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1	World Telecommunication/ICT Policy Forum (WTPF) (Document C17/59)
1.1	The Chief of the Strategic Planning and Membership Department, introducing Document C17/59, reported that the General Secretariat had received five inputs on the possible theme, dates and venue for the next WTPF in response to its circular letter.
1.2	Councillors emphasized the value of the Forum as a unique platform for sharing information and experience on emerging issues relating to ICT/telecommunication development, in particular for developing countries. One councillor proposed that the next WTPF should be convened in the first or second quarter of 2018. Another councillor said that it was important to ensure a timely and harmonized response to emerging policy issues arising from the changing ICT/telecommunication environment, and agreed that the WTPF should not be delayed. A number of councillors said that, given such factors as the number of conferences planned before PP-18, a decision on the possible theme, dates and venue for the next WTPF should be left to the plenipotentiary conference. However, some others considered that the next WTPF should be held in 2019 and to leave the decision on its theme until PP-18 would not allow sufficient time for a robust preparatory process; the decision should be taken by Council-17 or Council-18.
1.3	Possible themes suggested by councillors included development prospects for ITU within the context of implementing the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the economic challenges of new ICT/telecommunication services. One councillor considered that regulatory aspects of OTTs, cybersecurity, and financial services should also be addressed.
1.4	One councillor said that the General Secretariat should reflect upon all current high-level events of the Union, with a view to developing an optimized events scheduling option to be submitted to Council-18 for consideration, as proposed in Document C17/89 submitted by China.
1.5	The Council agreed to request the General Secretariat to consider the possibilities regarding the optimized scheduling of events and report back to Council-18.
1.6	Document C17/59 was noted.
2	Cooperation agreement between ITU and INTERPOL (Document C17/65)
2.1	The representative of BDT introduced Document C17/65. The Council was invited to approve provisionally the updated cooperation agreement in Annex A and authorize the Secretary-General to sign it in accordance with the draft decision contained in Annex B. The agreement would be sent to PP-18 for final approval.
2.2	The councillor from the United States said that her country could approve and authorize the Secretary-General to sign the cooperation agreement on the following understanding:
“The United States understands the reference to “respective areas of competence” in Article 1 of the cooperation agreement to reflect, with respect to the ITU, its current mandate as reflected in the ITU Constitution and Convention. In particular, the United States emphasizes that the ITU’s participation in this cooperation agreement would not extend the scope of the ITU’s mandate, including to cover cybercrime or online child exploitation, which are, under this cooperation agreement, matters within the exclusive jurisdiction of INTERPOL.”
2.3	Councillors welcomed the due diligence exercised in involving Member States in the process for updating the cooperation agreement and called for such levels of engagement to be maintained. One councillor praised ITU’s involvement with regional organizations, including on matters related to cybersecurity, which should continue. One councillor said that her country would be pleased to implement the activities outlined in Article 2 of the cooperation agreement with due regard for national sovereignty, and drew attention to some national measures being taken to strengthen cybersecurity.
2.4	The Council noted Document C17/65, provisionally approved the cooperation agreement in Annex A, and authorized the Secretary-General to sign it in accordance with the draft decision in Annex B.
3	ITU’s role as Supervisory Authority of the International Registration System for Space Assets under the draft Space Protocol (Documents C17/36(Rev.1), C17/94 and C17/111) 
3.1	The representative of BR, introducing Document C17/36(Rev.1), recalled that Council-16 had noted that there were no objections of principle to ITU becoming the Supervisory Authority of the International Registration System for Space Assets, but that the Council decision should not appear to pre-empt the decision by PP-18. Questions raised by Council-16 with respect to conditions and restrictions to be applied should ITU assume the role of Supervisory Authority were addressed in paragraphs 4 to 13. The Council was invited to endorse ITU becoming the supervisory authority upon or after the entry into force of the Space Protocol, and to recommend such a course of action to PP-18; to review the conditions that might be necessary should ITU assume the role of Supervisory Authority and endorse them for recommendation to PP-18; and to authorize the Secretary-General or his representative to continue to participate in the work of the Preparatory Commission and its working groups as an observer. 
3.2	The councillor from the United States introduced Document C17/94, which contained a letter from the Satellite Industry Association setting out concerns regarding the establishment of an International Registry for Space Assets and endorsement of ITU as the Supervisory Authority. 
3.3	The Chairman, drawing attention to Document C17/111 containing the conclusions of RAG, said that RAG had noted the information provided in the Director’s report on Space Protocol-related issues. 
3.4	A number of councillors said that ITU was well placed to become the Supervisory Authority, agreed that it should assume that role. One councillor expressed support for the Secretary-General or his representative to continue participating in the work of the Preparatory Commission. Another councillor said that the issue, which had been on the Council’s agenda since 2011, had to be resolved once and for all. He welcomed the fundamental points set out in paragraphs 4 to 13 of Document C17/36(Rev.1), but said that two of them should be captured more fully in any formal agreement pertaining to ITU as the Supervisory Authority to ensure that the organization was fully protected. The letter contained in Document C17/94 caused him surprise, particularly given the absence of objections of principle at Council-16, and he wondered when the continuing dialogue with industry would take place. The Legal Adviser confirmed that ITU would not be in breach of its Constitution should it assume the role of Supervisory Authority.
3.5	Some councillors said that it would be premature for Council-17 to endorse ITU becoming the Supervisory Authority given the concerns expressed by the satellite industry, unresolved financial issues and the absence of a definition of ‘space assets’. The final decision should be taken by PP-18. 
3.6	One councillor stressed that decisions should be driven by the will of Member States, not industry, which was seeking to defend the interests of current operators. The Council should endorse ITU becoming the Supervisory Authority. 
3.7	The Legal Adviser said that any relevant agreement between ITU and the International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT) would be carefully worded, and noted that many of the points raised by councillors had already been taken into account. Responding to a comment from one councillor, he said that since the role of Supervisory Authority would be a new one for ITU, it would be appropriate to make any formal ITU agreement limited in duration in order to give PP-22 an opportunity to decide whether or not ITU should continue that activity.
3.8	With regard to the concerns set out in Document C17/94, the representative of BR said that the regulations in the Space Protocol would be applicable only to those operators wishing to secure financing through the registration process on a voluntary basis. If ITU was the Supervisory Authority, it would be better placed in discussions on a possible future definition of space assets rather than being an outside player which is not welcome in the discussion. There would be no financial implications should ITU become the Supervisory Authority since the cost of any involved staff would be fully recovered. 
3.9	The Chairman noted the absence of objections of principle to ITU becoming the Supervisory Authority and that there was general agreement that the final decision should be taken by PP-18.
3.10	The Council noted Document C17/36(Rev.1), authorized the Secretary-General (or his representative) to continue to participate in the work of the Preparatory Commission and its working groups, and endorsed the conditions set out in paragraphs 4 to 13 of the document for recommendation to PP-18.
4	Draft four-year operational plans for 2018-2021 (continued) (Documents C17/28(Rev.1), C17/29, C17/30(Rev.1), C17/31 and C17/32)
4.1	The Council adopted the resolution set out in Document C17/32 and thus approved the draft four-year rolling operational plans for ITU-R, ITU-T, ITU-D and the General Secretariat for 2018-2021 (Documents C17/28(Rev.1), C17/29, C17/30(Rev.1) and C17/31), on the understanding that the plans for ITU-R and ITU-T would be revised in line with the discussions of the Standing Committee on Administration and Management.
5	Conformance and interoperability (C&I) programme - status report and action plan 
(Document C17/24)
5.1	The representative of TSB introduced Document C17/24, which contained an update on activities under the four pillars of the ITU C&I Action Plan: (1) conformity assessment, (2) interoperability events, (3) capacity building and (4) assistance in the establishment of test centres and C&I programmes in developing countries.
5.2	Several councillors expressed support for the activities described in the document, with the white list of best hands-free performers and capacity-building activities under pillar 3 being specifically mentioned.
5.3	One councillor, concerned that the term "white list" could be misinterpreted to mean that the devices listed were permitted for use on networks or motor vehicles, suggested that it would be preferable to use "list of devices meeting ITU Recommendations". She also pointed out that the use of an ITU logo for hands-free terminal displays could be misinterpreted as an ITU endorsement of the device or automobile manufacturer concerned; such logos should be discontinued. Another councillor, while not wishing to suggest that the use of intergovernmental organization logos should be categorically refused, said that the matter merited further thought. A third councillor said that the Director of ITU-T should continue to study the issue on the basis of plenipotentiary and WTSA resolutions. Another councillor, noting the crucial nature of the "safety of life" issues being considered by ITU-T Study Group 11, said that such logos were a source of assurance for users. 
5.4	The councillor from Algeria, noting the lack of telecommunication research centres in Africa, proposed that such a centre be established in his country, with ITU support.
5.5	The councillor from Ghana said that the test centre established under pillar 4 in his country had the potential to serve all of West Africa and the continent as a whole.
5.6	The councillor from Venezuela said that her country was willing to make its C&I infrastructure available to all ITU members with a view to establishing cooperation agreements.
5.7	One councillor, referring to Resolution 44 (WTSA-12) and Resolution 177 (Rev. Busan, 2014), noted that, while pillar 3 was being carried out, pillar 4 was not. He encouraged ITU to fully operationalize the programme. 
5.8	The representative of TSB said that he took note of the comments made in order to guide ITU-T’s implementation of the C&I Action Plan, particularly regarding pillar 4 activities and the use of the term "white list". Regarding logos, a recent ITU-T Study Group 11 roundtable had revealed that there was a market demand for some sort of logo regarding "safety of life". Study Group 12 had issued Recommendations in that respect, which Study Group 11 had then worked on.
5.9	The Council noted Document C17/24.
6	Facilitating the Internet of Things to prepare for a globally connected world 
(Document C17/23)
6.1	The representative of TSB introduced Document C17/23, which reported on ITU activities pursuant to Resolution 197 (Busan, 2014).
6.2	The councillor from Spain informed councillors of the exact dates of the World Smart City Forum to be held in Barcelona: 11 to 16 November 2017.
6.3	One councillor asked that future reports specify the topics being studied by ITU-R; another stressed that developing countries needed ITU capacity-building support in the form of training at ITU centres of excellence worldwide and for the adaptation of relevant regulations; a third councillor recommended that ITU enhance its cooperation with the private sector.
6.4	The Council noted Document C17/23.
7	Digital financial services (Document C17/68)
7.1	The representative of TSB introduced Document C17/68, which had been prepared in line with WTSA-16 Resolution 89.
7.2	One councillor, noting the importance of cooperation on digital financial services, including to stop illegal transactions, urged the secretariat to work more closely with Member States on matters relating to the digital economy, particularly in terms of exchanging information and reinforcing infrastructure. Another councillor urged ITU-T and ITU-D to continue bridging divides in the digital economy.
7.3	The Council noted Document C17/68.
8	Effectiveness of regional groups for bridging the standardization gap (Document C17/72)
8.1	The representative of TSB introduced Document C17/72, which reported on the effectiveness of regional groups pursuant to the instructions given in WTSA-16 Resolution 44.
8.2	Several councillors encouraged ITU-T to continue supporting regional study groups, which played an important part in bridging the gap between developing and developed countries and in which a growing number of experts were participating. One suggested that information on seminars could be improved, for example via publications distributed to all Member States.
8.3	One councillor expressed concern at the proliferation of regional groups. The decision by a few countries to establish such a group could affect an entire region and undermine the regional organization. A mechanism should be established whereby the support of the regional organization was required to create a new regional group. That point of view was endorsed by other councillors, one of whom drew attention to Document C17/97; she said that regional groups should be open to all ITU members. Two councillors emphasized the need for coordination with regional organizations, so as to avoid duplication of work.
8.4	Another councillor, recalling that the issue of participation in regional groups had been often discussed and never resolved, reminded councillors that study group chairmen could invite experts to participate. Other councillors endorsed that point of view. Two, pointing out that some countries were not members of regional organizations, stressed the importance of creating open, universal spaces in which technical discussion could be held at regional level.
8.5	The representative of TSB said that the creation of regional groups was governed by WTSA-16 Resolution 54, and participation in such groups by WTSA-16 Resolution 1. He confirmed that study group chairmen could at all times invite experts who were not from the region's Member States to participate in the work of a regional group.
8.6	The Council noted Document C17/72.
9	Report of the Council Working Group on Languages (continued) (Document C17/DT/4) 
9.1	The Council adopted the draft new resolution on the ITU Coordination Committee for Terminology set out in Document C17/DT/4, which had been developed by the ad hoc group set up by the Council at its first plenary meeting.
10	Strengthening the regional presence (Document C17/25) 
10.1	The representative of BDT introduced Document C17/25, which reported the consolidated results of the implementation of Resolution 25 (Rev. Busan, 2014) and was supplemented by Document C17/INF/11.
10.2	A councillor requested the Director of BDT to enhance the role of the ITU Regional Office in the Americas by ensuring it had an effective mechanism enabling the full participation of all the region's members in the consideration of all documents and processes relating to all ITU meetings. Future reports should contain a detailed breakdown of the resources set aside for that purpose.
10.3	The Council noted Document C17/25.
The Secretary-General:	Chairman:
H. ZHAO	E. SPINA
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