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1.
Adoption of the Agenda

The Rapporteur for Question 10/2 Ms. Jane Coffin from AT&T (USA) opened the meeting providing a brief overview of the history of the Question and noted the difficulty of dealing with a multi-part Question of this nature. She thanked the Chairman of Study Group 2, the BDT staff for their assistance and support, the Director of the Development Sector and all the Member States and Sector Members that have provided contributions, interventions, e-mail suggestions. She also thanked the interpreters and the support personnel from Venezuela.

The Rapporteur then introduced the Draft Agenda of the meeting, Document 2/OJ/004, and proposed the following modifications: 

· Agenda item 2: An item 2.1 should be added to allow a brief Presentation by the Chairman of Focus Group 7 on the work done in FG-7. The Rapporteur indicated that she would provide a verbal report to the Meeting and would submit a Rapporteur’s Report from the June 2001 Meeting to the Plenary later this week.

· Agenda item 3: The following input document should be added for the consideration of the meeting: Docs. 2/261, 2/262, 2/263 and 2/264.

· Agenda item 4: This item -- Adoption of the Final Report for Question 10/2 – should be deleted.

· Agenda item 5: In addition to, Doc. 2/231, the participants also will consider Doc. 2/270 from India.

· Agenda item 6: Will be submitted to Plenary for consideration.

The Agenda of the meeting was adopted with the above-mentioned modifications.

2.
Adoption of the Report of the Rapporteur’s Group meeting on 18 and 19 June 2001

The Rapporteur provided a brief overview of the Rapporteur’s Group meeting held on 18 and 19 June 2001. She referred to the Group’s discussion of creating a question/topic for study with the intent of dividing the working period into 4 phases with study, analysis and output for each phase. The intention was to define a broad, flexible new Question, allowing outputs every year.

3.
Presentation of the work of Focus Group 7

The Chairman of the Focus Group 7 M. Kawasumi provided a brief overview of the report approved by TDAG in October 2000 and published by ITU. He noted that one of Focus Group 7’s Recommendations suggested holding a symposium to disseminate the results of the Focus Group. To promote this Recommendation, Focus Group 7 will have a stand at Africa Telecom and a stand during the World Telecommunication Development Conference in Istanbul,Turkey. M. Kawasumi also mentioned that an article on the results of Focus Group 7 was published in the most recent issue of ITU News. A fundraising letter was sent out and the scope of work, now, is to seek contributions, both monetary and in-kind contributions. Mr. Kawasumi informed the meeting that the Task Force will meet at the end of September and provided the group with Focus Group 7’s Web Site: www7.itu.int/itudfg7.

The delegate from Brazil stressed that his delegation believes that Focus Group 7 produced one of the most important projects recently done in the ITU Study Groups. The Rapporteur thanked M. Kawasumi for his participation and his presentation.

4.
Study of the relevant input documents (Docs. 2/226, 2/247, 2/261, 2/262, 2/263, 2/264)

Document 2/226 was presented by M. Walter Widl from Ericsson Telecom, who noted that the document provides an example of technology that can be used in rural areas. The Rapporteur assured the delegate from Ericsson that the document would be noted in the final report on the Question.

Document 2/247 was presented by the delegate of Eritrea. One of the key points of this document is to demonstrate that rural telecom can be profitable. This document also will be noted in the final report on the Question. Some delegations requested that aspects of provisioning communications in rural and remote areas be included in the definition of the new Question 10/2.

Document 2/261 from Indonesia was noted in the absence of an Indonesian delegate and will be included in the Final Report.

Document 2/262 was presented by the representative of CONATEL and was considered particularly interesting by participants, who requested that the document, available in Spanish only, be translated in order to be inserted in the final report on the Question. The Rapporteur requested that the BDT translate this document and documents 2/263 and 2/264 into English and French.

Document 2/263 was introduced by the representative of CANTV, discussing CANTV’s experience using satellite networks to provide service in rural and remote areas. This document also will be taken into account for the final report. 

Document 2/264 also was presented by CANTV. The CANTV delegate stressed that telecommunication centres may mean more than provision of public telephony. In some instances, public telephones that can be operated without a prepaid card have been installed and are considered a means for community connectivity. The phones are placed in rural and urban areas with low-income areas and are aimed at making and receiving calls. These phones, that have reached areas where the access was once impossible, are connected to a maintenance centre and provide an added advantage in that information about prices is guaranteed. This document also will be taken into account for the final report.

5.
Draft revised Recommendations ITU-D 6-10 and draft new recommendation (Document 2/231)

The Rapporteur presented Doc. 2/231, containing draft revised recommendations 6 to 10 and a draft new recommendation. This document was considered together with Doc. 2/270, containing some modifications proposed by the Indian delegate, attending SG1, who was unable to attend the SG2 meetings.

The Rapporteur reminded the meeting that the draft texts were the result of long and detailed discussions at during both Rapporteur’s Group meetings and the 2000 Study Group meetings. After discussion about the suggested changes from India and from other participants, the following modifications to Document 2/231 were accepted:

· Recommendation ITU-D 7 (Rev 1) page 3: add the following words to the considering c): “…in these areas and national development, especially for those nations that have large populations living in rural and remote areas”. 

· Same recommendation, page 4: add a recommend 7 with the following wording: “7) consider support from universal service mechanisms to encourage investments and roll out of telecom services in rural and remote areas;” 

· Recommendation ITU-D 10 (Rev 1) page 9: add in considering a) the words “and understood”  after the word “established”.

· Same recommendation, page 10”add the following words after the indent – other resources: “including universal funding mechanisms”.

· Draft new recommendation on page 11: add the Web address of Focus Group 7: “www7.itu.int/itudfg7” in the notes to the recommendation;

· Put a coma after the word know-how in item 2 of the “bearing in mind” section.

The other modifications proposed in Doc. 2/270 were considered and their merits were noted. They did not, however, led to any modification of the text.

Participants accepted the draft recommendations as revised by the meeting. Due to problems of alignment of the texts in the different languages, the Rapporteur will convene a small editorial group composed of the Rapporteur and delegates from a French and a Spanish country and the United Kingdom in order to align the language of the three versions. The results of this work will be presented to the Plenary meeting.

6.
Proposals for a revised or new Question

The Rapporteur informed the participants that she will prepare the text of a draft new Question to be examined by the Plenary meeting further in the week. The new Question will be broad, but will focus on creating a plan of work for the first year of the Question that will focus on a specific aspect/challenge regarding communications for rural and remote areas. The work of the first year would be analysed to create both an output for the year and to create a topic for study for the second year. Using this approach, the goal is to create output year by year that is linked to the overall question and each other.  

7.
Interim activities, if any, before WTDC-02

The Rapporteur suggested setting up a small group of individuals that could assist her by electronic means or by fax in order to revise the BDT report on rural communications. This work would be done chapter by chapter with the scope of updating the BDT report. The composition of this group will be known before the end of the week. The goal is to update as much of the report as possible with all the contributions received, in order to be published as soon as possible.

8.
Any other business

The representative of Venezuela as well as the Chairman of Study Group 2 and others expressed their deep sympathy and condolences to the US delegation with regard to the tragic events that happened today.

The Rapporteur thanked those delegations expressing their sympathy, and thanked all the participants for their efforts and contributions and closed the meeting.
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