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1. BACKGROUND
1.1 The 2006 ITU Plenipotentiary Conference adopted Resolution 141 (Antalya, 2006) “Study on the participation of all relevant stakeholders in the activities of the Union related to the World Summit on the Information Society”.
1.2 Resolution 141 instructed the ITU Council to establish a working group to conduct the Study.
1.3 Annex to Resolution 141 which sets out the terms of reference of the Working Group (WG) states that the Group should develop and conduct open consultations, also using electronic means on the inclusion of relevant stakeholders in the activities of ITU related to WSIS.
1.4 During its fourth meeting in January 2008, the working group agreed on a questionnaire to be used for the open consultations, to who the questionnaire would be sent to and who would be entitled to reply. It was therefore decided that the questions would be divided in three categories:

· Questions in part 1 to be addressed to ITU Member States only; 

· Questions in part 2 to be addressed to ITU Member States, Sector Members and Associates.

· Questions in part 3 to be addressed to ITU Member States, Sector Members, Associates and WSIS-accredited entities. 

1.5 The Group further agreed to hold two face-to-face consultation meetings: 

· An information session to Geneva-based Missions; 
· An information session to all WSIS stakeholders participating to the cluster of WSIS-related events 2008.
1.6 With regard to the replies to the questionnaire that would be handled by the Secretariat, the Group resolved that: 

· All answers would be made available on a website accessible only to Member States.

· Member States would have the opportunity to comment on the answers until 15 July.

· The ITU Secretariat would prepare a draft synthesis report of the replies received taking into account the comments by Member States. This report will be presented at the fifth meeting of the Working Group.
2. ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE SECRETARIAT
2.1 Pursuant to decisions taken by the Group, ITU Secretariat took the following actions:
· On 22 February 2008, a circular letter (ref: CL-66) was sent to ITU Member States inviting them to reply by 15 June 2008 to the questionnaire enclosed with the letter. The questionnaire was also made available on the WG website for online submission using a TIES username and password. A letter (ref: DM/08/1001) was also sent to ITU Sector Members and Associates inviting them to reply to the questionnaire enclosed or online by 15 June using their TIES username and password.

· A letter (Ref: DM-08/1008) was addressed to WSIS-accredited Stakeholders, inviting them to reply to online questionnaire and informing them about the information session to be held on 21 May during the Cluster of WSIS-related events 2008. 
· Also on 26 March 2008, a letter (ref: DM-08/1007) was addressed to all Permanent Missions in Geneva inviting them to an information session to be held on 14 April 2008.

· The information session to Geneva-based missions was organized at ITU on 14 April 2008. Delegates from 16 Countries attended the meeting. 

· The information session to WSIS stakeholders attending the Cluster of WSIS-related event took place at ITU on 21 May 2008. The session was attended by 15 participants.
· The two background papers prepared by the ITU Secretariat on existing practices of stakeholders’ participation within ITU and analysis of existing mechanisms and practices for stakeholder participation in the United Nations, other UN specialized agencies and intergovernmental organizations, have been brought to the attention of Member States, Sector Members, Associates and stakeholders to assist them in preparing their responses.

2.2 By 15 June the Secretariat had received the following answers:
· Seven (7) from Member States;
· Five (5) from Sector Members and Associates;
· Five (5) from WSIS-accredited entities;
· Three (3) from non WSIS-accredited entities.
2.3 The list of the replies can be found in Annex 1.
2.4 The three replies from non WSIS-accredited entities have not been taken into account for the present report.
3. RESULTS BY QUESTIONS
3.1 Questions addressed to ITU Member States.
3.1.1 Question a: What are the spheres of competence that ITU Member States reserve for themselves with regard to WSIS stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) and the possible denunciation of their participation in ITU?

3.1.1.1 The intergovernmental nature of ITU was underlined. Member States are the major players      in ITU. Their reserved spheres of competence are provided by the ITU Constitution and Convention.

3.1.1.2 Some Member States outlined that key Member States’ competences should not be changed including: 
· Decisions on budget; 
· Decisions taken by Council;
· Decisions taken by the Radiocommunication Advisory Group, the World Radiocommunication Conference, the Radiocommunication Assemblies and ITU-R decision on spectrum management. 
· Decisions taken by ITU-T on Numbering and addressing questions as well as decisions taken by the Telecommunication Standardization Advisory Group and the World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly. 
· Decisions taken by the Telecommunication Development Advisory Group and the World Telecommunication Development Conference.
3.1.1.3 Others stated that, ITU Member States shall keep and have the final decision.
3.1.1.4 Most answers, however, recognized that all relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) may contribute to the discussion on subjects within the sphere of the competence of the Member States.
3.1.1.5 In addition, it was highlighted that stakeholders should not have more rights than any other Sector Members or Associates. 

3.1.2 Question b: Are the current definitions of Sector Members, Associates and experts contained in the ITU basic texts sufficient to include participation of all stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) in ITU WSIS-related activities? 
3.1.2.1 The majority of the replies consider that the current ITU basic texts and definitions are adequate to include participation of all stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) in ITU WSIS-related activities. 

3.1.2.2 Two Member States were of the opinion that the ITU basic texts are not sufficient and that a favorable environment needs to be created to accommodate participation of national IT related associations and societies.
3.1.3 Question c: What are possible amendments to the definitions of Sector Members, Associates and experts in the ITU basic texts, which would enhance participation in ITU WSIS related activities?

3.1.3.1 In line with the responses for Question b, most Member States considered that there is no need for comprehensive amendment to the current definitions.
3.1.3.2 However, certain Member States made the following proposals: 
Proposal 1:  The definition of Associates could be broadened to include national associations and societies. 

Proposal 2:  Amendments to the definitions could allow the inclusion of e-citizens.
Proposal 3:  The definitions could be broadened to “actors of information society” in general.

Proposal 4:  i) Stakeholders under the umbrella of the present CS and CV provisions: 

Keeping the present definitions, the only slight amendment would be to add the term “WSIS related activities or Projects” in parallel to “Question”, which means that a stakeholder could be a Sector Member, Associate or Expert, but participating in “WSIS related activities or projects” instead of “Questions”. 
ii) Stakeholders under the umbrella of new modified CS and CV provisions:

Proposal to examine the introduction of a new concept of “Partner” as follows:

· One-project partner, ie: stakeholder partner by participating in one ITU WSIS-related activity (project)

· Multiple-Projects-Partner, i.e stakeholder partner by participating in multiple ITU WSIS-related activities.
3.2 Questions addressed to ITU Member States, Sector Members and Associates.
3.2.1 Question d: What might be the financial implications of the participation of all stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) in ITU-WSIS related activities?
Replies from Member States

3.2.1.1 Many Member States have raised concerns about the financial implications resulting from the participation of stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU), even though there is a clear recognition that they would bring their “Know How” in addition to their financial contributions. They also considered that ITU risks facing a series of problems such as management overload, declining of work efficiency and over-stretching of facilities.
3.2.1.2 One Member State considered that the involvement of stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) may decrease the costs in the long run since they should finance their participation.
3.2.1.3 A proposal was made to have a discussion about the amount that should be charged for a “partnership” so that it encourages stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) to become Members of ITU and in this case, to analyze whether there are any supplementary costs for the ITU. Any fees charged for such a partner status should be as low as possible in order to include as many stakeholders as possible, but they should cover as much as possible the financial burden their participation brings to ITU.
Replies from Sector Members and Associates

3.2.1.4 Answers from Sector Members and Associates emphasis the negative financial consequences of stakeholders’ participation as well as the impact on the Union’s efficiency.
3.2.1.5 Some considered that stakeholders’ participation would also be unfair for other Members that would therefore pay for non profit organizations’ participation.
3.2.1.6 Some replies indicated that all relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) should therefore bear the corresponding costs for participating in meetings.
3.2.2 Question e: What are the other challenges to the Union and its Members posed by the participation of all relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) in the activities of the Union related to WSIS and how can such challenges be met? 

Replies from Member States

3.2.2.1 For some Member States, the existing ITU structure where private sector participates as Sector Members or Associates has proved to be working well and is important for the success of ITU’s work. Any mechanism to enhance the participation of relevant stakeholders in ITU’s activities should not endanger the advantages and benefits of private sector’s participation through the existing membership structure.
3.2.2.2 Others Member States considered that an increased participation of relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) would give more quality, weight, relevance and attention to ITU’s work and should thus result in making it even more attractive for private sector entities to become ITU Sector Members and Associates.
3.2.2.3 On the contrary, some Member States considered that some challenges posed by the participation of all relevant stakeholders could include insufficient preparation on the part of the newcomers and inappropriate participation in meetings.
3.2.2.4 One Member State believed that this process will produce its own solution in the course of time.

Replies from Sector Members and Associates
3.2.2.5 Sector Members and Associates underlined the following challenges:

i)  Challenge to the management work of ITU: 
· New participants need time to become aware of and understand the overall situations, including the rules and regulations of the Union. This will bring an additional burden to the management work of the Union. 
· It will be more difficult to achieve agreement. This will decrease work efficiency. 
· Meetings will not be held normally.
· Non-ITU Members will bring various non-standardized program and application which will be directly involved in the ITU Study Group, interfere with the ITU’s stable, orderly and efficient work.

· Non-ITU Members will bring new security problems.
· Some political organizations may interfere with the normal activities of ITU.
ii)  Challenge to the financial situation of ITU: The enlargement of the activities would increase the ITU’s financial burden. Participation fees could help to some extent, but it would not compensate all the cost. 

iii) Challenge to the existing membership of ITU: The enlargement of participation and its relevant financial impacts will lead the existing Members to assess the impact brought about by the stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) such as the inefficiency and the possible loss to themselves. Consequently they may become more cautious in participating in the work of the Union. 
iv) Stakeholders will break the allocation rules of ITU. It will bring negative impact to the telecom network framework and even influence the provision of communication services as well as decrease the information level of the world.
3.2.2.6 The following solutions were proposed:
· organizations shall be admitted and permitted by the Government;
· be clear on the scope of activities where non ITU Members can participate;
· check the qualifications of the organizations attending ITU activities;
· define the person attending the activities and limit the number of stakeholders attending the activities. Only the stakeholders related to ITU will be allowed to attend.
3.3 Open consultation: questions addressed to ITU Member States, Sector Members, Associates and WSIS accredited entities.
3.3.1 Question f: What “added value” might stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) bring to the work of ITU in its WSIS-related activities?

Replies from Member States

3.3.1.1 Most of the Member States recognized the added values that stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) could bring to ITU in its WSIS-related activities. Comments refer in particular to ITU’s visibility, ITU’s efficiency and ITU’s work. They stressed that stakeholders’ participation could: 
· contribute with financial and human resources and attract the commitment of donors;
· enrich discussions and bring diversity as well as fresh perspectives to ITU’s work;
· bring technical, economic and social experiences;
· raise relevance, efficiency and outreach of ITU’s activities especially in the Standardization and the Development Sectors;
· bring more visibility for ITU in non technical specialities; 
· be useful for political lobbying; 

· increase the efficiency of ITU in its relevant work;
· bring a broader vision to ITU;
· build awareness and commitment to the building of the Information Society;
· take a more active role in building the IT Society at the country level;
· bring a true multi-stakeholder approach - effective cooperation among governments, private sector, civil society and the United Nations Organisations- which is the key for the success in meeting the challenges of the Information Society.

Replies from Sector Members and Associates

3.3.1.2 For most Sector Members and Associates, Stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) could: 
· Promote ITU’s activities under the coordination of the Member States;
· Bring some new opinions and solutions of technologies; 
· Promote the application and practice of new technologies adopted by ITU as well as accelerate the maturity of technologies;
· Play a supporting role to the formulation of the relevant resolutions of the meetings. 
3.3.1.3 Others consider that they will bring very limited added value, but rather will cause more financial problems and inefficiency in the normal working order of the Union. 

Replies from WSIS accredited entities 
3.3.1.4 Replies from WSIS accredited entities draw attention to the following advantages brought forward by the participation of stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU): 
· They can bring additional outreach to the activities of ITU. Civil society entities, as they have become one of the most publicly trusted groups, can in that sense increase the visibility of ITU, in particular, in its activities related to WSIS, within additional groups of actors.

· They can convey messages which are not fully reflected by the organisations currently seeking ITU membership. 
· Through its connections with the grassroots and with those working in the field, as well as with a large constituency of researchers and experts, Civil Society can raise issues of concern for groups directly affected by decisions taken by ITU. Civil Society groups also approach issues addressed by the ITU taking into consideration the broader social and human-centred impact of these policies. ITU would gain valuable inputs from new categories of people fully involved in the development of the Information Society.

· Civil Society entities, because of the flexibility of their structures and their direct and cross-cutting involvement in the fast-evolving nature of the Information Society, can bring to International Organisations valuable inputs on emerging issues and with a transversal perspective.

· The development of a long-standing partnership with the stakeholders, in addition to the current ad hoc interactions between ITU and some Civil Society entities, would also contribute to increasing the mutual trust and commitment between ITU and a large number of stakeholders.
· They can bring forward diversity in thoughts, cultures, and methodologies.
· They could increase ITU’s popularity and influence, as well as general public awareness of ITU’s work.
3.3.2 Question g: What criteria could be suggested for defining which stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) might be “relevant” to participate in ITU activities related to WSIS, taking into account f) above?

Replies from Member States

3.3.2.1 Some countries considered that the ITU basic texts provide the criteria for becoming Sector Members, Associates, experts and observers. The same criteria could be used to assess which parties are relevant to participate in ITU WSIS-related activities.
3.3.2.2 Some others believed that the involvement of stakeholders should be defined as broad as possible. Any party engaged and interested in information, computer and communication issues should be included.
3.3.2.3 The following criteria have also been proposed: 

· expertise and know-how; 

· evidence that they share the objectives of the Union; 
· they should operate on a non-commercial basis; 
· basic understanding and knowledge of the WSIS processes and ITU activities; 

· appropriate understanding of other participants in the activity;
· the activities of the stakeholder are clearly related to the Information Society in general or specifically to WSIS Actions Lines.
3.3.2.4 It was also suggested that the final decision on whether a “stakeholder” is relevant or not should be taken by the Secretary-General and the Directors of the three Sectors. 
3.3.2.5 Finally it was proposed that in its report to the next Plenipotentiary Conference this Working Group should make concrete proposals for such criteria, taking into account and making use of existing  practices in other UN institutions (i.e. ECOSOC, UNESCO, WSIS or IGF, etc).
Replies from Sector Members and Associates 
3.3.2.6 According to some Sector Members and Associates, it would be difficult to define which stakeholders might be “relevant” to participate in the ITU WSIS-related activities. 
3.3.2.7 Some others have put forward the following criteria: 
· they should be accepted by government, their Member State should confirm their characteristics and that their activities are related to ITU;
· they should be related to telecommunications;
· assessment should be made to see whether they can truly play a positive role rather than hinder or interfere with the work of ITU;
· they should demonstrate that they have certain experiences and personal strength and should make the commitment to follow relevant provisions of ITU; 
· their eligibility should be reviewed every year.
Replies from WSIS-accredited entities

3.3.2.8 WSIS-accredited entities proposed that the criteria to be retained in the definition of which stakeholders might be relevant to participate in ITU activities should be focused on the mandate, activities, expertise and knowledge of the stakeholder, which cover substantial fields of ITU activities and functions. 
3.3.2.9 WSIS-accredited entities further suggested that ITU should look at both the policy level and at the project implementation level. Therefore, specialised NGOs and CSOs with an interest and concerns in telecommunications issues, development NGOs, consumer unions, research and academic institutions, as well as organisations defending public interests have a large relevance in participating in the activities of ITU.
3.3.2.10 An element of relevance also proposed is for the stakeholders to have expertise and activities in several countries - either at the international, regional or sub-regional level- , who might have more relevance in line with the international nature of ITU activities. Nevertheless, the involvement of national stakeholders with expertise on global policy issues and with implementation activities in other areas should also be considered as relevant stakeholders.

3.3.2.11 Other criteria were proposed such as: 

· Stakeholders should be experts, scholars or NGOs and should have a telecommunication background.
· NGOs that enjoy consultative status or have a formal relationship with the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) and other UN organisations and agencies should be considered relevant to participate.
· NGOs that have special competency in one or two ITU’s working areas can be considered relevant.
3.3.3 Question h: What are the challenges (including financial) to stakeholders (that are not Members of  ITU) posed by their participation in the activities of the Union related to WSIS, and how can such challenges be met? 
Replies from Member States
3.3.3.1 Challenges identified by Member States include:
· time management;
· lack of human resources;

· stakeholders from developing countries have to overcome some legal and economic barriers in order to be able to participate in such activities and  this could result in an imbalance in representation.
3.3.3.2 Solutions proposed include:
· Any financial contribution of relevant stakeholders should be as low as possible in order to include as many relevant stakeholders as possible, but they should cover as much as possible the financial burden their participation bring to ITU and these matters have to be included in the specific issues discussed in the daily business of ITU.
· Fellowship opportunities should be increased with the contribution of stakeholders from developed countries.
· ITU should organize its meetings and conferences in locations as close as possible to the developing regions.
· ITU regional offices should be strengthened and reinforced;
· Events should be promoted in order to increase participation of stakeholders.
· Money could be obtained from different funds or donations.
· Remote participation in meetings through e-communications should be encouraged.
Replies from Sector Members and Associates
3.3.3.3 For Sector Members and Associates, challenges to the Union and its Members posed by the participation of all relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) in the activities of the Union related to WSIS include:

· financial challenges, increase of expenditures and financial burden for ITU as a whole;
· managerial challenges, they might cause chaos in ITU, in terms of meeting venues, document distribution etc.; 

· decrease in ITU’s efficiency;
· disruption of the attribution and governmental status of ITU;
· could have a negative impact on the telecom network framework, influence the provision of communication service and decrease the information level of the world;
· could bring new security problems;
· some political organizations may interfere in the normal activities of ITU.

3.3.3.4 The Following measure should be taken: 
· define who is qualified to participate
· strictly assess the qualification of the organizations attending ITU’s activities;

· define the rights and obligations for new participants, including the payment of the membership fees or relevant cost;
· create more opportunities for communication and exchange of opinions; 
· Member States shall control their stakeholders and coordinate in advance;

· limit the quantity of the participants and limit the range of ITU’s activities in order to avoid the adverse impact to the current activities of the Union, in other words, the current working efficiency should not be influenced too much.
Replies from WSIS-accredited entities

3.3.3.5 For some WSIS-accredited entities current challenges to stakeholders’ participation in the activities of the ITU are: 

· Civil Society stakeholders do not have the capacity to afford the financial weight of Sector or Associate membership with ITU.
· A large number of relevant stakeholders are not interested in paid membership status with ITU, because they have access via consultative or observer status with other Intergovernmental Organisations.
· The password protected nature of ITU documentation is also an important challenge which hampers the full involvement of non-ITU Members.
· A large number of Civil Society actors which have demonstrated expertise in telecommunication activities currently do not have the possibility of becoming Sector Members or Associates of ITU because they are specialised in a limited range of issues. At the same time, the specific – and, in a way, very open – nature of the Sector and Associate membership modalities developed within ITU might not be fully adapted to the reality of the Civil Society involvement in International Organisations.
3.3.3.6 Some others considered that: 

· Relevant stakeholders bring severe challenges to the validity, final achievement of goals and financial expenses of the activities of the Union related to WSIS.
· The total number of NGOs worldwide would be an overwhelming number, if ITU activities related to WSIS were open to all, ITU may turn into nothing more than an occasion for diversified talks and its efficiency would be greatly reduced.
· The increased number of different opinions, voices and advice could force the process of solving conflicts while balancing different opinions, into a more complicated situation, which could cause a negative impact on the effectiveness of future events.

3.3.3.7 The following measures have been proposed: 

· Modalities for their participation, beyond the current membership status, should be considered both in terms of institutional relations with ITU decision making structures and in terms of consultation with the ITU Secretariat. 

· Harmonization should be considered with the view to make modalities of participation of relevant stakeholders more coherent within inter-Sectoral activities and in the meetings and activities of the Sectors.
· The creation of a Civil Society Information and Outreach Unit would also be an important step forward to facilitate relevant stakeholders’ participation in ITU – in particular Civil Society entities.
· All document released by ITU and all decision taken by the Union should be made publicly available.
· a number of stakeholders have developed ad hoc relationships with the ITU Secretariat and with some ITU processes, but this does not give way to a general partnership framework for relevant stakeholders. The ITU Secretariat Background Paper on existing practices within ITU for the participation of relevant stakeholders in the activities of the Union highlighted the very complex modalities for participation of non ITU member stakeholders, while modalities for consultative or observers’ status are quite simple in other International Organisations. The visibility of participation opportunities for relevant stakeholders is creating challenges hampering the accessibility of ITU. 
3.3.4 Question i:
How can existing mechanisms (e.g. partnerships, symposia, seminars, workshops, focus groups, policy forums, experts) for participation by stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) be used more effectively, and what other mechanisms could be suggested? 
Replies from Member States 
3.3.4.1 Some Members States consider that the existing mechanisms for participation of Sector Members, Associates, experts and observers in ITU’s activities are reasonably efficient and are also appropriate in addressing WSIS related activities, therefore, no additional mechanisms are needed.

3.3.4.2 Other Member States have made the following suggestions:
· regional activities such as symposia, seminars and workshops can be fostered and relevant stakeholders should be invited to participate in the organisation of these mechanisms and not just participate as “contributors” of content;
· ITU should strengthen the use of the necessary systems, applications and infrastructures that enable e-seminars, e-workshops and e-conferences;
· create a high level civil society advisory board that would regularly meet with the high level ITU representatives (ITU Secretary-General and Deputy Secretary-General as well as Directors of the three Sectors of ITU). This advisory board would only have a consultative function and no direct influence on any decision taken within ITU and would regularly exchange opinions about the political and strategic aspects of ITU’s activities as a whole or of its Sectors.

· better communication may guarantee the effectiveness of participation by stakeholders;
· Evangelists could be used to promote the activities of WSIS. 

Replies from Sector Members and Associates 

3.3.4.3 Sector Members and Associates made the following proposals: 

· trainings could be organized by Member States or ITU on the process and working methods of ITU;
· specialized regional forums based on national or geographic regions should be established.
Replies from WSIS accredited entities 
3.3.4.4 WSIS accredited entities recommended the following mechanisms: 

· Harmonisation and simplification of the very complex architecture of ITU. 
· Creation of a Civil Society Unit or an NGO liaison officer.
· Arrangements for informal interaction towards information exchange and consultation with the ITU Secretariat Sectors should be established. 

· All ITU activities related to WSIS should be run on the basis of the WSIS principles of multi-stakeholder participation in which the needs and contributions of all concerned relevant stakeholders would be reflected in the proceedings.
· More telecommunication experts and scholars should participate in ITU’s activities.
· An inner compromise should be achieved in each ITU Member State.
· Civil Society events held in parallel to the existing meetings could be a possible solution.
· NGOs consultative status could be created to encourage relevant NGOs to take part in ITU activities related to WSIS.
· Establish a roster of relevant stakeholders/Civil Society entities which should receive notifications of ITU processes.  

· Written documentation from relevant stakeholders could be circulated to ITU Members and these relevant stakeholders could be invited as observers with some speaking rights to intergovernmental policy processes in their area of their expertise. Modalities for the inclusion in this roster could be addressed at a later stage.
3.3.5 Question j: What specific efforts may be needed to mobilize and ensure the meaningful and effective participation of all relevant stakeholders (that are not Members of ITU) from developing countries, and stakeholders in the development field? 
Replies from Member States

3.3.5.1 Suggestions from Member States include: 

· ITU should create and set up local cooperation for local mechanisms (partnerships, symposia, seminars, workshops, policy forums, etc.) in the country or the region of these stakeholders;
· ITU could facilitate online remote participation to improve the participation of representatives of developing countries; 

· ITU could set up a “civil society portal” on its website that would give more prominence to the role Civil Society plays in ICT for development (i.e. ICT success stories);
· ITU should provide free access to its publications, recommendations, etc. in order to support the activities of organisations from developing countries;
· Money from the digital fund could be used to cover some of the costs;
· World experts and consultants should be more involved; 
· Evangelists should be used to promote WSIS;
· Financial support should be provided to experts from developing countries.
Replies from Sector Members and Associates

3.3.5.2 According to Sector Members and Associates the following efforts may be needed: 

· enhance the public awareness on the Union’s activities;
· offer financial support to establish some funds or accept public donations;
· provide assistance to stakeholders through the industry authority of their countries and make sure they could participate in the Union’s activities efficiently;
· hold meetings in developing countries;
· organize training programmes;
· reduce or exempt the expenses for participants from developing countries;
· establish specialized regional forums.
Replies from WSIS-accredited entities
3.3.5.3 WSIS-accredited entities proposed that the following efforts be made:  
· Specific outreach should be performed by the ITU Secretariat and by the whole NGO community to ensure that relevant stakeholders from developing countries are fully aware of their opportunities and the proposed Civil Society Unit could play a very important role in this context.

· The development and systematisation of remote participation modalities for ITU meetings – as used at our great interest during the 2008 WSIS implementation meetings and GAID open consultation – would facilitate attracting the interest and inputs from relevant stakeholders not present in Geneva. 

· Stakeholders from developing countries and from the development field should be allowed and encouraged to provide written inputs on the agenda items of ITU processes.
· Training should be provided to enhance the telecommunication background of developing countries. 

· Stakeholders from the developed countries should pay more for attending the ITU activities related to WSIS to decrease or cover the fee for relevant stakeholders from developing countries, especially those from least developed countries.

· Since there are many more NGO’s from developed countries, a prerequisite should be set for the number of stakeholders allowed from developed countries in order to promote balanced representation.
ANNEX 1
LIST OF ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONNAIRES RECEIVED BY THE ITU SECRETARIAT
	Member States 
	Date of reception

	Ministry of Communications and Information Technology, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
	27 April 2008

	Ministry of Information and Communications, Nepal 
	22 May 2008  

	e-Mexico System Coordinator, Mexico
	11 June 2008

	Information Society Development Committee, Republic of Lithuania 
	13 June 2008

	Ministry of Industry and Information Technology, China 
	13 June 2008

	Telecommunications Authority, Turkey
	19 June 2008

	Federal Office of Communications (OFCOM), Switzerland 
	23 June 2008

	Sector Members and Associates 

	China Netcom Group Company Ltd 
	29 May 2008 

	China Telecommunications Corporation 
	03 June 2008 

	China Unicom 
	06 June 2008

	China Mobile Communication Corporation  
	06 June 2008

	Alcatel Shanghai Bell 
	16 June 2008 

	WSIS-accredited entities

	Ingénieurs du Monde, France
	20 May 2008

	Internet Society of China 
	10 June 2008 

	Chinese Association for International Understanding (CAFIU) 
	12 June 2008 



	China Association for Science and Technology (CAST)
	15 June 2008

	Conference of NGOs in Consultative Relationship with the UN, Switzerland
	15 June 2008 



	Non WSIS-accredited entities 
	

	University of Exter, United Kingdom 
	10 June 2008

	Computer Network Information Center (CNIC), China  
	12 June 2008 



	Association for Culture and Education (KIBLA), Slovenia 
	15 June 2008 
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