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1
Introduction

1.1
The second meeting of the Council Working Group on the International Telecommunication Regulations was held in Geneva 6 - 7 December 2004. Some 45 experts from 22 Member States attended the meeting. A list of participants is attached as Annex 1 of this report. 

1.2
Mr. Alaa Fahmy, Chairman of the Working Group wished a warm welcome to all participants and thanked the three Vice Chairmen (Mr. Vincent Affleck (UK), Mr. Raynold Mfungahema (Tanzania) and Mr. Hurbert Marks (USA) for the support and work since the last meeting. 

1.3
The Chairman drew attention to the fact that the work of this Group would finish in the spring of next year at which time it should provide a final report to the Council. Therefore, the present meeting has an extremely important task to lay the groundwork for preparing its Report to Council 2005.

2
Adoption of the agenda

The draft agenda introduced by the Chairman was adopted, with a modification. It was agreed to include a new agenda item on the relevant results of the World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly 2004. A copy of the modified agenda is provided as Annex 2 of this Report.

3
Consideration of the report of the previous meeting.

The Working Group reviewed the report of its previous meeting held in June 2004, and approved it without amendment.

4
Main relevant results of World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly

4.1
The meeting examined the salient points of the WTSA concerning Council WG on ITR, it was noted in particular that the WTSA has adopted several new and revised Resolutions which might have impact on the work of this Group.

4.2
The secretariat introduced also WTSA-04 Resolutions 20 and 51, discussions concerning E.212, and developments in SG 2 (see Documents ITR/007 and ITR/009).

4.3
Syria thanked the Secretariat and drew attention to WTSA’s revision of Resolution 29, and to Articles 3.1 and 3.3 of the ITRs which, in Syria’s opinion, prohibit certain practices identified in Resolution 29.

5
Report of Sub-group 1

5.1
Mr Affleck, Chairman of Sub Group1, introduced Document ITR/006, which represents the report of Sub-group 1. This Group is responsible for analyzing previous work on ITRs carried out since PP-98 (Minneapolis) including Contributions to PP-02 (Marrakesh). A copy of the report is provided as Annex 3 of this Report.

5.2
Syria thanked Mr Affleck for the excellent work, but noted that this work does not refer to certain Resolutions adopted by PP-02, at a minimum, PP-02 Resolutions 101, 102, 133, and 21 (Alternative Calling Procedures) should be referenced.

5.3
The meeting agreed that the Secretariat should produce a new document referencing both PP and WTSA-04 Resolutions which may be relevant.

5.4
The report submitted by Sub Group 1 was agreed and it was decided that this report, together with the new document from the Secretariat, would form part of the final report to Council 2005.

6
Examination of replies to questionnaire and contributions

6.1
The Chairman introduced the topic using Document WD-ITR 2/04. He also invited other members to introduce briefly their input documents, if required. 

6.2
The USA introduced its response to the questionnaire and also its input Document ITR/014.

6.3
The Secretariat introduced documents ITR/10, ITR/011, and ITR/012.

6.4
The meeting decided that all documents submitted to this meeting will be considered in due time when it discusses the related items.

7
Discussion of review of current ITRs

7.1
 Report of Sub-group 2 (review of current ITRs)

7.1.1
Mr Mfungahema, Chairman of Sub Group 2, introduced the topic using Document WD-ITR 2/06.

7.1.2
The Netherlands, Tanzania and Egypt have introduced respectively Document ITR/005, ITR/008 and ITR/013.

7.1.3
Document ITR/015 was not introduced since Sudan was not present.
7.2
Classification of ITR provisions which should be terminated, retained in the ITR, transferred to the CS or CV, or embodied in ITU Recommendations

7.2.1
The discussion on this topic is summarized in the Annex 4 to this document. It should be understood that the issue identification recorded (for example, “maintain current ITR provision as is”) does not reflect a consensus view. Several individual and group of countries explicitly reserved their position and stated that they reserved their right to reopen discussions at a later stage. Annex 5 to this report contains statements by CEPT, by Egypt and by the USA.

7.2.2
In Annex 4, the references to WTO/GATS must be understood to include the note that not all signatories of the ITRs (or all ITU Member States) are members of WTO or have made commitments under GATS' Reference Paper on telecommunications, however as of 1 November 2004, 102 countries had included telecommunications services in their schedules of commitments under GATS.

8
Discussion of possible new provisions

8.1 
Discussion of new issues

8.1.1
Mr Marks, Chairman of Sub Group 3, introduced WD-ITR 2/07 Rev 1, prepared by the Group Management Team. The document is a compilation of those new issues that were introduced in the Questionnaire responses or in individual contributions.

8.1.2
Participants were invited to propose other new issues, if any, that they may deem appropriate to be added to the document. There have been no other new proposals.

8.1.3
The meeting discussed those new issues item by item. A summary of discussions is contained in Annex 6 to this report. It should be understood that the issue identification recorded does not reflect a consensus view. Several individual and group of countries explicitly reserved their position and stated that they reserved their right to reopen discussions at a later stage.
8.1.4
The Chairman noted that there was a division of opinions and that further study is required. Nevertheless, Annexes 4 and 6 are important outputs of this meeting and the Chairman invited further contributions for the next meeting.

8.2 
Examination of possible new provisions in the ITR

Covered under 8.1 above.

8.3
Examination of possible new issues that may be the subject of ITU Recommendations

Covered under 8.1 above.

9
Future work programme

9.1
The Group agreed to use the Annexes 4 and 6 as basic input documents for the next meeting. The Chairman invited further contributions based on those two documents (Annexes 4 and 6). It was agreed that the deadline for submission of the contributions would be 1 April 2005.

9.2
As the date of the Council 2005 session was not yet decided at the time of the Group's first meeting, the participants have agreed that the next meeting of Council Working Group on ITRs is more conveniently rescheduled to 11-13 May 2005, in Geneva.
10
Closure of the meeting

10.1
Before closing the meeting, the Chairman congratulated the Chairmen of Sub Groups and the Secretariat on their dedication and also the participants on their cooperation. The meeting had been an efficient one.

10.2
Observing that the success of this Group depended solely on the quality of the contributions submitted, he encouraged members to begin preparation for the next meeting.
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Annex 3

Report on the activities of Sub-Group 1 

Introduction

Sub Group 1 of the Council Working group on ITRs is responsible for analysing previous work on ITRs carried out since PP98 (Minneapolis) including Contributions to PP02 (Marrakesh).

A draft List of Baseline Documents (the List) was presented to the first meeting of the CWG on ITRs on 7-8 June 2004 where it was discussed. There have been two periods of consultation since then (until 31 July 2004 and until 15 September 2004) in which WG members were invited to comment on the documents identified on the draft List and to identify any further documents which were important and contained concrete proposals.  

Previous work

Expert Group

The ITRs in their present form date from 1988. At PP98, Resolution 79 was adopted which required the Secretary General to review the ITRs aided by a Group of Experts and report back to PP02 with any recommendations.  The ITU Secretariat produced two background documents to facilitate the work of the Expert Group : (i) An analysis of the ITRs examining the legal, economic and operational issues including a detailed examination of the individual provisions and (ii) a comparison of the provisions in the ITRs with similar or equivalent provisions in the ITU Constitution and Convention (see documents 1 and 2 on the List). 

The Expert Group set up two Working Groups using e-mail to review the options. WG A was to review the position from the standpoint of Developing Countries and WG B was to review the ITRs from the standpoint of current and future needs of Member States, particularly where liberalisation was either in place or under implementation. 

Neither WG was able to reach a consensus on a way forward but four possible options were identified: 

a)
The possible termination of the existing ITRs to be achieved through integration of the relevant provisions of the ITU Constitution, Convention or other instruments such as Recommendations, Resolutions and MOUs;  

b)
The modification of the ITRs with a detailed update of the existing provisions, with a view to keeping the ITRs as a treaty level text;

c) Detailed proposals explaining why there is a need to defer a determination on whether to review and modify the ITRs; and 

d) Proposals for new areas of regulation to enable further development and determination as to which provisions were really appropriate for inter-governmental treaty level regulatory agreement. 

The possibility of combining the options was considered, (docs 3-5).

Council Consideration 

The Secretary made a report to Council00 of the outcome of the work of the Expert Group (doc 6). Council 00 decided to distribute a questionnaire to ascertain the needs and concerns of Member states and Sector Members with respect to the ITRs and the views on the four above Options (doc 7).  The volume of responses to the Questionnaire was very disappointing with only a 6% response rate. However, the responses which were made fell into two broad camps, that is (i) developed countries with liberalised markets who preferred the ITRs to be abandoned with their relevant provisions incorporated into the Constitution and Convention or would prefer to defer the decision and (ii) developing countries with monopolistic markets who would prefer to retain the ITRs with treaty level status modified to cover new issues, (docs 8-9). 

Council01 reviewed the outcome of the Questionnaire aided by Contributions from Members including one from Australia (doc 10) which included two recommendations for further work. Again there was no agreement on the issue and Council concluded that it was not in a position to take a decision on further work and invited Member States to submit proposals to PP02 on a voluntary basis (doc 11).     

PP02 (Marrakesh)

Council provided a report to PP02 detailing the work that had been done since PP98 and containing a document presented at Council by Morocco (representing the Arab group) and Australia proposing the convening of a World Conference on International Telecommunication in 2007, and including possible time schedules and estimates of the cost of holding a WCIT (doc 12). 

There were also six separate contributions relating to ITRs from Member States; that is from Senegal, China, Australia (two), Arab States and European States. Senegal proposed a draft Resolution to convene a World Conference (doc 13). China proposed a draft Resolution to set up a preparatory WG charged with preparation of a World Conference and instructed the Council to define the agenda and set a date in 2007 (doc 14). Australia made a general proposal for a basic restructuring of the ITU Instruments without any changes to the content or meaning of the provisions. This proposal would add procedures for World Conferences and procedures for assemblies to the ITRs (doc 15).  In addition, Australia made a specific proposal to amend the ITU Constitution to recognise the application of national laws in implementing the ITRs (doc 16). The Arab States made a proposal for a draft resolution to adopt an agenda and set a date in 2007 for a World Conference and for appropriate preparatory work to be undertaken by the Sectors and by the Secretary General (doc 17). The European States made a proposals to revise the ITRs by incorporating certain elements of the ITRs in the Constitution and Convention and developing ITU-T Recommendations to cover other elements and to remove the remaining elements which are either duplicated in the Constitution and Convention or ITU-T Recommendations and proposed that WTSA04 report to PP06 on any further action required (doc 18). 

At PP02, the proposals were considered in detail by an Ad Hoc Group of Committee 5. The Ad Hoc Group identified two distinct elements: addressing the relevance of the existing provisions of the ITRs and considering the need to add new provisions to the ITRs. There was again no consensus on either of these issues but the Ad Hoc Group proposed that the review be continued with a decision, in principle, to hold a WCIT in the year 2007/8 conditional on the final decision to be taken by PP06 (doc 19).

Council WG on ITRs

The Council WG on ITRs was set up as a result of PP02 Resolution 121. The Chairman of the WG issued a letter in January 2004 seeking, inter alia, contributions to assist the work of the WG. As a result, three contributions were received all relating to numbering issues, one from Antigua & Barbuda (doc 20) and two from TSB relating to issues which have arisen in ITU-T Study Group 2 (docs 21-22). 

At the first meeting of the CWG, the Chairman made a presentation on the past work on ITRs.  In addition, following discussion, a draft List of baseline documents was prepared. It was noted that the only document on the List that contained concrete proposals for changes to the Constitution and Convention is the Contribution to PP02 by the European States (doc 18). In addition, the CWG agreed that the List should include a description of each document, rather than an evaluation of the contents, in order to avoid any possible bias on the content of the document which otherwise might creep in. Following the meeting of the CWG, and as a result of a request for further comments on the List, the Dutch Government provided a further document which compares the ITR provisions and the corresponding Constitution/ Convention references with the GATS Annex on Telecommunications. This has been added to the List (doc 23).

Conclusion  

CWG Sub Group 1 has now reviewed the work on ITRs since PP98 and identified the necessary baseline reference documents including the Contributions to PP02. The documents and contributions considered as part of the consideration of the ITRs since 1998, the records of key meetings, the Contributions to PP02 and other key documents have now been identified and included, with a short description, in the List of Baseline Documents. This should allow the further consideration of the ITRs by the CWG to proceed with full cognisance of previous work to review ITRs since 1998. 

Annex 1 - List of Baseline Documents:

http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/secured/itr/documents/itr-id006a1.doc 



Annex 4

Summary of discussions of review of current ITRs

	1988 Int’l Telecom Regulations
	Summary of first round of discussions
	Information to be provided for the second round of discussions

	PREAMBLE

While the sovereign right of each country to regulate its telecommunications is fully recognized, the provisions of the present Regulations supplement the International Telecommunication Convention, with a view to attaining the purposes of the International Telecommunication Union in promoting the development of telecommunication services and their most efficient operation while harmonizing the development of facilities for world-wide telecommunications.


	Maintain as is.


	

	Article I

Purpose and Scope of the Regulations

1.1 a) These Regulations establish general principles which relate to the provision and operation of international telecommunication services offered to the public as well as to the underlying international telecommunication transport means used to provide such services. They also set rules applicable to administrations.*

b) These Regulations recognize in Article 9 the right of Members to allow special arrangements.
	Maintain as is, but consider whether “general principles” should read “principles”.

Maintain as is, but revisit the question of whether 1.1.b conflicts with WTO/GATS.
	

	1.2
In these Regulations, "the public" is used in the sense of the population, including governmental and legal bodies.
	Maintain as is, or adopt the new version:

1.2
In these Regulations, the term “public” applies in its widest sense to the general population, to legal persons and entities and to governmental bodies.


	

	1.3
These Regulations are established with a view to facilitating global interconnection and interoperability of telecommunication facilities and to promoting the harmonious development and efficient operation of technical facilities, as well as the efficiency, usefulness and availability to the public of international telecommunication services.


	Maintain “as is”.  Revisit alignment with CS and revisit European proposal:

Add to CS by amending CS/1(c)  and  38 (see below)

c)  to promote harmonious development of technical facilities and their most efficient operation with a view to facilitating global interconnection and interoperability of telecommunications facilities and improving the efficiency of telecommunications services, thereby increasing their usefulness and making them, so far as possible, generally available to the public.
	

	1.4
References to CCITT Recommendations and Instructions in these Regulations are not to be taken as giving to those Recommendations and Instructions the same legal status as the Regulations.


	Maintain, but change “CCITT” to “ITU”.


	

	1.5
Within the framework of the present Regulations, the provision and operation of international telecommunication services in each relation is pursuant to mutual agreement between administrations.*


	Maintain as is.
	

	1.6
In implementing the principles of these Regulations, administrations* should comply with, to the greatest extent practicable, the relevant CCITT Recommendations, including any Instructions forming part of or derived from these Recommendations.


	Maintain, but change “CCITT” to “ITU”.


	

	1.7
a) These Regulations recognize the right of any Member, subject to national law and should it decide to do so, to require that administrations* and private operating agencies, which operate in its territory and provide an international telecommunication service to the public, be authorized by that Member.


	Maintain as is.


	

	
b) The Member concerned shall, as appropriate, encourage the application of relevant CCITT Recommendations by such service providers.


	Maintain, but change “CCITT” to “ITU”.


	

	
c) The Members, where appropriate, shall cooperate in implementing the International Telecommunication Regulations.


	Maintain as is.
	

	1.8
The Regulations shall apply, regardless of the means of transmission used, so far as the Radio Regulations do not provide otherwise.
	Maintain as is.


	

	Article 2

Definitions

For the purpose of these Regulations, the following definitions shall apply.  These terms and definitions do not, however, necessarily apply for other purposes.


	Maintain as is.


	

	2.1
Telecommunication: Any transmission, emission or reception of signs, signals, writing, images and sounds or intelligence of any nature by wire, radio, optical or other electromagnetic systems.


	Maintain as is.


	

	2.2
International telecommunication service:  The offering of a telecommunication capability between telecommunication offices or stations of any nature that are in or belong to different countries


	Maintain as is.


	

	2.3
Government telecommunication:  A telecommunication originating with any:  Head of a State; Head of a government or members of a government; Commanders-in-Chief of military forces, land, sea or air; diplomatic or consular agents; the Secretary-General of the United Nations; Heads of the principal organs of the United Nations; the International Court of Justice, or reply to a government telegram.


	Maintain as is.


	

	2.4
Service telecommunication:  

A telecommunication that relates to public international telecommunications and that is exchanged among the following:

-
administrations*;

· recognized private operating agencies,

· and the Chairman of the Administrative Council, the Secretary-General, the Deputy Secretary-General, the Directors of the International Consultative Committees, the members of the International Frequency Registration Board, other representatives or authorized officials of the Union, including those working on official matters outside the seat of the Union.


	Maintain, but ”exchanged among” should read “exchanged by agreement among” and update to reflect new names of relevant bodies (e.g. Administrative Council becomes Council) and eliminating obsolete language.

Also revisit 1006 CV.


	

	2.5
Privilege telecommunication

2.5.1
A telecommunication that may be exchanged during sessions of the ITU Administrative Council, conferences and meetings of the ITU between, on the one hand, representatives of Members of the Administrative Council, members of delegations, senior officials of the permanent organs of the Union and their authorized colleagues attending conferences and meetings of the ITU and, on the other, their administrations* or recognized private operating agency or the ITU, and relating either to matters under discussion by the Administrative Council, conferences and meetings of the ITU or to public international telecommunications.


	Maintain as is but suggest new language could be considered for CS/CV, taking into account current situation and other relevant international instruments (e.g. Tampere Convention).
	

	2.5.2 A private telecommunication that may be exchanged during sessions of the ITU Administrative Council and conferences and meetings of the ITU by representatives of Members of the Administrative Council, members of delegations, senior officials of the permanent organs of the Union attending ITU conferences and meetings, and the staff of the Secretariat of the Union seconded to ITU conferences and meetings, to enable them to communicate with their country of residence.
	NOTE: there is an inconsistency in the Secretariat notes, we are not sure which of the following is correct:

Maintain as is but suggest new language could be considered for CS/CV, taking into account current situation and other relevant international instruments (e.g. Tampere Convention).

OR

Maintain as is, but revisit whether it could be covered in CS or CV.


	

	2.6
International route: Technical facilities and installations located in different countries and used for telecommunication traffic between two international telecommunication terminal exchanges or offices.


	Maintain as is, but revisit whether it could be covered in CS or CV.


	

	2.7
Relation: Exchange of traffic between two terminal countries, always referring to a specific service if there is between their administrations*:

a) a means for the exchange of traffic in that specific service:

- over direct circuits (direct relation), or

- via a point of transit in a third country (indirect relation), and

b) normally, the settlement of accounts.


	Replace with definition from D.000.


	

	2.8
Accounting rate: The rate agreed between administrations* in a given relation that is used for the establishment of international accounts.


	Replace with definition from D.000.
	

	2.9
Collection charge: The charge established and collected by an administration from its customers for the use of an international telecommunication service.


	Replace with definition from D.000.
	

	2.10
Instructions: A collection of provisions drawn from one or more CCITT Recommendations dealing with practical operational procedures for the handling of telecommunication traffic (e.g., acceptance, transmission, accounting).


	Replace with definition from D.000.
	

	
	
	Egypt –  Need to add definitions of spam, alternative calling procedures.

Cuba – Need to add provision defining new account settlement procedures approved by ITU-T which are not reflected in current ITR version.

Ecuador – Add definition of “user of the international network”.

	Article 3
International Network


	
	

	3.1
Members shall ensure that administrations* cooperate in the establishment, operation and maintenance of the international network to provide a satisfactory quality of service.


	Maintain as is.
	

	3.2
Administrations* shall endeavour to provide sufficient telecommunication facilities to meet the requirements of and demand for international telecommunication services.


	Maintain as is.
	

	3.3
Administrations* shall determine by mutual agreement which international routes are to be used.  Pending agreement and provided that there is no direct route existing between the terminal administrations* concerned, the origin administration has the choice to determine the routing of its outgoing telecommunication traffic, taking into account the interests of the relevant transit and destination administrations*.


	
	Germany to provide re-phrasing to reflect current situation.

	3.4
Subject to national law, any user, by having access to the international network established by an administration, has the right to send traffic.  A satisfactory quality of service should be maintained to the greatest extent practicable, corresponding to relevant CCITT Recommendations.


	Maintain as is with change of “CCITT” to “ITU”, but note that the question of moving to CS or CV will be revisited.


	

	
	
	Tanzania – Add new Section
3.5  Not withstanding the provisions of Art. 1, ¶¶ 1.4 and 1.6, and to enshrine the purpose set out in the Preamble; in art. 1, ¶ 1.3; in Art. 3, ¶ 3.3.; and taking into account Art. 3, ¶ 3.1, Members shall require, subject to national law, that administrations, recognized operating agencies, and private operating agencies which operate in their territory and provide international telecommunications services offered to the public, apply the ITU-T Recommendations and national laws relating to naming, numbering, addressing and identification, including any Instructions forming part of, or derived from, said Recommendations.

	Article 4

International Telecommunication Services

4.1
Members shall promote the implementation of international telecommunication services and shall endeavour to make such services generally available to the public in their national network(s).
	Maintain as is.
	

	4.2
Members shall ensure that administrations* cooperate within the framework of these Regulations to provide by mutual agreement, a wide range of international telecommunication services which should conform, to the greatest extent practicable, to the relevant CCITT Recommendations.


	Maintain but replace “CCITT” with “ITU”.
	

	4.3
Subject to national law, Members shall endeavour to ensure that administrations* provide and maintain, to the greatest extent practicable, a minimum quality of service corresponding to the relevant CCITT Recommendations with respect to:

a) access to the international network by users using terminals which are permitted to be connected to the network and which do not cause harm to technical facilities and personnel; 


b) international telecommunication facilities and services available to customers for their dedicated use; 


c) at least a form of telecommunication which is reasonably accessible to the public, including those who may not be subscribers to a specific telecommunication service; and


d) a capability for interworking between different services, as appropriate, to facilitate international communications


	This part was missing in the original document WD-ITR 2/06 and therefore has not  been considered yet.
	

	Article 5

Safety of Life and Priority of Telecommunication

5.1
Safety of life telecommunications, such as distress telecommunications, shall be entitled to transmission as of right and shall, where technically practicable, have absolute priority over all other telecommunications, in accordance with the relevant Articles of the Convention and taking due account of relevant CCITT Recommendations.


	Delete from ITR but modify CS to reflect text from ITRs.
	

	5.2
Government telecommunications, including telecommunications relative to the application of certain provisions of the United Nations Charter, shall, where technically practicable, enjoy priority over telecommunications other than those referred to in No. 39, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Convention and taking due account of relevant CCITT Recommendations.


	
	

	5.3
The provisions governing the priority enjoyed by all other telecommunications are contained in the relevant CCITT Recommendations.


	Delete from ITR but modify CS to reflect text from ITRs.
	

	Article 6

Charging and Accounting
6.1
Collection charges

6.1.1 Each administration shall, subject to applicable national law, establish the charges to be collected from its customers.  The level of the charges is a national matter; however, in establishing these charges, administrations* should try to avoid too great a dissymmetry between the charges applicable in each direction of the same relation.


	Delete and cover in ITU-T Recommendations
	

	6.1.2 The charge levied by an administration on customers for a particular communication should in principle be the same in a given relation, regardless of the route chosen by that administration.


	Delete and cover in ITU-T Recommendations
	

	6.1.3 Where, in accordance with the national law of a country, a fiscal tax is levied on collection charges for international telecommunication services, this tax shall normally be collected only in respect of international services billed to customers in that country, unless other arrangements are made to meet special circumstances.


	Maintain as is. Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	6.2
Accounting rates

6.2.1
For each applicable service in a given relation, administrations* shall by mutual agreement establish and revise accounting rates to be applied between them, in accordance with the provisions of Appendix 1 and taking into account relevant CCITT Recommendations and relevant cost trends.


	Maintain as is, but replace “CCITT” with “ITU”, and review possible inconsistency with WTO/GATS.  Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	6.3
 Monetary unit

6.3.1
 In the absence of special arrangements concluded between administrations*, the monetary unit to be used in the composition of accounting rates for international telecommunication services and in the establishment of international accounts shall be:

- either the monetary unit of the International Monetary Fund (IMF), currently the Special Drawing Right (SDR), as defined by that organization;

- or the gold franc, equivalent to 1/3.061 SDR.


	Maintain as is and review possible inconsistency with WTO/GATS.  Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	6.3.2 In accordance with relevant provisions of the International Telecommunication Convention, this provision shall not affect the possibility open to administrations* of establishing bilateral arrangements for mutually acceptable coefficients between the monetary unit of the IMF and the gold franc.


	Maintain as is. Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	6.4
Establishment of accounts and settlement of balances of account

6.4.1
Unless otherwise agreed, administrations* shall follow the relevant provisions as set out in Appendices 1 and 2.


	Maintain as is and review possible inconsistency with WTO/GATS. Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	6.5
Service and privilege telecommunications

6.5.1
Administrations* shall follow the relevant provisions as set out in Appendix 3.


	Maintain as is. Revisit whether to move to ITU Recommendations.
	

	Article 7
Suspension of Services
7.1
If a Member exercises its right in accordance with the Convention to suspend international telecommunication services partially or totally, that Member shall immediately notify the Secretary-General of the suspension and of the subsequent return to normal conditions by the most appropriate means of communication.


	Maintain as is.
	

	7.2
The Secretary-General shall immediately bring such information to the attention of all other Members, using the most appropriate means of communication.


	
	

	Article 8

Dissemination of Information

Using the most suitable and economical means, the Secretary-General shall disseminate information, provided by administrations*, of an administrative, operational, tariff or statistical nature concerning international telecommunication routes and services.  Such information shall be disseminated in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Convention and of this Article, on the basis of decisions taken by the Administrative Council or by competent administrative conferences, and taking account of conclusions or decisions of Plenary Assemblies of the International Consultative Committees.


	Maintain as is.

	

	Article 9
Special Arrangements

9.1 a)  Pursuant to Article 31 (Nairobi, 1982), special arrangements may be entered into on telecommunication matters which do not concern Members in general.  Subject to national laws, Members may allow administrations* or other organizations or persons to enter into such special mutual arrangements with Members, administrations* or other organizations or persons that are so allowed in another country for the establishment, operation, and use of special telecommunication networks, systems and services, in order to meet specialized international telecommunication needs within and/or between the territories of the Members concerned, and including, as necessary, those financial, technical, or operating conditions to be observed.

b)  Any such special arrangements should avoid technical harm to the operation of the telecommunication facilities of third countries.

9.2 Members should, where appropriate, encourage the parties to any special arrangements that are made pursuant to No. 58 (9.1) to take into account relevant provisions of CCITT Recommendations.


	Maintain as is but review possible inconsistency with WTO/GATS.

	

	Article 10

Final Provisions

10.1
These Regulations, of which Appendices 1, 2 and 3 form integral parts, shall enter into force on I July 1990 at 0001 hours UTC.


	Update if a new version of the ITRs is adopted.
	

	10.2
On the date specified in No.61 (10.1), the Telegraph Regulations (Geneva, 1973) and the Telecommunication Regulations (Geneva, 1973) shall be replaced by these Telecommunication Regulations (Melbourne, 1988) pursuant to the International Telecommunication Convention.


	Update if a new version of the ITRs is adopted.
	

	10.3
 If a Member makes reservations with regard to the application of one or more of the provisions of these Regulations, other Members and their administrations* shall be free to disregard the said provision or provisions in their relations with the Member which has made such reservations and its administrations*.


	Update if a new version of the ITRs is adopted.
	

	10.4
Members of the Union shall inform the Secretary-General of their approval of the International Telecommunication Regulations adopted by the Conference. The Secretary-General shall inform Members promptly of the receipt of such notifications of approval.


	Update if a new version of the ITRs is adopted.
	

	IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the delegates of the Members of the International Telecommunication Union named below have, on behalf of their respective competent authorities, signed one copy of the present Final Acts in the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish languages. This copy shall remain in the archives of the Union. The Secretary-General shall forward one certified copy to each Member of the International Telecommunication Union.  Done at Melbourne, 9 December 1988. 

 
	
	

	Note: Throughout this document Administrations* includes recognised operating agencies.


	
	

	Appendix 1
	Amend section 2.2 by changing “third month” to “first month”

Amend section 3.3.1 by changing “two calendar months” to “one calendar month”.

Revisit Cuba’s proposal.
	Cuba – Replace with provisions that confer the same legal status as the ITRs on the ITU D-series Recommendations that have updated the content of the replaced provisions.



	Appendices 2 and 3
	Maintain as is, revisit Cuba’s proposal
	Cuba – Replace with provisions that confer the same legal status as the ITRs on the ITU D-series Recommendations that have updated the content of the replaced provisions.




Annex 5

Statements

Statement by CEPT

The CEPT, representing 46 ITU Member States, has reviewed the outcome of this meeting of Council WG-ITRs.

The CEPT’s conclusion is that the position as set out in its European Common Proposal to PP02 and reiterated in its response to the Questionnaire is still relevant and reinforced by the discussion in the meeting.  That is that the current ITRs are anomalous as they are too detailed and inflexible.  The more detailed provisions would be better addressed in non-treaty instruments such as Recommendations where they can be more easily amended.  Certain provisions which are duplicated in the Constitution and Convention should of course remain there.

The CEPT does not believe on the evidence presented that any of the issues raised as “new” issues for consideration for inclusion in the ITRs should be included for the reasons stated by CEPT representatives during the meeting, not least because there is already on-going work being undertaken on them.

Statement by Egypt

Egypt appreciates the efforts of its fellow ITU members over the past two days and particularly the opportunity to discuss issues not currently included in the ITRs.  Many of these issues are of great consequence to ITU members and are subject to discussion in the World Summit on the Information Society (particularly Internet governance) and the Doha round of negotiations of the World Trade Organization.

Egypt believes that introduction of these “new issues” in the discussion of revising the ITRs is a way to enrich the discussion in WSIS and WTO and to exchange information.  It is premature to say which, if any, should be included in a treaty revision.

Egypt looks forward to further study of these issues.

Statement by the USA

Given the lack of consensus on the threshold issues, notably scope and whether provisions should be moved to CS or CV, the United States asked that the following formal statement be included in the minutes:

The United States believes that no consensus has been reached on the threshold issues of: (1) whether the scope of the ITRs should remain as is and (2) whether any ITR provisions should be transferred to the CS/CV.

Until such time as consensus is established on these two issues, proposed changes to the current ITRs cannot be considered conclusive.  The United States retains the right to make or respond to any comment or future proposals, as appropriate.
Annex 6

Summary of discussion of new issues

	Suggestion as formulated by one or more Member States
	Summary of discussions

	Spam
	Agreement: Important issue requiring international cooperation.

Proponents: Important issue requiring urgent resolution, including treaty-level provisions.  Technical measures are not sufficient.  No specific proposal yet, will be developed in the future.

Opponents: Issue is being studied in various forums, including ITU-T.  Premature to consider treaty-level provision.  Not clear if it would be effective.

	Settlement of disputes
	Proponents: A mechanism to resolve disputes is required.  The mechanism currently provided in the CS is voluntary, a mandatory mechanism is required.  Dispute resolution should take place within ITU, not in another forum.  Countries have accepted non-consensus decision-making through ITU’s voting provisions.  They have also accepted binding dispute resolution within WTO.

Opponents: Premature to consider, given possible inconsistencies between ITRs and WTO/GATS.  Would change character of ITU, which is driven by global consensus and which has not handled bilateral disputes in the past.  Could be inconsistent with fundamental principle of sovereignty embodied in ITU’s basic instruments.  Current voluntary mechanism in the CS is adequate.  Binding dispute resolution could require different expertise than at present and could have impact on the budget.

	Misuse of numbering
	Proponents: Plenipotentiary Resolution 133, ITU-T Recommendations are not adequate to prevent misuse.  Recommendations are violated at present and many countries do not have national legal authority to prevent misuse.  Misuse is undesirable and hampers competition and commercial operations.  It is not clear whether any ITR provisions currently apply, clarification would be in the interest of all parties.  Current steps envisaged by WTSA-04 and ITU-T Study Group 2 are not adequate because they have no binding power.

Opponents: WTSA-04 and ITU-T Study Group 2 have established mechanisms to deal with potential misuse.  Premature to consider ITR provision at this time.  Should not be dealt with at treaty level.  It is questionable whether existing Recommendations are violated.

	Quality of Service
	Proponents: Important issue that should be addressed by treaty-level provision.  Current ITR language needs to be revisited in order to ensure adequate level of quality of service and be adapted to current situation.

Opponents: Adequately addressed in technical Recommendations, notably in ITU-T, and by existing ITR provisions.  Is a commercial matter that should not be the object of an ITR provision.



	Information security and

Security of signaling and traffic information; billing information; control and security of data; managing synchronization of call count
	Agreed: important topic, scope is as defined in Plenipotentiary Resolution 130, Strengthening the role of ITU in information and communication network security.

Proponents: Important issue, part of it shall be addressed by treaty-level provision.  Some required measures go beyond what can be done by Recommendations.

Opponents: Adequately addressed in technical Recommendations, notably in ITU-T, and by ongoing work in various bodies, including ITU.  Premature to consider ITR provision at this time.  Not appropriate to be included in treaty-level material.

	Prohibitions on alternative calling arrangements and

Calling number transmitting service


	Proponents: a treaty-level provision, with binding effect, is required to prevent deployment of such practices to countries which prohibit it nationally.  Many Member States (114) prohibit callback.

Opponents: Not suitable for ITRs.  Currently being studied in ITU-T.

	Internet governance
	Proponents:  Once WSIS and other developments conclude there may be a need to consider whether ITRs should include new provisions.

Opponents: Premature to consider ITR provision at this time, given ongoing work, in particular UN WGIG, and given lack of agreed definitions, scope, mandates, etc.

	New accounting rate methods
	Several countries: Premature to consider for ITRs at this time.  Also need to consider impact of revision procedures if ITRs reference Recommendations and make them binding.

Proponents: Methods and provisions of the D-series Recommendations should be incorporated in the ITRs.  Current provisions in ITRs are not up to date, at a minimum there should be an explicit reference to D-series Recommendations.

Opponents: Not appropriate for ITRs, since covered by ITU-T Recommendations.  Not clear what it intended.  Current ITR provisions are sufficient.  If greater specificity is required, it can be done in ITU-T.

	IP telephony

	Many countries: no agreed definition for “IP telephony”.

Proponents: ITRs are not compatible with current situation, they should be updated.  There is ongoing work in this area and, when it is completed, there may be a need to consider new ITR provisions.

Opponents: ITRs should not refer to specific technologies or services.  Currently being studied in ITU, in particular ITU-T.

	International mobile roaming and 

International mobile satellite service

	Proponents: When national initiatives and ITU-T studies are completed, it may be appropriate to consider new ITR provisions.

Opponents: Premature to consider for ITRs, given ongoing study in national bodies and ITU-T.

	Internet intellectual property; access to adult content
	Agreed: Out of scope of ITU.

	Universal service

	Agreed: refers to universal access/service.

Proponents: Given results of ITU-D work, and WTO provisions, an ITR provision should be formulated.

Opponents: Clarification required, probably not suitable for ITRs, given differing national definitions and lack of agreed international definition.  Need to clarify whether discussion is about “universal service” or “universal access” or a combination of the two.

	User of international networks
	Proponents: It may be appropriate to add a definition of this term to the ITRs.

Opponents: Not sufficiently specific to be considered for inclusion in ITRs.


_______________

� The agreed title for this item is “information and communication network security”


� The agreed title for this item is ‘“IP Telephony”’ in quotation marks.


� The agreed title for this item is “universal access/service”
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D Allemagne (République fédérale d') - Germany 
(Federal Republic of) - Alemania (República 
Federal de)


Mr. PLESSE Dietmar
Senior Executive Officer for International 
Telecommunications & Posts


76, Villemombler Strasse
D-53123 BONN


Tél: +49 228 6152941
Fax: +49 228 6152964
Email: dietmar.plesse@bmwa.bund.de


Germany


Federal Ministry of Economics & Labour


AUS Australie - Australia - Australia
Ms. CATES Rachel
Policy Analyst


PO Box 2154
FORREST ACT 2603


Tél: +61 2  6271 1960
Fax: +61 2 6271 1800
Email: rachel.cates@dicta.gov.au


Australia


Department of Communications, Information 
Technology and the Arts


CHN Chine (République populaire de) - China 
(People's Republic of) - China (República 
Popular de)


Ms. YANG Jing
Researcher


13, West Chang'an Avenue
BEIJING 100804


Tél: +86 10 66429702
Fax: +86 10 66429544
Email: yangj@china-netcom.com


China


Ministry of Information Industry


Ms. ZHANG Jing
Official


13, West Chang'an Avenue
BEIJING 100804


Tél: +86 10 62301105
Fax: +86 10 62304384
Email: zhangj@cci.cn.net


China


Ministry of Information Industry


CUB Cuba - Cuba - Cuba
Mr. OLIVA Pedro
Especialista Superior


Avenida Independencia y 19 de mayo
CP-10600 LA HABANA


Tél: +537 574068
Fax: +537 8835193
Email: oliva@mic.cu


Cuba


Ministerio de la Informática y las 
Comunicaciones


EGY Egypte (République arabe d') - Egypt (Arab 
Republic of) - Egipto (República Arabe de)


Mr. ABU-YAZED Hisham
ITR's Project Officer


27 Mohi El Din Abu El-Ezz Street 
Giza
12311 DOKKI


Tél: +20 2 3315654
Fax: +20 2 3373300
Email: hyazed@tra.gov.eg


Egypt


National Telecom Regulatory Authority 
(NTRA)


Mr. EL-HAWARY Ahmed
Legal Advisor


27 Mohi El Din Abu El-Ezz Street
Giza
P.O. Box 247
12311 DOKKI


Tél: +20 2 3315627
Fax: +20 2 3373300
Email: hyazed@tra.gov.eg


Egypt


National Telecom Regulatory Authority 
(NTRA)


Mr. FAHMY Alaa
Executive President


27 Mohi El Din Abu El-Ezz Street,
Giza
12311 DOKKI


Tél: +20 2 3315698
Fax: +20 2 3373300
Email: afahmy@tra.gov.cg


Egypt


National Telecom Regulatory Authority 
(NTRA)
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EGY Egypte (République arabe d') - Egypt (Arab 
Republic of) - Egipto (República Arabe de)


Ms. SHERMAN Laura
Advisor


27 Mohi El-Din Aboul-Ezz Street
Giza
12311 DOKKI


Tél: +1 703 2163150
Fax: +20 2 3373300
Email: laurasherman@yahoo.com


Egypt


National Telecom Regulatory Authority 
(NTRA)


SLV El Salvador (République d') - El Salvador 
(Republic of) - El Salvador (República de)


Mr. ARTIGA Victor Manuel
Gerente de Telecomunicaciones


Sexta Décima Calle Poniente y
37ª Avda. Sur No. 2001
Colonia Flor Blanca
SAN SALVADOR


Tél: +50 3 2574446
Fax: +50 3 2574495
Email: vartiga@siget.gob.sv


El Salvador


Superintendencia General de Electricidad y 
Telecomunicaciones (SIGET)


Mr. NIETO MENENDEZ Jorge Isidoro
Superintendente General


Sexta Décima Calle Poniente y
37ª Avda. Sur No. 2001
Colonia Flor Blanca
SAN SALVADOR


Tél: +50 3 2574484
Fax: +50 3 2574498
Email: jiniettom@siget.gob.sv


El Salvador


Superintendencia General de Electricidad y 
Telecomunicaciones (SIGET)


E Espagne - Spain - España
Mr. GUZMAN LOPEZ Cristobal
Vocal  Asesor


C/ Alcalá 50
28071 MADRID


Tél: +34 91 3462799
Fax: +34 91 3461520
Email: cguzmanl@mityc.es


Spain


Secretaría de Estado de Telecomunicaciones y 
para la Sociedad de la Información


E Espagne - Spain - España
Mr. SANZ GADEA Luis
Jefe,  Area Organismos Internacionales


Dirección General Telecomunicaciones y 
Tecnología de la Información
C/ Alcalá, 50
E-28071 MADRID


Tél: +34 91 3462274
Fax: +34 91 3461520
Email: luis.sanz@setsi.mcyt.es


Spain


Secretaría de Estado de Telecomunicaciones y 
para la Sociedad de la Información


USA Etats-Unis d'Amérique - United States of 
America - Estados Unidos de América


Ms. ALEXANDER Fiona
Telecommunications Policy Specialist
Office of International Affairs,  NTIA


1401, Constitution Avenue NW
Room 4701
WASHINGTON DC 20230


Tél: +1 202 4821890
Fax: +1 202 4820023
Email: falexander@ntia.doc.gov


United States


Department of Commerce


Mr. BRESSIE Kent
Partner


1200, 18th Street NW
Suite 1200
WASHINGTON DC 20036-2560


Tél: +1 202 7301337
Fax: +1 202 7301301
Email: kbressie@harriswiltshire.com


United States


Harris, Wiltshire and Grannis


Ms. GORDON Marian
Director, Telecommunications and 
Information Standards


2201, C Street NW
WASHINGTON DC 20520


Tél: +1 202 6470197
Fax: +1 202 6477407
Email: gordonmr@state.gov


United States


Department of State
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USA Etats-Unis d'Amérique - United States of 
America - Estados Unidos de América


Mr. MARKS Herbert E.
Senior Counsel


1201, Pennsylvania Avenue NW
PO Box 407
WASHINGTON DC 20044-0407


Tél: +1 202 6266624
Fax: +1 202 6266780
Email: hmarks@ssd.com


United States


Squire, Sanders & Dempsey, L.L.P.


Mr. MARTINKOVICS Leslie
Director, International Public Policy & 
Regulatory Affairs


1300, I Street, NW
Suite 400 West Tower
WASHINGTON, DC 20005


Tél: +1 202 5152433
Fax: +1 202 2897983
Email: leslie.j.martinkovics@verizon.com


United States


Verizon Communication Corporation


Mr. MURPHY Christopher
Chief, International Telecom & Development 
Branch


445, 12th Street SW
WASHINGTON DC 20554


Tél: +1 202 4182373
Fax: +1 202 4182818
Email: chris.murphy@fcc.gov


United States


Federal Communications Commission


Mr. NALL David Alan
General Attorney


401, Ninth Street
Suite 400
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20004-1404


Tél: +1 202 585 1916
Fax: +1 202 585 1897
Email: david.a.nall@mail.sprint.com


United States


Sprint Corporation


Ms. ROSEMAN Walda W.
President & CEO


888, 17th Street, NW, Suite 900
WASHINGTON, DC 20006


Tél: +1 202 8332390
Fax: +1 202 4674717
Email: wroseman@compassroseintl.com


United States


CompassRose International, Inc.


USA Etats-Unis d'Amérique - United States of 
America - Estados Unidos de América


Mr. RUTKOWSKI Anthony-Michael


21355, Ridgetop Circle
DULLES, VA


Tél: +1 703 9484305
Email: trntkowski@verisign.com


United States


VeriSign, Inc.


F France - France - Francia
Mrs. ALAJOUANINE Marie-Thérèse
Responsable, Unité normalisation 
internationale


7, square Max Hymans
F-75730 PARIS Cedex 15


Tél: +33 1 40477124
Fax: +33 1 40477192
Email: marie-therese.alajouanine@art-
telecom.fr


France


Autorité de régulation des télécommunications 
(ART)


Mrs. BEAU Marie-Odile
Chargée de mission


12, rue Villiot
Le Bervil
F-75572 PARIS CEDEX 12


Tél: +33 1 53449464
Fax: +33 1 53449002
Email: marie-odile.beau@industrie.gouv.fr


France


Ministère de l'économie, des finances et de 
l'industrie - DIGITIP/STSI


Miss DUFAY Laetitia
Responsible de télécommunications 
internationales


7, square Max Hymans
F-75730 PARIS Cedex 15


Tél: +33 1 40477226
Fax: +33 1 40477189
Email: laetitia.dufay@art-telecom.fr


France


Autorité de régulation des télécommunications 
(ART)
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INS Indonésie (République d') - Indonesia (Republic 
of) - Indonesia (República de)


Mr. BAIDIRUS Ikhsan
Director of Multilateral of Directorate of 
International Affairs


17, Jalan Medan Merdeka Barat
JAKARTA 10110


Tél: +62 21 3835800/3849739
Fax: +62 21 3860781
Email: ikhba@postel.go.id


Indonesia


Directorate General of Posts and 
Telecommunications


I Italie - Italy - Italia
Mr. BIGI Fabio
Expert


201, viale America
I-00144 ROMA


Tél: +39 06 54442366
Fax: +39 06 5410904
Email: fabio.bigi@virgilio.it


Italy


Ministero delle Comunicazioni


LTU Lituanie (République de) - Lithuania (Republic 
of) - Lituania (República de)


Ms. ROMEIKAITE Kristina
Deputy Head of Cost Acc. And Tariffs 
Division


27, Algirdo
VILNIUS 2006


Tél: +370 5  2105668
Fax: +370 5  2161564
Email: kromeikaite@rrt.lt


Lithuania


Communications Regulatory Authority


OMA Oman (Sultanat d') - Oman (Sultanate of) - 
Omán (Sultanía de)


Mr. AL-HAFEEDH Mohsen Alawi


International Representation
P.O. Box 579
112 RUWI


Tél: +968 574330
Fax: +968 565464
Email: al-hafeedh@tra.gov.om


Oman


Telecommunications Regulatory Authority 
(TRA)


OMA Oman (Sultanat d') - Oman (Sultanate of) - 
Omán (Sultanía de)


Mr. ALHINAI Abdulwahab
Junior Professional - Law


International Representation
P.O. Box 579
112 RUWI


Tél: +968 574328 / 574300
Fax: +968 565464
Email: alhinai@tra.gov.om


Oman


Telecommunications Regulatory Authority 
(TRA)


HOL Pays-Bas (Royaume des) - Netherlands 
(Kingdom of the) - Países Bajos (Reino de los)


Mr. BOS Fokko
Project Manager


Ministry of Economic Affairs
PO Box 20101
2500 EX THE HAGUE


Tél: +31 70 3798115
Fax: +31 70 3798264
Email: f.g.bos@minez.nl


Netherlands


Directorate General for Telecommunications 
and Posts


Miss WANNEE Claire
Policy Adviser


Ministry of Econoic Affairs
PO Box 20101
2500 EX THE HAGUE


Tél: +31 70 3798122/53820287
Fax: +31 70 379826
Email: c.wannee@minez.nl


Netherlands


Directorate General for Telecommunications 
and Posts


POL Pologne (République de) - Poland (Republic of) - 
Polonia (República de)


Mrs. GUTKIEWICZ Janina
Expert


4/6, Chalubinskiego Str.
PL-00-928 WARSZAWA


Tél: +48 22 6301294
Fax: +48 22 6285365
Email: jgutkiewicz@mi.gov.pl


Poland


Ministry of Infrastructure
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POR Portugal - Portugal - Portugal
Mr. SILVA GOMES José A.
Senior Legal Adviser


12, avenida José Malhoa
1099-017 LISBOA


Tél: +351 21 7212323
Fax: +351 21 7211004
Email: jsilvagomes@hotmail.com


Portugal


ANACOM - Portugal


SYR République arabe syrienne - Syrian Arab 
Republic - República Arabe Siria


Mr. ABO ALNASR Mohamed


Mazec Autostrad 
STE Headquarters Building
DAMASCUS


Tél: +963 11 6122247
Fax: +963 11 6121208
Email: Mohamedste@yahoo.com


Syrian Arab Republic


Syrian Telecommunications Establishment


Mr. JAMILEH Mazen


Mazec Autostrad 
STE Headquarters Building
DAMASCUS


Tél: +963 11 6122247
Fax: +963 11 6121247
Email: mjamileh@lycos.com


Syrian Arab Republic


Syrian Telecommunications Establishment


Mr. KISRAWI Nabil
Syrian Representative in ITU


9, Champ d'Anier
CH-1209 GENEVE


Tél: +41 22 7988451
Fax: +41 22 7889251
Email: nabil.kisrawi@ties.itu.int


Switzerland


Syrian Telecommunications Establishment


Mr. MOURTADA Majed
Vice-Chief of Technical Cooperation 
Department


Mazec Autostrad 
STE Headquarters Building
DAMASCUS


Tél: +963 11 6122301
Fax: +963 11 6121208
Email: majed.m@net.sy


Syrian Arab Republic


Syrian Telecommunications Establishment


CZE République tchèque - Czech Republic - 
República Checa


Mr. VOPARIL Zdenek
Director, International Relations Department


PO Box 02
CZ-22502 PRAHA 025


Tél: +420 2 24004758
Fax: +420 2 24004817
Email: voparilz@ctu.cz


Czech Republic


Czech Telecommunication Office


G Royaume-Uni de Grande-Bretagne et d'Irlande 
du Nord - United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland - Reino Unido de Gran 
Bretaña e Irlanda del Norte


Mr. AFFLECK Vincent
Head, International Telecoms Policy


Riverside House
2A Southwark Bridge Road
LONDON SE1 9HA


Tél: +44 20 77834344
Fax: +44 20 79813990
Email: vincent.affleck@ofcom.org.uk


United Kingdom


Office of Communications - OFCOM


S Suède - Sweden - Suecia
Mrs. BERGDAHL My
Legal Officer


PO Box 5398
S-10249 STOCKHOLM


Tél: +46 8 6785723
Fax: +46 8 6785506
Email: my.bergdahl@pts.se


Sweden


National Post and Telecom Agency (PTS)


SUI Suisse (Confédération) - Switzerland 
(Confederation of) - Suiza (Confederación)


Mr. MAKKI Hassane
Collaborateur scientifique


Relations internationales
44, rue de l'Avenir
CH-2503 BIENNE


Tél: +41 32 3275577
Fax: +41 32 3275466
Email: hassane.makki@bakom.admin.ch


Switzerland


Office fédéral de la communication (OFCOM)
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TZA Tanzanie (République-Unie de) - Tanzania 
(United Republic of) - Tanzanía (República 
Unida de)


Mr. MFUNGAHEMA Raynold
Director


Mawasiliano House
P.O. Box 474
DAR-ES-SALAAM


Tél: +255 22 2119847
Fax: +255 22 2116664
Email: mfungahema@tcc.go.tz


Tanzania


Tanzania Communications Regulatory 
Authority (TCRA)


Mr. NKOMA John


Mawasiliano House
P.O. Box 474
DAR-ES-SALAAM


Tél: +255 22 2119847
Fax: +255 22 2116664
Email: mfungahema@tcc.go.tz


Tanzania


Tanzania Communications Regulatory 
Authority (TCRA)


Mr. ULANGA Peter Rudolf


PO Box 9070
DAR-ES-SALAAM


Tél: +255 22 2110055
Fax: +255 22 2113232
Email: ulanga@ttcl.co.tz


Tanzania


Tanzania Telecommunications Company Ltd. 
(TTCL)


Number of participants: 45
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