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WTPF-IEG/3/13
INFORMAL EXPERT GROUP

Final report of the Chairman on the third meeting of the informal expert Group
The third meeting of the Informal Expert Group for the fourth World Telecommunication Policy Forum took place at ITU Headquarters on 26-27 January 2008.
1. Introductory remarks

The Chairman, Mr. Mario Franco, welcomed participants and stressed that the objectives of this third meeting was to review the proposed draft opinions.
2. Adoption of the agenda

The agenda (Document WTPF-IEG/3/1) was adopted.
3. Draft Opinions 

3.1 First exchange of views on proposed draft opinions

3.1.1 
Draft opinion 1 on Internet-related public policy matters (Document WTPF-IEG/3/2) was introduced by the expert from Syria. 
3.1.2
Draft opinion 2 on satellite role in NGN deployment (Document WTPF-IEG/3/3) was presented by the expert from SES New Skies; 

The expert from Syria considered that the opinion was in contradiction with the Agenda of the 2011 World Radiocommunication Conference and the work undertaken by ITU-R Study Group 4 on Integrated Networks. The experts from Brazil and ITU BR had some concerns about recognizing c) and invites iii). It was also proposed to integrate this draft opinion with draft opinions 3 and 8. The expert from SES New Skies was not in favor of merging these draft opinions. 
3.1.3
Draft opinion 3 on the general implications of the advent of NGNs for the ITU Membership (Document WTPF-IEG/3/4) was presented by ITU Secretariat; 

3.1.4
The expert from Syria presented draft Opinion 4 on International Telecommunication Regulations (ITRs) (Document WTPF-IEG/3/5). He explained that the opinion had been modified to take into account the results of WTSA-08.
3.1.5
The expert from the United States introduced draft Opinion 5 on ICT and the Environment (Doc.WTPF-IEG/3/6). It was suggested:  

· To take into account the results of the High-level Segment of the ITU Council 2008, Resolution 71 of WTSA-08 and the work of ITU-T Focus Group on this issue (Syria);

· To simplify the opinion (Russia);
· To include a paragraph on a strengthened cooperation between ITU and other UN Agencies (such as FAO) (Ghana);
· To insert some text on waste management (Canada); 
· To incorporate some text in (i) on procurement (UK);
· To add some text on online cooperation (Finland); 

· To take into account ITU-R work (Japan and ITU BR); 
3.1.6
Draft Opinion 6 on International cooperation on countering spam as one of the principal areas of threat concerning Cybersecurity (Document WTPF-IEG/3/8) was presented by the expert from Japan.
The following suggestions were mentioned on this opinion: 
· To refer to Resolution 71 (Rev. Antalya, 2006), Council Working Group on definition and ITU-T Study Group 17 (Syria); 

· To mention the London Action Plan (ISOC); 

· To reflect more on the role of industry to tackle Spam (UK);
· To possibly integrate this draft opinion with draft opinion 9 (Canada).
3.1.7
The expert from Japan introduced Draft Opinion 7 on sharing of information for countermeasures against illegal/harmful content on the Internet (Document WTPF-IEG/3/9). 

The following comments were raised:
· ITU is not authorized to deal with content (this is a UNESCO issue) (Syria, USA);
· The reference to COP was questioned (UK);
· The text should be consistent with the WSIS outcome documents;
· This draft opinion should be integrated with draft opinion 9. 
3.1.8
Draft Opinion 8 on Broadband Access to communication and information applications and services (Document WTPF-IEG/3/10) was presented by the expert from Alcatel-Lucent. 

It was suggested to integrate this draft opinion with draft opinions 2, 3 and 8.

3.1.9
Draft Opinion 9 on collaborative strategies for creating confidence and security in the use of ICTs (Documents. WTPF-IEG/3/11) was introduced by the expert from Canada 

The following comments were pointed out:

· The text should refer to relevant Resolutions 50, 52 and 58 of WTSA-08;
· The draft opinion should be merged with draft opinion 7;

· Invite 7 should be modified;

· The financial implications of Invite 4 were questioned. (UK) .
3.1.10
Draft Opinion 10 on Capacity Building in support of the adoption of IPv6 (Doc.WTPF-IEG/3/12) was presented by the expert from Canada. He outlined that this draft opinion should be seen as complementary to Resolution 64 of WTSA-08.  
3.2 Second reading of the proposed opinions
3.2.1
On draft opinion 1 on Internet-related public policy matters, there was no agreement on the role of ITU concerning the management of the Internet. A drafting group lead by Egypt was set-up to discuss further the text.

3.2.2
A revised draft opinion 2 on satellite role in NGN deployment was presented by the expert from SES New Skies. Following comments by the experts from Syria, Russia, ITU BR, Germany and Egypt, it was agreed that this draft opinion would be merged with draft opinions 3 and 8. 

3.2.3
On draft Opinion 5 on ICT and the Environment, the Expert from Syria reiterated that the text should take into consideration the results of the ITU-T focus group and the WTSA-08 Resolution 73.
3.2.4
The group approved the draft opinion 4 on International Telecommunication Regulations (ITRs) and agreed to present it to the Forum. 
3.2.5
A discussion took place on whether to merge draft opinion 6, 7 and 9. Japan proposed to keep draft opinion 7 independent. 

3.3 Third reading of the proposed opinions.

3.3.1
The new text integrating draft opinions 2, 3 and 8 was introduced by the expert from Alcatel-Lucent. A number of editorial changes were proposed and taken into consideration in a further revised text. The Group approved the text and agreed to present it to the Forum 

3.3.2
A revised draft opinion 1 was presented by Egypt. Some comments were made on para c of is of the view to retain the term “all stakeholders”. It was also proposed in para b of is of the view to distinguish the day – to – day technical and operational matters from the rest of the paragraph. 
Egypt proposed again a revised draft opinion 1. The text was approved by the members of the IEG and they agree to present it to the Forum. 
3.3.3 
Canada presented a new draft opinion integrating draft opinion 6, 7 and 9. The expert from Syria proposed to include a reference to Resolution 58 of WTSA-08 and to the Action Line C5 Cybersecurity Gateway (Syria). Some further editing changes were suggested by UK, Syria and Japan. The text with the proposed changes was approved by the members of the IEG and they agree to present it to the Forum. 

3.3.4
The expert from USA presented a revised version of draft Opinion 5 on ICT and the Environment. A revised text on procurement was proposed by the expert from the UK. Syria also suggested including a reference to Resolution 73 of WTSA-08 and to the text of action Line C7 of the WSIS outcomes documents. The text with the proposed changes was approved by the members of the IEG and they agree to present it to the Forum. 

3.3.5 
Canada presented a revised Draft Opinion 10 on Capacity Building in support of the adoption of IPv6. The expert from Syria proposed to include the exact wording of Resolution 67. The text with the proposed changes was approved by the members of the IEG and they agree to present it to the Forum. 

3.3.6
The group decided that the agreed draft opinions should be numbered according to Decision 9.
4. Conclusions from the Chairman 

The Chairman informed participants that his report of the meeting will be sent by e-mail for comments. The Secretariat will also send to the Members the agreed draft-opinions after proper editing and will post them on the website.

5. Next meeting of the Informal Expert Group
The group agreed that the next meeting will take place in Lisbon on 20 April 2009 from 17h to 19h.

6. Other matters
The Secretariat informed participants that a High-Level strategic Dialogue on ICTs: Confronting the crisis will be held on 21 April.

The draft programme of the Forum as well as of the Strategic Dialogue will be posted on the WTPF website as soon as possible.






