there is a possibility to how these smart societies and cities can use the Internet of Things and how to identify their requirements to introduce this in to our standards work which we are looking at in TSAG.  Argentina supports a creation of this Study Group.  Thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much for that presentation.  The next document for our consideration is contribution No. 61 from Italy please.  Mr. Fabio Bigi, Vice Chair of TSAG.  

   >> FABIO BIGI:  Thank you, Chairman.  Italy acknowledges the result of the meeting in Dubai with corresponding liaison statement.  We have made some economic consideration about the kind of envelope involved in this project.  We are supporting the creation of the Study Group because we think it is a very important, is multi‑stakeholder problem and the administration is very interested to keep an eye on being overriding multi‑stakeholder effort and with that I conclude the presentation.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  And the final contribution for our consideration before we go back to TD260 contribution is contribution 66 from Saudi Arabia.  

   >> SAUDI ARABIA:  Thank you, Chair.  Good morning, everyone.  Mr. Chairman, the issue of Smart Sustainable Cities is a very important one.  We particularly given that half of the global population that live in cities and this is clear following the UN report.  ICTs play an important role in the reduction of risks and the improvements of life in particular if this is coordinated with the Internet of Things.  Saudi Arabia supports the creation of this Study Group which will take in to consideration the Internet of Things for Smart Sustainable Cities.  
    We would hope this will be a departure point so that ITU can continue to play an innovative role within the framework of smart cities.  And within the framework of ICTs in order to contribute to the well being of humanity.  Thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much for that presentation.  So Ladies and Gentlemen I had indicated I would return to TD260.  I don't believe it is necessary to have the document actually presented.  The key point of this is that the focus group on Smart Sustainable Cities suggested to create a new Study Group on IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities, including moving questions from related Study Groups to the new Study Group.  I think that's the most important point.  So we won't have it presented separately.  So I also indicated that I would provide an opportunity for any questions, clarifications or any questions on the individual contributions.  I will open the floor for the meeting to pose these questions at this time.  
    So I see there is two requests from the floor.  First orange please.  

   >> ORANGE TELECOM:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Now with regard to the contribution 52, I would have wished to know whether the proposal of Korea means that the questions listed under 2.4 or at least parts of the questions would be moved to the new Study Group.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  I will take all of the questions first and then I would ask the ‑‑ those who are directly involved in the responses to respond at that time.  The next request for the floor is UAE. 

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much Mr. President.  I would like to express my attitude for the parties who have suggested the creation of a new Study Group about the Internet of Things.  Regarding the Smart Sustainable Cities we had the honor to host the last meeting for the group on Smart Sustainable Cities which was held in Dubai ‑‑ in Abu Dhabi at the beginning of May this year.  And it coincided with the Forum of the ITU regarding Smart Sustainable Cities and with the first meeting of the first question 20 under the Study Group 5 which on smart and sustainable cities and Mr. President, as Dr. Lee had mentioned the director of TSB has mentioned in his statement there was a signing, signature on the memorandum between the ITU‑T and Dubai about a project of the application of persons indicated about SSE which were adopted by the Study Group on SSC.  So also implemented in Abu Dhabi at the first city where the indicators of ‑‑ are implemented for the first time and the project will last for two years.  And as I mentioned in my statement the United Arab Emirates supports the creation of new Study Group about the Internet of Things regarding the Smart Sustainable Cities.  Thank you very much.  

   >> CHAIR:  Microphone from the interpreters was still keyed.  The U.S. industry have followed the discussions in the RevCom and we appreciate the vary administrations efforts to identify specific topics related to ITU‑T restructuring and with that in mind having listened to views during the council and having read the TSAG contributions, it is apparent that this topic has quite a bit of support.  The U.S. would like to highlight some of our concerns since establishing this group at this time.  One is the fragmentation with respect to the proposal from the Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities to create a new Study Group on IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities we have concerns that such approach will lead to IoT fragmentation.  Another IoT for smart resilient cities and yet another on smart cities and so on.  
    No. 2, Study Group restructuring, standards for technologies and systems that constitute the IoT are already being developed within other existing IoT Study Groups.  The standards development activities are suitably supported by expertise available to that group and relevant industry participation and considering the financial impact creating a new distinct Study Group for IoT may require these experts to participate in multiple groups and quite possibly depriving existing Study Groups of this expertise.  So we need to look at that.  No. 3 the existing activities, we believe this expanded standardization effort will run parallel to standardization efforts that are already under way in other standards organizations.  And unless rationalized with other such existing activities can adversely impact the uptake and the benefit of IoT.  IoT is an emerging independently and in parallel across many domains with each bringing their own regulatory and policy frameworks.  Maybe a more viable approach getting sectors to work together in an ecosystem where expertise from all relevant technical organizations will help realize the development and deployment of IoT technologies.  Mr. Chairman, taking in to consideration the three points the U.S. has highlighted.  One fragmentation of IoT studies.  Two, the need to attend multiple groups.  Three, taking in to consideration existing activities in other organizations.  At this time we believe that it is premature for this TSAG to determine the establishment of a new Study Group specific to IoT.  Inn stead we would like to have colleagues look at the current IoTs ‑‑ ITU‑T structure with the view of bringing in proposals to the next TSAG meetings on ways to restructure the T sector.  And that is within the existing balanced budget at WTSA 2016.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  China please.  

   >> CHINA:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Good morning, everyone.  China understands the proposal by Republic of Korea.  We think this is a very good idea.  We support also the idea of many countries on the establishment of new Study Group on IoT.  I would like to present our thinking here.  Firstly China supports ITU's efforts in standardization of IoT including the work spread out in different Study Groups and Focus Groups.  Also include ‑‑ must also include the work of ITU‑T in the field of IoT, the relationship of ITU‑T with other organizations.  We supported because the relevant standards of our IoT are quite different from the historical standards because most of the standards can be used for other industries.  The label of ITU‑T can have very positive impact on other industries.  Secondly China supports the creation of the Focus Group on IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities.  This also closely is often related to the work of the Government, the results and studies in this field can have a lot of advantages.  So this can be accepted by the market easily and this can also increase the application of ITU‑T's standards on IoT.  Thirdly we also suggest that while establishing the focus group we have to think about the way in which to ‑‑ we establish it.  The especially the following, first the vertical and horizontal ways and also the continued ways of various study groups.  Thirdly the relationship with other Focus Groups and models of work and thirdly how to increase the standardization works value and impact of our work here, I would like to express to Dr. Lee that I listened carefully to your strategic visions just now.  We really appreciate your vision, visions for ITU‑T.  Finally China hopes that during this meeting and next year before WTSA we'll carefully study the relevant issues and propose our ideas.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you China.  At least the interpretation came through as you are supporting the idea of the a Focus Group.  I think what you meant to say was Study Group or at least the interpretation was for Study Group, not a Focus Group.  Can I just clarify that point?  China please.  

   >> CHINA:  I mean Focus Group.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you.  We have a remote participant from Tunisie Telecom.  Please proceed.  

   >> I think we are still trying to get in touch with the remote participant.  For some reason their phone is enabled but not speaking.  

   >> CHAIR:  We will come back later.  The next request for the floor is from Canada please.  

   >> CANADA:  Thank you, Chairman and good morning, to all.  The number of contributions proposing the creation of a Study Group on IoT gives an indication of the importance of this topic.  On the one hand we have a number of contributions that come from the focus group on smart and sustainable cities.  Proposed creation of vertical Study Group I assume in both case will be a vertical Study Group.  And the question we have is for the Delegation of Korea is what is the likely life span that vertical Study Group.  It would be one year, two years, three years, four years.  Because it is a vertical group when all the work has been completed hopefully in a short time.  The idea would be that a Focus Group should wrap up and move on.  Thank you, Chairman.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you.  Your request for the floor from Korea.  Korea please.  

   >> REPUBLIC OF KOREA:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you so much for all the valuable comments from the floor.  During this meeting of the TSAG we had two proposals, one from Republic of Korea and the other one from Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities.  Proposal to create Study Group on IoT.  That's become a part of proposal.  The point is as progressed by the U.S. Delegation we have to avoid fragmentation on IoT standardization.  Which means if we mainly focus on IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities it is enough to make a recommendation, why not IoT, why not IoT (inaudible) e‑Health.  In this regard the proposal by the Republic of Korea is to create the general Study Group, we call this at vertical study group.  So under this umbrella if needed we may have established a working party for each typical vertical services.  As one of the Delegations from Korea side the Smart Sustainable Cities one typical IoT vertical application studies is ‑‑ so from Korea side we are ready to make compromised solution for us to go forward.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  Intel please.  

   >> INTEL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, the director discussed in his opening comments his Committee to improve ITU's value and efficiency.  The only metric for a value of a voluntary standard if it gets reduced to practice, if products are actually made implementing the standard.  The industry supporting IoT standardization activities under way by SDOs such as JTC 1, IEEE, 1M, 2M, IIC and others based on their established areas of expertise, competition and collaboration under way and this is normally for a nationed area.  Industry lady efforts are Kate kal not only for global market development and you go for actual ICT market solutions, actual products being deployed and public and private partnership test projects.  There are proposals from six administrations support by multi per administrations to create a new standardization activity on IoT.  And the ITU is an Intergovernmental organization and, of course, the administrations have their sovereign right to do whatever they want.  But I suggest Mr. Chairman that a premature new standardization activity driven by administrations without industry support may have the result that there will be little industry participation and little adoption of the standards as has been the case with many F series and Y series, IoT recommendations to date.  I would urge if the ITU wants to produce tangible results but standards that get deployed and promote interoperability they should take the time between now and WTSA to build on the good work of the JCA‑IoT to cooperate and build relationships and industry to they participate in any new group but more importantly they actually deploy products based on standards.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  Orange please.  

   >> ORANGE TELECOM:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  May I humbly remind you that I ask a question for clarification on section 2.4 of the contribution 52 some time ago and I wanted to know whether it was intended to move some of these questions or all of these questions or parts of these questions to the newly created Study Group and we wanted to hear essentially the Chairman of the Study Group involved in in order to find out whether he agrees to this procedure.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you Mr. Olivier Dubuisson.  What I intended to do was to give the floor to those who wish to intervene and them come back to the individual questions.  Yours was the first and I would like to provide an opportunity to respond to your specific questions concerning section 2.4 of the Korean proposal but I will come back after the list of interventions is exhausted.  The next request is from UAE please.  

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  And I did not have the possibility to introduce a document TD260.  You have summarized it very eloquently.  This liaison statement comes from the Focus Group and the participants come from administrations, sector members, all interested stakeholders who are interested in this work.  Liaison statement comes from a group.  Although that we have contributions from Member States and we have one operator Telecom Italia, however this work is supported by many during the focus group and the terms of reference which is indicated in this liaison statement was supported by many stakeholders including Member States, operators and other NGOs.  So if you see this proposal Mr. Chairman, although the title is ‑‑ the proposed title of this Study Group is Internet of Things for Smart Sustainable Cities.  However the proposal is to have two working parties.  One working party on IoTs for Smart Sustainable Cities and then there are a number of terms of reference for this working party and working party 2 IoT in general.  So this is the proposal from the liaison statement came from the Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities.  And also in this proposal there is suggestion that all the current work done on IoTs to be transformed to this new Study Group as indicated in the section of the report if this new Study Group is created Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities also suggested moving existing questions related to IoT from other ITU‑T Study Groups, for example, question 2 of Study Group 13 and question 25 of Study Group 16 and, of course, other groups including the JCA output or reports.  On another note regarding the work done on other organizations this Study Group is to be created and open for any SDO, anybody who is interested on this work to come and participate in this group and this Study Group also will take in to consideration the work to be done by other SDOs in terms of IoTs.  
    So this is in brief Mr. Chairman and as was indicated by the distinguished colleague from United States that we don't want to send the experts to different groups.  So actually this is the main idea.  We bring the topic of IoTs in one Study Group and we focus in one Study Group on IoTs.  Sorry for taking lots of time.  Thank you for giving me the floor.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  I have four requests from the floor remaining and I would like to close the list.  Burkina Faso, Saudi Arabia, United Kingdom and we have a statement from our remote participant that will be read out by Mr. Scholl.  I would like to close the list at that point and then come back to the specific questions that have been proposed and I will then give the floor to Korea.  I would ask all the intervenors at this point to be as brief as possible.  And Burkina Faso first please.  

   >> BURKINA FASO:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We would like to thank the TSB for the presentation of this report as well as all administrations who contributed to this matter.  As you know Mr. Chairman, IoT is very important for the international community and our countries wish to overcome the digital divide.  

   >> This is the remote.  This is the remote.  

   >> BURKINA FASO:  For us very important is the strengthening of the capacities, exchange of good practices as well as developing the security measures.  Therefore we would like to invite the standardization sector to take greater action in order to promote all three directions in which the work has been developed.  Burkina Faso has already stated earlier supports the creation of a new Study Group in order to take in to account these very important studies.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you.  I will give the floor now to Tunisie Telecom.  Remote participant please.  

It would seem that we are having technical difficulties.  I will ask Mr. Scholl to read out the message from Tunisie Telecom.  Mr. Scholl please.  

   >> REINHARD SCHOLL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  So this is a message from Mr. Rim Belhassine‑Cherif from Tunisie Telecom.  "Tunisie Telecom would support the creation of new Study Group on Internet of Things for Smart Sustainable Cities.  In fact, with the increase of Internet connections worldwide and the expansion of the number of connected devices IoT with its various applications would represent an interesting technology to make cities smarter and more sustainable.  Since IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities will cover multiple aspects which will require important standardization work the structure of Study Group could be the most suitable to deal with," end of quote.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you Mr. Scholl and thank you by extension Tunisie Telecom.  Saudi Arabia please.  

   >> SAUDI ARABIA:  Thank you very much Mr. President.  Mr. President, I would like to commend what was stated by the Delegate of Burkina Faso and the impact of the Study Group on the ‑‑ in bridging the digital gap.  Mr. President, I have two comments.  The first about the necessity of recalling that the ITU‑T is considered one of the first organizations which start leading the field of IoT.  And especially in February 2012 when the ITU established about Internet of Things.  And was followed by some organizations in November 2012.  The establishing of bodies with the same work as the one carried out by the ITU and accordingly this issue or this subject shows that the ITU is considered one of the leading organizations in the field of IoT and it is high time that it carries its leading work in this field.  This is the first point.  The second point is we should note that the structure of the ITU‑T includes vertical and horizontal Study Groups.  More specifically the study group 15 which is considered the ‑‑ one of the vertical groups which makes standards which compete with the other ‑‑ standards of the other organizations.  We have heard from Dr. Lee that the Study Group 15 has issued recommendation G which benefits from ‑‑ which is optimized and Mr. President, we note that the suggestions in this field can be justified by what you have mentioned kindly mentioned.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  After that we have Tunisie Telecom who like to speak.  Again I would ask everyone to be brief so that we can proceed.  United Kingdom first please.  

   >> UNITED KINGDOM:  Thank you, Chairman.  And good morning, everyone.  The UK appreciates the work of the Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities and we agree with its proposal that there needs to be a focus on IoTs, the Smart Sustainable Cities.  The amount of supports that we have had in contributions to this meeting underlines that this is an important area.  
    So in principle the proposal for concentration of work on IoT has merit.  However we do need more time to consider this.  We need to consider the implications fully, particularly with WTSA less than 18 months ahead.  We need to consider how the existing work in other Study Groups is impacted.  Korea has proposed moving questions and part questions from existing Study Groups through this new Study Group.  We are not quite sure how other Study Groups will consider this.  We have TDs from Study Group 16 and 17 which we have yet to consider but both of them appear to be rather negative to this work moving away from them.  
    We also need to consider how the work that we are proposing to impacts on the work in other SDOs and how we can best work together and I think the intervention from Intel is very pertinent there.  We also need to think about what this means in terms of the structure.  We don't have a Chair.  We don't have Vice Chairs.  We don't have the counselor or advisor from TSB.  
    And we also need to consider decision 5 of Plenipot which talks about having less meetings.  So if we are creating a new Study Group we are creating more work and more meetings.  And we are not quite sure how the existing experts are going to be able to divide their time between these different study groups.  
    So while supporting in principle we would think as a compromise it would be good to go ahead with the work as a working party of Study Group 5 and in the next two TSAGs work out how we can set up this Study Group and how the ITU‑T Study Group structure can be restructured moving forward to the next WTSA.  Thank you, Chairman.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  So now we will give the floor to the remote participant, Tunisie Telecom please.  

   >> TUNISIE TELECOM:  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you for giving me the floor once again.  Ladies and Gentlemen, good morning.  I'm (inaudible) from Tunisie Telecom.  We support the creation of this new study group on the Internet of Things for Smart Sustainable Cities.  Together with the evolution of Internet for things and the rapid explosion of the number of electronic devices, Internet of Things and diverse applications represents a very interesting technology for Smart Sustainable Cities.  
    And as the Internet of Things the Smart Sustainable Cities covers various aspects which is very important part of our standardization work.  The Study Group could be the Forum to address this very important topic.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Okay.  Thank you very much.  Thank you for being brief.  I will now give the floor to Korea please to respond to the comments and questions from Orange and from Canada regarding the vertical Study Group.  Korea please.  

   >> REPUBLIC OF KOREA:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Regarding the question from the Orange which is related to the clause 2.4, the clause 2.4 is the initial text for the discussion during this meeting of the TSAG.  I'm not quite sure whether we Republic of Korea gathered all the relevant existing question of each Study Group under ITU‑T or not.  However we tried to cover some of the existing question of relevant Study Group and in addition to this, the very last viewpoints we also add some possible item with new questions.  I am not sure whether this is quite appropriate or not.  But at very least brief point on clause 2.4, we simply identified three subbullet items, IoT datasets for vertical applications and IoT for dig data application and IoT standardization strategy and coordination.  That's the response from Republic of Korea regarding other questions from applicants.  Is there anything I have to respond?  

   >> CHAIR:  There was a question from Canada with regard to the concept of a vertical Study Group and its ‑‑ how long it would actually be in existence.  Thank you.  

   >> REPUBLIC OF KOREA:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Yes, I understand the comments from Canada.  It also depends on our discussion.  We Republic of Korea we don't have a clear image how and until when we need to keep this vertical Study Group or not.  It depends on our discussion.  And we don't ‑‑ as we mentioned we don't have any clear image on the duration of this vertical IoT Study Group but it depends on the proposal the last January RevCom meeting.  At the moment we Korea proposed the concept of vertical Study Group and during the meeting the general Consensus on it.  In this regards we propose to initiate propose this new vertical IoT Study Group but it depends on our discussion regarding the duration and time frame.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  Germany please.  

   >> GERMANY:  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  Good morning, to everyone.  Well, of course, we see the high degree of interest in the topic of Internet of Things.  We see the importance of the topic and we also would like to facilitate any activity which ‑‑ by which the ITU‑T can contribute to the standardization process.  Having heard the arguments given so far, we think, of course, that there's certain overlap or that concerns and we see them from other Study Groups where there is ‑‑ might be then arise some duplication, maybe.  But in any case it seems to be necessary that some further work is carried out in order to identify the proper structure for such, whether it is vertical or horizontal.  For me Internet of Things is general a horizontal issue.  Don't debate whether it is vertical or horizontal.  We would more sympathize with the idea provided by the colleagues of united kink dom.  Focus the idea for in the working party and maybe at WTSA having it in the broad light of the overall restructuring of the Study Group and then we can take a clear decision after this.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  I see a further request for the floor from France.  Ladies and Gentlemen, the way I would like to proceed I know I haven't now ‑‑ I haven't reached the point of taking the liaison statements from the various Study Groups.  What I would will do at this point is give the opportunity to France to take the floor.  And after that I will give you a very short coffee break.  I apologize that we haven't had that opportunity yet.  But perhaps to more than ten minutes and then we will resume.  I will take the interventions or the contributions from the Study Groups and then I will conclude or try to conclude and suggest a way forward as to how we proceed through this meeting.  So I will give the floor to France and then we'll call it a coffee break.  France please.  

   >> FRANCE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you to the contributions on the subject but France there is a lot of interest on the Internet of Things.  There is also already a lot of work at ITU on this matter.  Therefore I think one of the main subjects of the ‑‑ of which the American Delegation has just mentioned is the fragmentation of work.  So we should be modest.  There is some internal fragmentation.  Therefore all the ideas to try and work better on our internal work are very interesting points and should be studies, studied.  We look at the idea of having something on the Internet of Things as it is and we think it is very interesting to separate there this from main applications.  Even if the Smart Sustainable Cities is quite a large subject matter.  We think it would be more interesting to find and organize an efficient way on our activities on the Internet of Things.  
    As it was mentioned by the a number of Delegations the Internet of Things is a very important matter for many standards organizations throughout the world.  And the other challenge is to rationalize, to make activities more efficient and to collaborate in a very efficient manner with the standards organizations.  The oneM2M and the proposals and terms of reference have been made by Korea I think this is an important point and the definition of the work that we have and France really encourages this.  There are two objectives.  We try to have a leadership role and to have the most efficient activity as possible.  Because there are many questions which cover the Internet of Things.  Also there are many different initiatives to strengthen collaboration JC, et cetera.  And there is a question of internal organization and a question of positioning such as the aspect of collaboration between with other strengthening organizations, standardization organizations.  This is the point I wanted to make.  Sorry for taking more time than necessary.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  We will take a brief ten minute recess at this point and I request that you be back here no later than 5 to 12 and we will continue to with our discussion and a way forward.  We will see you in ten minutes.  
    (Coffee break). 

   >> CHAIR:  Ladies and Gentlemen, if we could begin again.  So if we now could deal with section 8.2 on liaisons, the first document we have for our consideration is TD217.  This is a liaison from Study Group 16 concerning the issue of the new Study Group.  So there are other issues that are addressed in TD217 but we will come to those later.  But for time being I would like to give the floor to the Chairman of Study Group 16, Mr. Naito please. 

   >> YUSHI NAITO:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Yes, this TD217 summarizes our result of our discussion and it was made just after the Tunisia meeting, one month later we had a Study Group 16 meeting and we had a joint working party asking all the Study Group members to gather and discuss how we will ‑‑ we should respond to the suggestions from TSAG for restructuring and what we basically understood was that what is important is related work be as much as possible grouped together and work efficiently.  And the restructuring itself is not the target.  It might be one of the potential solutions.  So in this regard we continue the discussion and, for example, in our Study Group 16 question 3 has already developed more than one 100 recommendations and question 6 which is developed has been developing the video recording standard working together with (inaudible) and made a very important recommendations of H264 and H265.  And also we recognize that in Study Group 15 question 4 had managed whole report of the copper based access network recommendation by only one question.  So even single question can do a good thing if it were well organized and had very good motivation.  And thinking that in based on previous, go to the second page and there several items suggested from TSAG for restructuring but I would like to touch on IoT as Bruce suggested.  We have four relevant questions.  Question 25, 27, 28, and 21.  In Korean contribution question 26 was also included but they don't have so much relevancy to IoT.  So we first ask these four questions, whether they would like to participate in new IoT Study Group or not.  And question 25 shows favor for joining IoT vertical Study Group.  But other questions, question 27 for ITS, question 28 for e‑Health and question 21 for multimedia framework applications and services.  They all hesitate to move to IoT new Study Group.  Since all these questions have also other work items not related to IoT, or they are working together with other questions which are not relevant to IoT.  So to continue their work effectively we believe that question 27, 28 and 21 is rather stay in Study Group 16 to continue the effective work and if question 25 thinks it much more important to move to new Study Group, that might be things we have to consider.  In addition I would like to add that creation of such Study Group should not leave behind Study Groups that lack, who are looking at standardization topics.  We have been framing these good project for long years.  And picking up the good promising subject to other than later, this is vertical.  So not so long continued and they will ask the maintenance of the recommendation to the existing Study Groups.  How can the existing Study Group without developing the recommendation and only ask the maintenance can be highly motivated.  That is also very big problem for Study Group.  That is from Study Group 16 now.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  I would like to move now to TD236 from Study Group 17.  Dr. Kramer please.  

   >> Dr. Kramer:  Thank you.  Mr. Chairman, one of Study Group 17 serious concerns has been noted on now lies and TSAG is maintaining a key strength of the ITU‑T, a core competency standard on security to maintain such a core competency center requires it works on the hot topics that attract the necessary technical experts.  We're concerned that fragmenting security experts by Siphoning of security work to vertical Study Groups may adversely affect the quality of security work in both Study Groups.  The security competency center and the vertical Study Groups and increased coordination efforts caused.  Study Group 17 discussed the issue in April and now looking through the new papers, new suggestions I have more concerns.  For example, suggestion to remove QSECs.  Technical studies within QSECs much broader than business application of IoT.  
    Before we start any dramatic changes in the ITU‑T structure we need to be sure that our existing tools do not work well.  It seems that we have all what we need to provide high quality implementible recommendations in two strategic ITU‑T areas.  Development of ICT infrastructure, and providing confidence and security in the use of ICT.  
    This is our main visibility.  Rather than the title of a possible new Study Group.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  We have two additional documents.  TD258, TSAG is to note that we have already heard there would be question 20 that would join the IoT GSI.  The other is the Convenor for the JCA‑IoT liaison statement, TD239.  Is there anyone who would wish to present this document very briefly?  I do believe ‑‑ yes.  Korea please.  

   >> REPUBLIC OF KOREA:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  This document is the regional statement from the JCA.  We met at the end of April.  We prepared this statement.  This is just for information for the relevant bodies including the TSAG because we hold at last JCA meeting we hope at coming meeting we hope in will be a discussion matters.  We decide to prepare this regional statement to the TSAG.  Current activities on IoT by each relevant question of Study Groups and I would like to emphasize that we in every JCA meeting we revising the IoT standard roadmap.  It is the latest version of the standard roadmap is to 10.  This is for information and the next event will be scheduled at the 20th of July this year.   

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  So Ladies and Gentlemen, I think we have reached the point where I can try to summarize the discussion that's taken place on this topic.  First of all, I, of course, I think there is widespread Consensus and agreement that the subject of IoT is of great importance.  So I think that's agreed.  Now secondly there is strong support for the idea of establishing a new Study Group on IoT for Smart Sustainable Cities.  However having said that, there have been a number of interventions indicating that perhaps a number of points need to be clarified before proceeding with the actual establishment of this Study Group.  Among them we've heard the issue of fragmentation.  We've heard the issue of participation.  We've heard the issue of ensuring that we fully understand activities that are taking place in other organizations and entities on this topic.  So that the ITU‑T can position itself properly on the study of this topic.  We also heard from the Study Groups that there are some concerns that need to be addressed before proceeding.  And that there is a need therefore to have some assurance that in the establishment of the new Study Group in establishing a new terms of reference that these various items have been adequately addressed.  Now I would like to give the opportunity for further discussion on these various points that have been highlighted in the interventions that have been put forward this morning.  We would like to provide an opportunity for those who have concerns to be able to discuss those in greater detail.  So for that reason I'm proposing to establish an Ad Hoc Group.  I have asked the ‑‑ one of my Vice Chairs to lead that group, Mr. Fabio Bigi and the basic terms of reference would be to examine the various options that have been put forward, including the suggestion made by the UK that perhaps a working party of Study Group 5 might be a viable way forward.  So all of the options that may be considered could be discussed in this Ad Hoc Group with a view towards trying to reach some kind of Consensus on a way forward.  Someone suggested there is no reason not to establish the Study Group now.  Others have suggested that perhaps more discussion is required and that the proper time for establishing such a Study Group would be the assembly.  So I think that would be the focus of the discussion and hopefully there will be an opportunity to find areas of complete Consensus so they could be brought back to TSAG and we could move forward on that basis.  So that would be my suggestion, Ladies and Gentlemen.  We do have a request from remote participant.  I would like to give the floor to the remote participant at this point.  

   >> Thank you.  This is (inaudible).  I hope ‑‑ I hope you hear better my voice.  Thank you for the ‑‑ the idea of having a (inaudible) group.  It is very good idea to allow everyone to get acquainted with what is needed.  I would just willing to raise one point.  Because it seems that as usual acceptance is natural, everyone is thinking more of a risk than to the opportunities.  We need, we see it is clear there could be some problems when moving activities from one Study Group to another, to changing what is the status quo.  This could be the reason not to move at all.  The solution for IoT and Smart Sustainable Cities, not next year, not two or three years.  Then the ITU‑T started earlier beyond that and has demonstrated that to be able to bring good venue, the membership that ITU‑T ‑‑ in ITU‑T there are stakeholders that do not participate in other funding organizations.  In particular I have seen in the Focus Group Smart Sustainable Cities it is enabled involving end users, city managers, regulators who are not participating in other foundational organizations, many who are not even participating in to ITU‑T.  There is an opportunity to capture nonparticipation.  In particular from the end users that are an important part in this ‑‑ in defining technical solution.  Because what we see and (inaudible) are participating in M2M and other SDOs they are typically quite focused on technical solutions, but typically the problem is the lack of the regulators, the end users, the way (inaudible).  So we see that we should take this in to account.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you very much.  So Ladies and Gentlemen, if we could proceed on that basis we will establish the Ad Hoc Group.  Mr. Fabio Bigi will be the leader of that group.  I believe the first opportunity for a meeting would be at noon tomorrow.  Unfortunately it overlaps with the ICT discovery tour but most of you from what I have gathered this morning have already either taken the tour or ‑‑ well, you have already taken the tour and are well aware of what is being offered.  I would suggest the noon hour would be appropriate time for this first meeting.  We do have meetings of Rapporteur group this evening.  So I don't want to interfere with that.  So if you could agree we will proceed on that basis.  
    Okay.  Thank you.  So Ladies and Gentlemen, if we could ‑‑ yes, I would like to give the floor to the director, please.  

   >> CHAESUB LEE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We now agreed of initial Ad Hoc Group, I appreciate your speed to collaborate together.  So compromise, I believe we should find the best solution I believe.  There is a couple of comments, what I have during the discussions someone raised some financial impact.  I believe this is also important to think about the formation of this group.  So that we had not completed yet but we have some trial of this analysis of this financial aspect.  Including the human resources.  So until today my conclusion is it would be enough to cover ourselves as we continue our saving our cost and also extending of this ‑‑ of reachibility of this human resources, our step would be covered without any additional fund for the next three years.  That is I tried ‑‑ if you need it, we will provide of this information more clearly.  I believe it is during the Ad Hoc Group it would be good provider of that information.  And another point is now we are listening from the Study Groups, the liaison statement.  But very precise and detailed analysis of what's going on in the study groups, each Study Groups my recommendation is you have to look at this ‑‑ this Ad Hoc Group should be investigated what Smart Sustainable Cities relate to programmes that are going on.  It would be very important to note the exact situation.  We still have enough activities, what is the steps, what is areas we are challenging.  That would be very important consideration for these Ad Hoc Groups.  That's my two comments on this.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, Dr. Lee.  I am sure that Mr. Fabio Bigi is taking careful note.  I would like to proceed with our agenda.  I know it is only 12 minutes left before we are scheduled to break for lunch.  I would ask the interpreters if we can have ten additional minutes.  

   >> Yes, sir.  

   >> CHAIR:  So we can finish this section.  So without any further ado I would like to give the floor to the Chairman of the review Committee, Mr. Mida to present TD300 on progress of the work of the review Committee.  Mr. Mida please.  

   >> Mr. Mida:  Good morning, or afternoon.  I'm not sure.  Ladies and Gentlemen, I am Mr. Mida and behalf of RevCom I would like to present TD300.  First of all, I would like to express my sincere thanks to all the Delegates and RevCom management team for their great contribution to the RevCom activity.  This document summarizes the key issue on RevCom activity to be reported to TSAG and WTSA 16.  Close to basis of the review of the current Study Group activity several statistics reporting tools were developed by TSB to facilitate their regular monitoring of Study Group activity.  The report generated automatically from the work programme database.  The statistics recognized by the Study Group Chairman is useful for Study Group management.  Example of monitoring activity as shown in following RevCom TD on the SG activity Rapporteur group, group activity and the recommendation download statistics.  After the Study Group monitoring was initiated the reduction has been observed in the number of the state work items across various Study Groups.  RevCom noted that there is a process of continuous improvement happening in various Study Groups.  
    So the RevCom recommends that the monitoring should be continued at TSB automatic data monitoring system with a minimum impact on the required resources.  The monitoring data of current ITU‑T activities should be reported regularly to TSAG meeting.  Closely I leave you of the effectiveness and the efficiency of the current ITU‑T structure and the group such as Study Group, Focus Group, JCA, GSI, et cetera, is now in progress.  But we identify that usage of other tools and their success will depend heavily on their operational management.  Focus Group will identify as a key tool in ITU‑T to trigger new work ‑‑ new work in the various study groups.  So the next point is how to improve the relation between Poe focus groups and study groups.  So clause 4 Focus Group are flexible tool for progressing the new work since there have been many instance in which membership of Focus Group does not have experience in the developing of technical specifications.  The creation of Focus Group guidelines including continued coordination with the parent group could facilitate the efficient transfer to the parent group of Focus Group deliverables aimed at becoming a draft recommendation or supplement.  RevCom recommends to TSAG that ITU‑T issue guidelines as appendix to ITU‑T adopt 7 as found in TD309 for TSAG at this TSAG meeting.  
    This is one of the important proposals from RevCom to TSAG in this meeting.  Clause 5, RevCom agrees that ITU‑T implements a trial of new standardization strategy function created by TSAG in line with TSAG responsibility for Strategic Planning.  This function was study and coordinate standardization strategy based on the dynamic development in the technical market.  Taking account the dialogue among the leadership of ITU‑T Working Group on the identification and initiation of new web topics that are of strategic importance of industry and Government.  This management function will be essential for our future study in ITU‑T.  At this RevCom meeting basic term of reference for this function but still need further discussion on three principal aspects, whether it should be a function implemented under the TSAG or independently who should share it and whether the group should be open to nonITU‑T members.  So RevCom will continue discussion of the proposal and will report at the next our TSAG meeting I hope.  So contribution to RevCom are on this topic invited.  Clause 6 RevCom has reviewed outcome of CTO meeting and technology watch as defined in the Resolution 82 in WTSA‑12.  So RevCom reviews the outcome of each CTO meeting since 2013 and highlighted the item such as IoT, video, SDM and IMT 2020 and 5G to be considered in ITU‑T.  RevCom recognizes the barrier of the technology watch report to consider the technological innovation for standards.  GSI director introduced in his report, technology report on tactile Internet was highlighted as user output of tech watch as it looks at world beyond IoT and targets of IMT 2020.  Clause 7, vertical Study Group issue will be very important in the SG restructuring consideration.  RevCom is in general agreement that a vertical Study Group could be beneficial and suggested topic for Study Group including ITS, IoT as you discussed now and future 5G mobile.  RevCom encouraged TSAG to consider the establishment of a new Study Group in 2015 focus on vertical topic, various proposal in TSAG at this Geneva.  You have kind of a result of RevCom discussion.  Clause 8, RevCom developed a summary of the restructuring principle, those already adopted by TSAG in the preparatory process for WTSA‑2004 and 2008 and those grouped by a similarity the following set of restructuring principles that could be adopted to assist at future restructuring discussion.  A group did in to the 7th group, principles.  Clause 9, RevCom requested each Study Group Chairman to review the current Study Group structure aiming at making efficient again and also to identify opportunity for collaboration and colocation between study group.  Any restructuring or colocation of question that may arise might be reviewed by WTSA‑16.  Concerning the Study Group structure for WTS‑16 RevCom propose that TSAG begin the process of considering the detailed Study Group structure for the next Study Group period by requesting input from the Study Groups and proposal from the membership at this meeting.  And then work for the developing its report and proposal to WTSA‑16 on Study Group responsibility, mandate and location of work to be defined in Resolution 2.  RevCom is happy to study a draft study structure proposal if the TSAG request RevCom to do so.  It will be complement by ITU‑T aspect.  TSAG has a responsibility and we should avoid the duplicate work on this state.  We recommend TSAG to have a more detailed discussion on structure for next study period.  Clause 8, RevCom develop a questionnaire on ITU‑T restructuring and collaboration and circulated it among the membership.  The response we have received and first part of ITU‑T structure is to feed in to the work.  The second part of the questionnaire on collaboration and coordination is to be sent to the TSAG Rapporteur's group on strengthening collaboration on further statement.  RevCom confirmed the usefulness of the exercise by noting that due to the subjective interpretation and the incompleteness of the responses the value is limited and action is put in to lower priority at this stage.  
    Finally the collaboration of ITU‑T and ISO/IEC is a long standing and many times interorganizational conflict lies during the standardization work and agreement on the technical coordination mechanism among ISO/IEC, ITU‑T, R was introduced by TSB director.  This mechanism include a four level escalation approach to resolve the conflict between the IEC and ITU‑T.  So the action point of the Chairman of Study Group and TSAG is to adopt the fall level of conflict Resolution.  IC noted that they have been using this mechanism for a number of the years and in fact, they have not gone beyond the step 2 of the four step coordination.  So mutual coordination at the bottom level will be very important.  That is all for my input summary of RevCom report to TSAG on ITU‑T restructuring.  RevCom will continue our work with keeping the collaboration with TSAG.  RevCom propose a new guideline for efficient transfer as in TD349 for TSAG and we expect to see the agreement in the TSAG.  For this remarkable achievement I would like to express my special thanks to Saudi Arabia for their contribution and all the Rapporteur's group members led by Jim Mcfee in this meeting.  Standardization strategy function will be a key issue in WTSA‑16 on the ITU‑T restructuring and it may require restructuring standardization advisory function.  I want to continue discussion with expert in TSAG and RevCom and would like to ask your continuous support to the RevCom study.  Thank you very much for your listening and consideration.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you very much Mr. Mida for that report.  Very interesting conclusions that have been reached and we note the ongoing activities that will take place in RevCom.  
    We have enjoyed very close collaboration between RevCom and TSAG and we fully expect that to continue in the future.  I see a request from the floor from the U.S. please.  

   >> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  And I thank Mr. Mida for his report.  It is well outlined of what the activities were during our meeting at RevCom.  However I asked that the RevCom Chair please clarify section 5.  I'm a little confused as usual as to the first part of that where it says RevCom agrees that ITU‑T implements a trial of the new standardization strategy function created by TSAG.  I believe that what the outcome of the discussion was that there was no Consensus on the function of this group and think the second paragraph more clearly delineates of what the way forward was that we meet at the next RevCom to further discuss the activity of this function.  Mr. Chairman, so if I ask that the Chairman would clarify that.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  Chairman Mida please. 

   >> Mr. Mida:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Yes, I think the U.S. point is correct.  And my description tried to show the importance of standard strategic function as a management among the different groups.  So it is important, from a functional were basically agree.  But we haven't reached any agreement how to implement.  And we ‑‑ I have listed three specific issues for the implementation.  So that's the current situation and RevCom is going to study and we now invite more contributions.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Yes, thank you Mr. Mida.  Perhaps the report should be modified so that it is clear that this is not a trial at this point.  It is simply to be discussed further.  I think that's the point the U.S. is making.  UAE please. 

   >> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much.  Mr. President, my comment is very simple about the question 5, in the report and I thank him for his report and for the great effort during the meetings of the RevCom Committee.  The first point which reflects the discussions which in the meetings and today meetings of Monday and Friday about who presides this group.  I'm going to talk about English.  Function.  Should read in the next second paragraph who should Chair it in brackets the TSB director, ITU‑T membership, or nonITU members from industry.  The list will reflect the discussion of what happened in the previous meeting.  Thank you.  

   >> CHAIR:  Thank you.  I see Mr. Mida nodding.  So that will be corrected accordingly.  So I would like to take the opportunity to thank you Mr. Mida for his report and wish the group every success in their continuing deliberations.  We have a contribution from the United States.  I believe that Mr. Mida has indicated that the expectation now is that TSAG assume full responsibility for looking at restructuring options but, of course, I don't want to preclude the presentation by the U.S.  So if I could ask the U.S. to briefly present document C 48 please.  

   >> UNITED STATES:  I don't have any comment.  Can we go on and then I come back to this?  

   >> CHAIR:  Well, actually we only have three minutes left of interpretation time.  So I would like to break for lunch as soon as possible.  Perhaps we could come back to it as the first topic that we could dispense with fairly quickly I believe but I would like to break for lunch at this point and thank the interpreters for the extra time.  I would remind everyone that there is a newcomer session in room T103 beginning in a few minutes.  So for those who would wish to attend you a cordially invited to participate in this session.  So I would like to wish everyone a bon appetite and thank you for your participation in this morning's session and we will resume our work at 14:30.  Thank you very much.  
    (Session concluded at 12:38 CET)
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