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>> CHAIR: Good morning.  Welcome to the 5th meeting of TDAG Correspondence Group on streamlining WTDC resolutions.  Before I start, let's check if we have interpretation.

(Interpretation test).

This is to the fifth meeting of the TDAG Correspondence Group on streamlining WTDC resolutions.  The original draft Agenda had gone through a number of revisions.  That's basically because in addition to the original mandate of this Correspondence Group some additional items are now placed on our Agenda and we need to consider them as well.

We have a very heavy workload ahead of us today, this morning.  Without further remarks, I would like to go to the approval of the Agenda as in document 22E revision 2.  I put it for your approval.

Any comments on the Agenda? 

None.  Thank you.  I take it you approved the Agenda.

Then we go to the second item on the Agenda, which is the review of the main conclusions of the fourth meeting of TDAG Correspondence Group on streamline Resolution document 20.

Please, of course, the report of the fourth meeting and I would like to invite you to give us the brief overview of this document.

>> Thank you.

Good morning to all of you.  It is my pleasure to present a review of main conclusions of the fourth physical meeting of the Correspondence Group on streamlining resolutions.  The Correspondence Group on streamlining resolutions held its fourth meeting on 3rd of April, 2017.  The chairmanship and the Vice‑Chairman of the TDAG and Chairman of this Correspondence Group.  The Chair welcomed participants and covered the work of the Correspondence Group for using the number of WTDC resolutions to the extent possible.  He thanked the membership for involvement in the process and contributions that have been put forward.  He also noted the number of members in the discussion and concrete number of proposals for streamlining resolutions.

The Agenda of the meeting, it is also on the website.  It was adopted without any modifications.  The Chair presented ‑‑ gave the floor to the Secretariat to present the report of the third physical meetings that was held in January, 2017.  So no further comments I received from the participants and the report was adopted.

The Agenda was followed by presentation of the discussions regarding streamlining resolutions at previous RPMs and all RPMs except the forthcoming one in Europe at that time welcomed the summary document of the work and took note of it and what was mentioned during the previous meeting.

Also there were several concrete proposals submitted for WTDC resolutions.  Those proposals were received and discussed.

All RPMs also were mentioned during that meeting, and no documents were discussed.  I don't think that I should mention it now, because the next topic of the Agenda is also review of the RPMs work.

Maybe good to mention that it was announced that next RPM for Europe will be held on 27 through 28, April.  Then we have on the Agenda the presentations and the discussions of the relevant contributions.  

The representative from Paraguay put forward two contributions.  It was mentioned that we had submitted and discussed the contributions during the RPM in America held in Paraguay and it was also mentioned that those contributions will be discussed further at the upcoming meeting of CTEL in view of collaboration of a regional proposal.  Meeting noted the documents and welcomed the contributions and proposals and joint regional proposals that could greatly facilitate the work of the forthcoming WTDC and pave the way significantly using the number of resolutions, both existing and new.

As the next item on the Agenda we had the presentation of the draft guiding principles for WTDC streamlining resolutions and the Chairman presented the principles and it was contained in document TDAG/14.  He stressed the guiding principles are intended to ‑‑ as a useful tool for streamlining both existing and new resolutions.  The Chair also noted the detailed mapping of the current WTDC resolutions and Recommendations to the plenipotentiary resolutions, ITU‑D objectives and outcomes with the view to streamlining them in preparation for WTDC17.  The mapping document also highlights common issues in WTDC resolutions and recommendations and provides a framework for clustering them according to guidelines for streamlining WTDC resolutions.  It was once again announced that the next physical meeting will be held today, 10 of May at 9:30.

No further items have been discussed during the previous physical meeting.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much for this presentation.

Any comments?  Or views?  None.  I take it you approve the report of our 4th meeting.  Thank you very much.

The next Agenda item for us, presentation of the draft final report from the TDAG Resolution group on streamlining Resolution, this is DT/8.

Of course I'll present DT/8 to the plenary tomorrow.  You made a call that we were planning to give ‑‑ to present this report yesterday, but because we ran out of time in the plenary we postponed it until next plenary meeting tomorrow.  I would like to use this opportunity and give you a brief overview of what DT/8 is all about.  .

The report emphasizes the mandate and the document mentioned the creation and way forward leading to WTDC‑17 we need to focus on streamlining resolutions.  The report in DT/8 has three Annexes and one appendix.  The three Annexes, Annex one contains a draft guiding principles for streamlining WTDC resolutions; Annex 2 is on the consolidated text of agreed proposals; Annex 3 is the detailed mapping of the current WTDC resolutions and Recommendations to plenipotentiary resolutions, ITU‑D objectives and documents and outputs.

The appendix contains the consolidated table of all proposals submitted by members in TDAG Correspondence Group on streamlining resolutions and the regional preparatory meetings for WTDC2017.

As was already mentioned, we had a fourth meeting, four meetings already, the second meeting was in September, 2016, the third meeting was in January, 2017 and the fourth meeting as just mentioned was on April, 2017.  The document itself explains and the word streamline resolutions would be coming to an end as this Correspondence Group is concerned by this TDAG meeting.  The work needs to continue by regional meetings, regional organizations and of course Member States in their preparations and submissions of documents.

What we tried to achieve in the work we have started was to propose guiding principles that would hopefully be used by the Member States in their preparations for streamlining resolutions and combining and other efforts in trying to reduce the number of resolutions for WTDC2017.

We have already too many and there is ‑‑ it is very desirable to reduce the number of resolutions and Recommendations.  Of course as I said, I would be presenting this document DT8 in more detail to our plenary and I would like to invite your comments on this DT/8 if you have any comments you would like to raise at this point so if there are any items you would like to modify and revise, we can do it in the meantime until our presentation tomorrow.

I'm inviting any comments.

There is one from remote.  You have the floor from remote.

>> Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  This is from Mr. Matsumoto.  I'm giving him the floor.

Go ahead.

>> MITSUJI MATSUMOTO:  My question is this, we delayed until Thursday your presentation and we heard from yesterday from Russia a good proposal regarding the CCT and ITU‑D to be together with ITU‑T and I'm sure today we'll have also some nice proposals.  The question is, will that ‑‑ in this document that you showed us, when you introduce it on plenary of TDAG, will this be the last document that you will present, the draft that we should discuss at the WTDC?

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

As far as I understand, there are a couple of questions.  The question is, would I revise this document, DT8 and my reply is if there are any points that need to be revised, yes, by all means, I'm prepared to revise it.  (That question was by Haim Mazar.  ).

Are there anything you would like to revise.

>> MAZAR:  The proposal by Russia, not having a new WTDC but having all of the vocabulary of all three ITU, and the second question, the same question, with the RPM continues from two weeks ago and then indeed there are some important contributions to your meeting.

I'm sure that we ‑‑ that we will have to revise this document.  So the question was, and you answered, but that it would be revised when it would be introduced on Thursday.

Thank you again.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much, Dr. Mazar for your understanding.

As I said a said at the beginning of the meeting this morning, there are additional items that were added to our mandate because of the decisions of TDAG Bureau.  When we're finished with the considerations of the the new items as identified in today's Agenda meeting I will add additional items as appropriate to DT/8 depending on the discussions we're having today.  Again, thank you, Dr. Mazar, for your understanding and input.

>> Good morning, Chairman.  Good morning, all.  My question pertains to Annex of the guiding principles.  Has this document been translated, Chairman?  If not, I would like to say that this is a very important document to help us with our work and that this should be translated, Chair.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Côte d'Ivoire, for your input.  It is my understanding it was translated but to make sure I would ask the Secretariat to provide us with any additional information in this regard.

>> SECRETARIAT: Yes.  This is just to confirm that the document was translated and was circulated also with invitation access for this meeting.  It was previously translated for the previous meetings as well.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Any comments?  None.  Thank you very much.

I would take it that you have ‑‑ you are in agreement with the contents of DT/8 as far as our past activities are concerned.  As already emphasized we'll add additional items to this document as my report to TDAG Bureau which would be presented tomorrow.

Then we go to the fourth item on the Agenda, which is the presentation of the discussions regarding streamlining resolutions and RPMs.  I think by now all regions have their RPMs already and there have been extensive discussions on the number of topics.  I would like to invite you to give us a brief overview of what went on in different RPMs.

You have the floor, sir.

>> SECRETARIAT: Thank you, Chair.

I hope I'll be brief.

We had six RPMs and we had a lot of contributions.  Let me start with the RPM CSI, the summary document on the work of TDAG Correspondence Group on streamlining resolutions were submitted to this RPM.  The meeting welcomed the document and took note of it.

The following proposals were put forward, document 23 entitled proposed segregation of Resolution 1 and 31, document 24 entitled proposed agregation of Resolution 17 and 32, document 13 entitled proposed modifications to Resolution 32 and document 25, entitled proposed agregation of resolutions 37 and Resolution 50.

Document 24 and 25, it they're already presented and discussed during the second meeting of TDAG held in September of 2016.  RPM supported document 23, 24 and 25 and agreed to prepare on this basis and RCC common proposal for WTDC17.

Document 13, the suggested modifications of which had already been included in document 24 will not be submitted to WTDC17.  RPM Africa, summary document on the work of streamlining resolutions was submitted to RPM Africa.  The meeting welcomed and noted the document.

RPM Arab countries, a summary document on the work of this Correspondence Group was submitted to RPM of Arab countries.  The meeting welcomed the document and suggested the approach to be used by the other ITU sectors.  Several proposals were made, including a proposal of increasing the number of Study Groups.  Participants also note that while the draft guiding principles can be used by Regional Groups in developing their common proposals they need not be adopted and discussed as a rule in WTDC.  The Secretariat confirmed that Member States make decisions and noted that the RPM discussions will be taken into consideration at the next meeting of the Correspondence Group.

RPM Americas, a summary document on the work of the Correspondence Group was submitted to RPM AMS, the meeting welcomed the document and took note of the contributions and agreed that further work will be carried out on streamlining resolutions for WTDC17.  In this regard, it was proposed to take into account implications with resolutions have on human and financial resources during future regional meetings in preparation for WTDC17.  The following proposals were put forward, document 17 entitled preliminary considerations to reduce the number of resolutions.  The document proposes a number of guidelines for streamlining the resolutions and the document was welcomed and took note of the contribution.

Document 28 entitled draft merger of Resolution 46, assistance and promotion for Indigenous communities in the world, Information Society for information and communication technology and Resolution 68.  This document proposes merging resolutions of 46, Resolution 68, assistance to Indigenous people within the activities of the BDT in its related programs.

Document 28 and 31 were considered together.  Document 31 and 30 proposed deletion of 68, assistance to Indigenous people within the activities of the BDT and related programs.  This document proposes the deletion of Resolution 68 following the provide posed merging of Resolution 46 with Resolution 68.

The Secretariat clarified that they're not expected to take decision on proposed merger of resolutions, the Chairman's report would reflect the proposal with the understanding that administrations will continue to work on proposals with the aim of revising, merging, aggregating resolutions.

On this basis, RPM ASP welcomed the documents and took note of the contributions and agreed that more detailed discussion on this proposals would take place in future regional meetings in preparations for WTDC17.

Document 29, draft measure of Resolution 50, optimal integration on information and communication technologies and their applications.  The resolutions 54, this document proposes merging Resolution 50 and Resolution 54, information and communication technology applications and documents 29 and 30 were considered together.  Document 30 entitled draft elimination of Resolution 54 with document proposes deletion of resolutions 54 following the proposed merging of resolutions 50 with Resolution 54.

RPMAMS welcomed the documents and took note of the contributions and agreed that more it detailed discussions on this proposal would take place in future regional meetings in preparation for WTDC17.

RPM, a summary document on the Correspondence Group was submitted to this RPM.  The meeting welcomed the document and expressed its support for the streamlining exercise.  The meeting also noted that the exercise of streamlining resolutions should not lead to the loss of substance of existing resolutions.  Clarifications were sought on the submission of the resolutions as well as on references in the WTDC17 Action Plan and WTDC resolutions and to resolutions of other sectors.

(No audio).

(No audio).

(No audio).  (Audio issue, notifying staff).

Comments were made since the plenipotentiary conference is already covering this issue with a specific Resolution on the topic.

RPM Europe welcomed the contribution and considered it.

>> CHAIR: Are there any comments?  I don't see any requests for the floor.

We can move on.  Thank you very much.

The next item on our Agenda, presentation of Member States contributions to the work on streamlining contributions.  The document ‑‑ the first document is TDAG17‑22/70 and the second document is TDAG17‑22/71 both from Singapore.  As you may have already noticed, at least two proposals were already discussed at the RPM Asia‑Pacific, but nevertheless, our colleagues are in view that they want to present these documents to our meeting as well.

I invite Singapore to present these two documents.

I think there's no representative from Singapore.  Are they remotely connected? 

>> Yes, Mr. Chairman.  There is one person from Singapore.  I will give her the floor now.

>> CHAIR: Please.

>> Please, go ahead.

>> (Audio to slow to transcribe).

>> Translator:  It is not appropriate for ‑‑

>> CHAIR: Could I ‑‑ the quality, the voice quality is not ‑‑

>> (Audio issue too poor to translate).

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Singapore, for the very efficient presentation of the documents.

Would you like to continue?  But I must inform you that the voice quality is not good enough and so we would not be able to translate your presentation to other languages online.

Singapore, would you like to continue on this topic or can we take it that the presentation is finished? 

>> I complete the presentation.  I would like to invite for comments.

>> CHAIR: Okay.  Thank you very much.

As indicated earlier, these two proposals were presented to to the regional preparatory meeting in Asia‑Pacific as the Correspondence Group on streamlining resolutions and as a matter of principle we would welcome all opportunities by Member States to give presentations and proposals to streamline resolutions and this, of course, would apply to this case as well.

However, we are unable to move further on such proposals because as the Correspondence Group, we cannot submit proposals to WTDC.

It is in this light that I would like to invite Singapore and others to discuss this at regional meetings with a view to arriving at a common proposal from the region to the next WTDC in buennes aeres.

If the meeting is agreeable ‑‑ I see the floor from Jordan.  You have the floor, sir.  Russia next.

>> JORDAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Good morning to all of our colleagues.

Actually it is a principle we're putting on the floor.  To continue, we have the guidelines and we have now contributions, part of it is for this meeting, and part was discussed in the RPMs.  Are we going to examine the contribution in line with the guidelines to have, for example, a metrics, a checklist to see if this contribution was in line with the guidelines?  For example, is is the source of the contribution, for example, the spirit of it can be various Resolution covering the topic or not?  Yes or no?  If, for example, there is another Resolution tackling the same subject but maybe different in the instruct part, are we going to do this analysis for this contribution under this Correspondence Group and would this report go to the TDAG meeting?  This will be a good exercise because other regional groups, as they continue for that preparation, they can base that on this analysis, their future contribution related to the amendment or submission or whatever contribution related to the Resolution.

If we would not do this exercise, we'll only continue presenting this document.  If there is an intention to do this exercise, this will be in a way facilitating the work for the continuing efforts for the preparation for the WTDC.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Jordan, for this very important point.

I think this is an excellent proposal.  At the same time, extremely difficult thing to do because it involves judgment and, of course, I'm in your hands to do anything that you wish.

Nevertheless, in the absence of in depth discussions, then it may not be easy to develop such a table and to put Checkmarks.  I'm in your hands.  Let's see if we have other comments and we may come back to this.  Thank you, Jordan, for this important point.  thank you very much.

Russia.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Chair.

Good morning, everyone.

I'd like to note in this contributions as is set out in the annotations they prepared on the basis of the proposals that are already submitted to your group, as you remember, our region submitted a proposal and I would like to note the efforts of the advisory group and your group, Chair, to ensure different regions to be as close as possible on issues of different resolutions on merging them perhaps and we would be very happy to work with the Asian region, with Singapore, to bring our positions closer together, those positions that were developed in the RCC and those ones in the Asian regional organization.  Thank you very much, Chair.

Thank you, Russia.

Again, this is an important point that you're raising (Chair) and my comments are as follows:  The Correspondence Group on the Resolution is an excellent place for informing different regions of what's going on in other regions.

I noticed that with the exception of the CIS, other regions have not yet produced the common proposal on C9 resolutions.  Anything that we are discuss something today and have discussed in previous meetings would help other administrations to be informed of similar efforts in other regions so that they would be able to get in touch and to coordinate and to cooperate in order to avoid lengthy discussions in WTDC.  We are providing a mechanism for information exchange and then the networking that is available in our meetings could be used to facilitate further cooperation and coordination between regions.

This is the extent of my reply to the question posed by Russia.

Any other comments?  Mexico.  Mexico (Speaker) thank you very much, Chairman.  Good morning to all.

I would like to comment on the progress we have made in the Americas region with regards to some of the resolutions that have been mentioned.  In particular, the America regions have not generated any work with regards to Resolution 32, but with regard to Resolution 17 up until this point we would like to maintain ‑‑ we would like to keep ourselves a bit distance from this Resolution we're talking about proposals that were submitted a few weeks ago and that not necessarily we have had the time to discuss these during our preparatory meetings and we would hope that in anyway that for upcoming meetings in August, that's the first week in August we'll be able to make some progress to bring back to you and, therefore, we're still open to any coordination and any discussions which might take place with regard to the proposals that have been put forward this morning.

Thank you, Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Mexico, for updating us on the activities in the Americas region.  We have requests from remote.

>> Thank you, Chairman, I have a comment from Singapore.  Mrs. Lee writes Singapore would be happy to work with Russia to merge the resolutions.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you for the spirit of cooperation, Singapore.

I suggest that maybe Russia would take this proposal and cooperate with Singapore and with the Asia‑Pacific region as well.

Any other comments? 

We had a suggestion by my colleague from Jordan, with respect to forming a table to see if the guiding principles were adhered to in the proposals that we received from different administrations.  I'm inviting comments on this topic.

As I said, it is an excellent proposal, but at the same time extremely difficult to implement.

Canada, you have the floor, sir.

>> CANADA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Good morning to you, to all colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, as you have clearly indicated in regards to the comments made by our colleague from Jordan, there are two elements there.  The complications associated with qualifying a proposal by a sovereign Member State where such a proposal is consistent with the guidelines.  We understand the objective of such an idea and we believe it is a little complicated because we would enter into establishing also criterias to define whether the proposal is in line with the guidelines.  I think that the guidelines are to remain as such, to orient the Member States and regional telecommunication organizations to the best extent possible to formulate proposals that are consistent and aligned with the guiding principals.

Again, we're in your very good hands, Mr. Chairman, and we will follow your always expert advice.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Canada, for your comments.  We have a request from remote.

>> Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I have a comment from Sudan.  Arabic group also supports merging those two resolutions.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Over views?

Nigeria, Germany, and then Jordan, in that order.

>> NIGERIA: Good morning, Mr. Chairman.

Good morning, all.

I was going to suggest that as you said, Mr. Chairman, it would be very difficult for this group to produce that.  I would suggest that maybe countries effected by these resolutions can come together and agree with a common text and it would then be presented.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Next is Germany.

>> GERMANY: Thank you, Chairman.

Good morning.

Chairman, probably this applies to the entire TDAG meeting, but as there was a proposal from Jordan which in principle in my mind describes what should have been done in all the correspondence groups in this particular TDAG.  It the result so far from our point of view with the experience we had, for example, in to the preparation of the G20 material, and other similar events, here at this particular TDAG we decide to prepare for the conference by not preparing anything.  We go to the conference and we'll have the same discussions we have here and more at the conference and I hope that BDT will find enough people to lead all the drafting and ad hoc groups that will be needed at the conference to consolidate and come to a good output.

I'm sorry for your Correspondence Group that I make this remark here, it is probably a remark to the plenary, but I'm very disappointed and I have the impression that I personally am losing time here with regard to the preparation of the WTDC.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Germany, for your critical views.  We would certainly be using your expertise in drafting and furthering the preparations for the next WTDC.  Rest assured we would be asking for your advice and consultations.

Next, director of BTD.

>> BDT:  Thank you very much, Chair.

Good morning, everyone.

I just wanted to take the floor on this item and particularly on ‑‑ because of the status of the documents.

As I said yesterday, all of these documents are stages for us as we prepare for WTDC so the fact that at today's meeting countries need to be aware of other countries' positions.  Regions need to be aware of the positions of other regions.

This allows us, as I wish to happen, as suggested by Russia, that today we can lead, of course this meeting isn't called upon to adopt things, but can make proposals.  On the basis of the proposals I would like to see and I would like the regional organizations to start with some liaison statements and I imagine as we have seen during the RPMs that different regions would participate in the meetings of other regions and continue to work on the negotiations and look for compromises to allow us to continue step by step to create something that will facilitate the work.

Here we can't decide anything, yes.  What is certain is the work we do here will help us significantly for every ‑‑ I would encourage every region to get in contact with other regions to start discussions and to find some compromise before the conference.  This is what is useful about our work.

If we leave it as it is, it is not useful.  If we continue our discussions between now and this WTDC, this work will be useful.  That's what I would like to suggest, Chair, thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Director, for these remarks.  I would say that we have used the opportunities that we get in such meetings to establish connections between the focal points in different regions, we have already done that, and I have established point‑to‑point meetings between different regions so that we will be able to coordinate and cooperate on the issues of mutual interest.

I think we had just a remark ‑‑ we just had a remark from the Arab Group that they are in agreement with the proposal on Resolution 17.  This shows we're moving forward, coordinating on issues and coming to common views even before the WTDC begins.  It is in this light that I think we're on the right track.  We may not be, you know, as speedy as we wanted to, but nonetheless, we're making progress and that's something that we should be proud of.

Having said this, I see a request from Jordan.  You have the floor, and then the U.S.  And then United Kingdom.

>> JORDAN: Yes.  Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

Actually, in the spirit of my proposal was is to help, to facilitate the preparation for the WTDC.

Give be that, we don't have enough time to examine each contribution to see if it is in line with the guidelines.  Actually, I did not ask for any judgment or prejudgment on the source, because it is for each region to decide on what contribution but we in this group have a theme, to streamline resolutions, basically if at least we don't have enough time that we can ask the Secretariat to do some analysis for their contributions at least that was presented to the RPMs to see if there are really fit being within these guidelines.  If this is submitted as a document and information document it will help, you know, to look at the activities related to that Resolution.

This was the origin of my suggestion.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Jordan.

I think at the very least we could ask all administrations to form a table by themselves and to see whether guiding principles, to what extent they're followed.  That would give some good indication to the authors of different proposals.

United States.

>> UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

This has been a very interesting discussion that raises a lot of conceptual issues financial human resources our minds.

On the whole, this exercise has been very helpful, it allows us to be informed on what other regions are thinking with regard to resolutions.

However, we would like to support the comments of the Distinguished Delegate of Canada to attempt to consolidate and I don't like to use that word, but to have regions working together on these proposals would raise some problems.  We certainly don't want to infringe upon the Rights of Member States to develop their proposals within the context of resolutions.

I think the comment by Canada should be considered a very important comment as you move forward.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

United Kingdom.

>> UNITED KINGDOM: Thank you.

We also think this is a useful discussion, but we also feel similarly to the Delegate of Germany.  We have to find some way to to process quite a lot of language.  Ideally not all sitting in Buenes Aeres.  The Canadian intervention we think is very important.  We understand Germany, your proposal about everyone going away and preparing a table each administration, that would take a great deal of time and be duplicative.  We're attracted to the Jordan proposal, that perhaps the staff could identify some elements where things are quite similar and then simply describe or layout what the differences are textually between the two and that these documents could be an input to the discussions on the ground and would actually make it much easier to identify where there is a stub tan active difference and where the differences are really very little.

At least focus the discussions more than in effect starting with a blank sheet of paper and looking at a lot of additional documents and trying to individually in each administration compare them.

Thank you, sir.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United Kingdom.

For your information, Annex 3 to document TD8 already is a very long table mapping of WTDC resolutions to other resolutions, including plenipotentiary resolutions which we in the Secretariat have provided all meetings with such a table so that they would be used in the preparations for streamlining resolutions.

I would like to use this opportunity to again emphasize that such a table of mapping between different resolutions, WTDC resolutions and plenipotentiary resolutions have already been prepared.

It is in this light that we think some work at least has already been done.

We would nevertheless consider the suggestions that were made by Jordan, supported by United Kingdom to see whether the Secretariat would be able to produce another table which ‑‑ or maybe another column to this table, Annex 3 to document DT8 so that new proposals could be appraised in that respect.

Nevertheless, I think it would not be an easy task.  Nevertheless, we would make an effort to see if it is doable and inform TDAG accordingly.

Any other comments?  I see a request from remote.

>> Thank you.  I have a comment from Mr. Muluc representing united.  We propose the revision of Resolution 43, assistance for implementing IMT, international mobile telecommunications, we need to reflect technological progress especially on IMT‑20 it 20, fifth generation mobile Broadband, and also last Radiocommunication Assembly at WTSA, Word Telecommunication Standardization Assembly decisions.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United States, from remote.  We noted your proposal.

>> BULGARIA: Thank you very much, good morning, everyone.

Mr. Chairman, in the first history of ITU we were facing serious situations in which we were having for years meetings of coordination, making comparative tables, all of this with no result.

I'm not saying that this is applicable to the development sector, this is for the ITU.  So this part is theoretical and perhaps not leading us to achieve effective results.

As you'll see, the informative tables have already been produced.  We know a bit what the feeling of that is.  If you want really to help the next development conference in Argentina will be conducted in more efficient and let's say satisfactory way to every region concerned why not consider any other option?  I'm just bringing it up here.  For any group of resolutions which are to be merged, proposals of statements, positions, perhaps two, three of them, have a group appointing a Chairing person and then every region theoretically will be able to communicate with this focal point and then they would share between them the progress in achieving consensus to the extent possible.  If you have that, then the outcome of those groups would be also provided in the information documents to the development conference.  This will not infringe the Rights of the administrations and the regional administrations in their own positions and rights, but this would help them by far more effectively and practically to create not the fighting background but a constructive, peaceful background in order to achieve agreement to the extent possible during the conference.  That is the substance of my proposal, Mr. Chairman.  Believe me, some colleagues here, relatively my age, they will remember that in TDAG2005 we have created such a group in preparation for the text of the programs of the sector and it worked rather well, it was helpful in the conference.

I would like to invite you if colleagues here in this meeting are in agreement to, that we have 2, 3, 4, it is up to you, I'm not very much, let's say, in detail of all the deliberations up until now, but to see what kind of focus groups could be constructed, which would be focus of interest and then every region have an interest to participate or submitted declaring this or to do it as quickly as possible to start this work.

If you don't have this, well informed by the (indiscernible) I would like we do everything possible to avoid that.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Bulgaria.  Yes, I see we have requests for the floor.

Uganda, then United States in that order.

Uganda, you have the floor.

>> UGANDA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen, as Uganda welcomes the proposal made by Bulgaria, I'm noting the concerns expressed by the colleagues from the Delegate of Germany.  I think the proposal from Bulgaria will have us noting also the fact that we wish to going forward limit the amount of time we spend in conference and such as the WTDC so if we already have constraints on the amount of time available I think the proposal from Bulgaria is proactive in terms of anticipating the situation we're going to have at the next WTDC and start having some mechanism to reduce what we can anticipate in that process.

We know, of course, that we have the power of processes going on in if the regional preparatory groups and we would not want to infringe on the Rights of that.  But at least that would facilitate the harmonization that the director of BDT called for in terms of the regional proposals because then that coordination group can help us in that coordination.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: I want to thank my colleague from Uganda for expressing very clearly what the intentions are.  It is my understanding that if we adopt this proposal you would like to prolong the life of this Correspondence Group maybe by electronic means, otherwise it would have terminated the work of the Correspondence Group by today's meeting and report back.

Nevertheless, this is something that we definitely understand.  We will discuss it with the Chair of TDAG and the Bureau of TDAG and with the view to see how we can implement the proposal.

Thank you very much.

United States.

>> UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We appreciate the interventions from Bulgaria and Uganda.

We recognize the challenges that are ahead of us right now in terms of working on various proposals that come in and we recognize the desire to facilitate the discussion prior to WTDC.

However, we do have some practical concerns with organizing ad hoc groups between now and the WTDC on various resolutions with the goal of reaching preliminary consensus and the practical concern for us would be we still don't know which resolutions necessarily will receive proposals into WTDC.  I know for the America region we're still working very hard to determine which proposals we would like to advance.  We think it would be difficult at this time to identify even which resolutions may require ad hoc groups moving forward.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United States.

United Kingdom, then burkina, faso.  First, United Kingdom.

>> UNITED KINGDOM: Thank you, Chairman.  This seems like an exciting topic.  We want to know to the, thank you for pointing out that TD8 and Annex 3, if anyone else is looking for where Annex 3 begins it is on page 86, we would just note our understanding of the Jordan proposal which we were agreeing if we understood it correctly was that table is quite useful, identifying the resolutions and their corresponding PPs.  It does not identify the level of similarity at the provisions which may overlap actually has which was the idea we were attracted to because obviously if they're very different, that's a different question than if they're quite similar.

Thank you, Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United Kingdom.  Yes.  Absolutely.  To determine the level of similarity is to make a judgment and maybe very subjective.

That's why I said at the beginning that it may be extremely difficult to do that.

Nevertheless, thank you for your comments.

Next, Burkina Faso, you have the floor.

>> BURKINA FASO:  Thank you very much, Chairman.

Good morning, everyone.

Mr. Chair, in our region talking of the African region, is preparing for the second RPM for the WTDC.

Mr. Chairman, the questions which we're discussing at the moment to make economies, time and resources and for that reason we support Bulgaria and the colleague of Uganda, so that we can put this group in place, which will allow us to save time and resources.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  United Arab Emirates.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Good morning to our colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, we also believe that as was mentioned by the United States that having a Correspondence Group, a small group to work on resolutions from now until WTDC we prefer not to the had have any group, discussions should take place at WTDC.  Simply, Mr. Chairman, because as was mentioned by others, that still the regions did not yet finalize their final proposals of conference.

We would prefer not to have any ‑‑ a small group to discuss the resolutions and come up with a joint text for the conference because still we are discussing all those resolutions.

Other things, Mr. Chairman, on this table, which we see in front of us, it is very helpful t thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you to the Secretariat for preparing this document.  However, I don't see a column, maybe now it is too late, maybe it is reflected in the document in some other part of the document, the relation between ITU‑D resolutions and other two sectors, there is a comparison within ITU‑D resolutions and PP but not the other two sectors.  This also would be helpful if possible to do it, I know it is a challenge, and this is the last meeting.

Second point, Mr. Chairman, here I can see that the Resolution does indicate in the table the first approved ‑‑ when it was first approved.  If we look at the resolutions, we refer to the cities and years where those resolutions were either first approved or amended, revised later.  So I would ask the Secretariat kindly if they can take this into consideration so perhaps in the upcoming conference either we use the same method used in the current resolutions where we list the city and the year under the title of the Resolution or similar to PP Resolution, we put a footnote and then we indicate when it was first approved and then you mentioned any work done on that Resolution.

If this is possible to be done by the Secretariat for the next conference, it would be very helpful.

So in general, we thank you, Mr. Chairman, we believe in general this was ‑‑ this topic was discussed at the Arab Group meeting and we thought that such documents and such guidelines from this group would be very helpful for the regions when they prepare for their common proposals to the conference.  However, this should not be taken to the conference itself.  I mean, in the Committee's, we don't want to discuss this further because we believe that such guidelines is to help the Member States when they submit their proposals for the conference.  We have seen previously and in our RPM that there was a proposal that this matter, streamlined Resolution will be discussed in one of the Committees.  However, there was no agreement in to the Arab Group that this should not be discussed at the Committee level.  This was complicating the discussion according to our views.  This would complicate the discussion.

As I said, this is very helpful for us when we prepare our common proposals and this is my general comments, Mr. Chairman, and sorry for being long in my intervention.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United Arab Emirates.

In order to avoid further confusion, I would like to emphasize the fact that if and when such a small group or Committee is formed it would not be inputting to the next WTDC.  It is a mechanism for coordination between regions and administrations and countries so that when as the United States very clearly and rightly mentioned it is a sovereign right of administrations to submit proposals to the next WTDC.  Information from any Committee or group or focus group would not be evaluation of that sovereign right.

Any such group or Committee would not have the right to submit proposals directly to the conference itself, rather it is a mechanism to coordinate and to cooperate and to facilitate the preparations by the Member States and administrations.

Having said this, on the screen you have the table on column 1, it is the Resolution number, column 2, the title, column 3, the first approved, column 4 is the history.  I think what you were referring to is already contained in this table.

Thank you very much.

You need the floor?  You have it.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you for giving me the floor, Mr. Chairman.

When I refer to the history, I meant the resolutions themselves, not the table here.  I meant the resolutions.  When we go to WTDC, the history can be reflected in the Resolution ‑‑ if we look at the resolutions and PP Resolution the histories reflected in the Resolution itself.  This is what we would like to see in the WTDC resolutions as well.

I hope that was clear.  There is one important thing, Mr. Chairman, if you kindly allow me, that what you have mentioned was with regard tore small Committees to coordinate the input for WTDC or just for coordination.  The Arab Group, we have submitted comments on the Strategic Plan and declaration to this meeting.  Then we have decided that this will be a compilation of all of the inputs we have received and this document will help the regions when they prepare their common proposal to the conference.  If we have such a small Committee, a small Correspondence Group, whatever we name it, our concern is that the proposals will go to this small group, go to the conference, which will make even greater confusion in the process.

That's why I believe from now until the conference we don't see a need for a small Committee or coordination.  Of course, for example, in our meeting, next meeting in August we're inviting the regions, other regions to join us for one day to discuss all the proposals to be submitted to the conference.  Such mechanism is very much helpful because we would get to know the proposals from other regions and we can come together and maybe come to joint consensus on a specific item before we go to the conference.  Having it through Correspondence Group, small group, a physical meeting, an eMeeting, I believe this will complicate the process until the conference.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Next is Brazil.

>> BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Good morning to all colleagues.

We share the concern raised by several colleagues regarding the amount of the work that's going ‑‑ that we have ahead in the in ex WTDC.  However, we support the it comments by the United States and UAE since we still have to discuss this matter regionally as many other countries and we believe that the work of this Correspondence Group and in this meeting, thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Brazil.

Next, Mexico.

>> MEXICO: Thank you, Chairman.

We have been listening with very attentively some interest to the different presentations from the Distinguished Delegates in the room on this issue.  Firstly we would like to thank you for this document DT8.  For us it is very useful in preparing in the Americas region.  We had a discussion on the same thing on how we can follow‑up with the proposal.

We would like to thank the Secretariat for this very important and very valuable document.   

Also we have identified through participation, we all have interests in finding mechanisms to move our work forward and to find consensus and to facilitate the work towards the next ‑‑ towards the next WTDC.  This is the point which we have identified and clear concern from all the discussions and participations undertaken.  We think it is a very good sign.

Nevertheless, we would like to say that we don't think it is necessary as echoed by the United States, Mexico, the UAE at this time to really integrate or to set up a group as has been mentioned through the preparatory process as still evolving, still maturing.

For the same reason, we have not identified which ‑‑ all the resolutions and the proposals which we would like to address, work upon within this group and even further than this, we have still not reached consensus on some of the proposals.  This would mean, therefore, ‑‑ this would lead to further confusion when we address the different proposals as mentioned by the UAE colleague.  We don't know which version we need to be working on, what we need to analyze, what proposals we're looking at.  Therefore, we think it is really important to set up the coordination links and cooperation between the regions.  We would like to say that we're open to participate in other meetings from other regions in order to inform the progress which were made in our region and to try to in some way to reach and achieve this consensus for the next conference, nevertheless, we don't think that a group at this stage for preparation for WTDC would be the best way forward.  We don't think that's the case.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Mexico.

Before I give the floor to the next Delegate, I would like to remind everybody that we have a lot of work ahead of us.  It's 5 minutes until 11:00 and we have only an hour and a half almost to finish our work today.

I would like to request that all it Delegates be brief in their remarks if possible.

Next is Canada.  You have the floor, sir.

>> CANADA: Very, very briefly, first to add our support to the interventions from the colleagues of Brazil, Mexico, United Arab Emirates and United States.  Mr. Chairman, there is a lot of very good work done, but we have to remind ourselves that the objective of this Correspondence Group is on streamlining resolutions.

For Canada, the interpretation of the term streamlining in essence means either the suppression or the merging of resolutions, and this in light of the immense pressure we put on the BDT to implement all the results of resolutions against which many times they find themselves looking for budgets to implement the results of the resolutions.

I believe that going forward to the conference we have to remind ourselves on the need to have more focus, take due consideration of the limitations that the BDT has in terms of its human, financial sources.

Just to conclude, Mr. Chairman, we don't think it is advisable to create another ad hoc group or another Correspondence Group because that would put in our view, that would further complicate the work.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Canada.

Côte d'Ivoire.

>> CÔTE D'IVOIRE: Thank you, Chair.  We think ‑‑ we don't need to set up this group.  For us, the TDAG has the mandate to talk about Resolution 1, which is in force and to submit preparatory documents to the conference.  Therefore, if we look at Resolution 1 we think that all of the documents which are prepared by TDAG, which are in the group should serve as a base document which will be conveyed to administrations to continue work, therefore, in this vein we think that this ‑‑ that the document ‑‑ that this document should be completed and compiled and new contributions received and therefore should be a global document that should be conveyed and shall serve as a baseline document and this would be more useful than having different documents and different proposals.  We need to have at the baseline the document in order to guide our work and channel our work and to see ‑‑ in order to save time and money and I think the mandate of the Correspondence Group is well defined otherwise if we're going to have ‑‑ if we're going to have other areas it wouldn't make any sense.  It is to help BDT to prepare for the WTDC and all the documents should serve towards this, therefore from this meeting we need to have ‑‑ which will help countries as baseline documents.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Côte d'Ivoire.

Bulgaria.

>> BULGARIA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you very much colleagues taking positions on our snapshot proposal.

Mr. Chairman, if we don't do some real work to help the conference I'm afraid that perhaps the conference will be needing to have 24 hours working schedules or to expand it with the other option.

Our proposal is that as long as we assume all regions would pass their final proposals submitted formally to the conference, then this work would start between the regions in order to find out how the case is moving forward.

Now I have heard fears that there would be infringement of rights.  No.  The outcome of such eventually created groups of creating the consensus maybe a document of information nature submitted to the conference.  In no way is it infringing the conference, in no way does it jeopardize the opinions of the colleagues and administrations.  That was the essence of our proposal.

Since I can see a lot of resistance to this, enjoy the debates for 24 hours of the conference.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much, Bulgaria.  Uganda.

>> UGANDA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you to colleagues who have taken the floor to discuss the subject.

When Bulgaria made this comment or proposal, my understanding is while looking at the issue as Canada has explained or streamlining in terms of merging, so we're not looking at a group to set up new proposals prior to what's coming from the Member States, but to facilitate that process of looking at what needs to be matched.  As Uganda, we actually welcome this proposal ‑‑ I mean, this effort to reduce the resolutions and therefore to take BDT in delivering in terms of implementation.

While looking at a group that will facilitate the process of identifying what needs to be merged, we also welcome the proposal made by UAE to the document that's on the screen.  I think we have called for it in various forums at PPP, at console, all of the other conferences in terms of adding the improvement of coordination across the sector.  It will help us if we consider the commonalities included in that Resolution by including what convened from the other sectors.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Uganda.

Lithuania, you have the floor, sir.

>> LITHUANIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you for the work that you are doing and I'll be brief.

I just wanted to support the opinions of the United States, Mexico and Canada in the same line.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Lithuania, for being so brief.

Argentina, you have the floor, Madam.

>> ARGENTINA: Thank you very much, Chair.

In line with the position that's been reflected by our region, time management is a fundamental issue and we shouldn't lose sight of the goal, which is addressing the substance, not just the methodology aspects, our Delegation would like to see this debate move forward so we can take a step forward as we come to the conference.  Otherwise, we'll be discussing this forever if we merge or note or suppress, or don't, I think there is a fundamental issue to be able to move forward as the conference approaches and to be able to manage time as best we can.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Argentina.

I would like to close the list on this topic.  I see the only remaining requests from the floor is United States.

Are there any additional requests to that? 

South Africa.  That's next.

Any other requests?  Portugal.  The list is closed.  Korea also.  The list is closed now.

Thank you.  United States, you have the floor.

>> UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Briefly we wanted to support the intervention made by Argentina and also Canada that the exercise is about streamlining and I think if we can move forward and at least get some feeling from the room about those resolutions that are proposed to be suppressed and those that are merged, if there is agreement, for example, about the one ‑‑ the last substantive points we talked about, the two resolutions dealing with regional, I think there was support for that, then your Committee can in this report, you know, identify ‑‑ say that the TDAG, you know, several countries supported this merger, this proposed merger, this proposed deletion.  That, I think, would be helpful to people in preparation.  Mostly I'm taking the floor to say that I think we should get back to the work at hand.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: South Africa.

>> SOUTH AFRICA: Thank you, Chairman.

Good morning to distinguished colleagues.

In our understanding, we are of the view that we think Bulgaria is effective with their own proposal from what we have actually heard, wither that actual advice, Mr. Chairman, that we don't prolong the debate and we're 100% aligned to the proposal made by Côte d'Ivoire in terms of actually having baseline document which will actually reach into the regions.  We don't think with that proposal there is a differentiation of the latest intervention, from the United States.  We think that those proposals are actually aligned and the work that's most important is that the baseline document which would actually assist us with our work as we prepare or analyzing for our preparations.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, South Africa.  Next, Portugal.  You have the floor, sir.

>> PORTUGAL: Thank you, Chair.

Just to voice my support to the opinions just expressed by Lithuania and the U.S. and Canada.  Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Final, Korea.

>> KOREA: Yes.  Korea supports previous Delegates, and the other point I would raise is the summary part, the first page of the report.  Can you go back to the first page?  Annex 2 contained the consolidated text regionally agreed proposals, you look at the meaning, contained compilation of regional proposals, it is not ‑‑ the second point, it is the sentence starting with appendix 1 contains a compilation of all proposals, those have been discussed bunny how I'm looking at that here.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Korea.

For your information, Annex 2 contains common proposals from regions already agreed.  CIS, they agreed.

>> (Off microphone).

>> CHAIR: Annex 2 only contains.

>> Microphone, please.

>> It needs clarification from the region, fully agreed or not?  Yesterday I found some (Korea) there was still ‑‑ it is still in the ‑‑

>> Okay.  I understand.

>> CHAIR: The intention was common proposals from region would be in Annex 2.  If there are suggestions ‑‑ if there are such proposals.  Korea:  The replacement of the consolidated to the compilation, the other one, it is agreed or ‑‑ that's my concern, it is the clarification with the region.  It is just ‑‑

>> CHAIR: We'll recheck with the regions.  We'll see if they have, you know, an agreed text within the region as a common proposal.  If we do not get that clarification, then we would remove this.  If we get that clarification, we'll keep it.

Thank you, again, for your comments.

I would like to suggest that we move to the next Agenda item.  As a summary of the discussions we have had so far, it is my understanding that while you are hesitant to form additional groups, nevertheless, you would like to see if existing documents could be enhanced to provide the baseline for consideration and for your preparations for the next WTDC.  We will discuss this with the Secretariat to see how we can enhance the baseline ‑‑ the existing document to form it as a baseline document that would be used for your preparation.

Basically that would contain additional information as we have received it.

With this, it I would like to move to Agenda item 6, other issues.

We have a number of different documents.

The first issue is a Resolution on establishing a joint meeting toker vocabulary.  You may recall this was presented and discussed in a plenary meeting yesterday and since yesterday I asked the Russian Federation to contact other people who have raised some points on their proposal with the view to revising the document so that the points that were raised would be taken into account in a revised version.

It was my understanding that Russia has stipulated their text to all those who have voiced their opinion on this topic and I would like to invite Russia to update us on any additional information and to see whether they have succeeded in preparing a revised version that would meet the views and the concerns of all.

Russia, you have the floor.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Chair.

Yesterday we circulated this document amongst participants in the discussion at yesterday's meeting.

So they could put forward their proposals on any Amendments with this document.  The proposal I have received from the United States of America.  Which we agreed with.  Therefore, the document on the screen already includes the proposal from the U.S. so I propose that the meeting look at this again and agree on it.

Thank you very much, Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Russia.

Just to make sure, the document on the screen is the latest version, the revised one?  Thank you.

I know that it was made available rather late and you may not have had the time to carefully consider this, but nevertheless, let's see if we have any comments.

Canada.

>> CANADA: Thank you, very much, Mr. Chairman.  I thank the Russian Federation and the United States for the comments made to the request.

For clarification, Mr. Chairman, Canada, the day before, yesterday, we had done so previously in support of the concept of the joint coordination, the question is whether ‑‑ what is the status of this document in terms of the Annex which is a new Resolution?  We would like some clarification.  Although we support the concept of a joint coordination Committee on Vocabulary, we have some serious reservations in regards to the creation or adoption of a new Resolution.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Canada.

Any other comments? 

Germany.

>> GERMANY: Thank you, Chairman.

In line with the comments of the previous discussion brought up by a number of Delegations, I think this decision is probably ‑‑ is supposed to be taken to council to at least it is Germany's concern, we wait until console when we have the final position on this.  We would not agree or disagree with this document at this particular meeting and we reserve, of course, all options for having certain opinion at council when this is discussed.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Germany.

Other points? Côte d'Ivoire.

>> CÔTE D'IVOIRE: Thank you.

We were talking earlier about streamlining resolutions and Recommendations, but it's also relevant to have new resolutions so we should bear in mind this is an important area of work.

We need to fine tune the streamlining document, which is a document that sets out the streamlined resolutions, and then a document that sets out proposed new resolutions.

These documents could be submitted to the council possibly for approval then.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Any other point? 

Cameroon, you have the floor, sir.

>> CAMEROON:  thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I was for the vocabulary structure, Cameroon is for having one vocabulary structure for the whole ITU that could be very good so we're supporting the Russian Federation.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Any other point?  In the absence of any other points, my understanding is that ‑‑ yes, UAE asked for the floor.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

With regards to this new Resolution, Mr. Chairman, I believe this Resolution is required because we need to clarify the process, how the process will be done from the sectors, this specific group, unless we see how the process will be clarified by not having this Resolution I believe this Resolution is required.

So we need to discuss this and I believe also that this issue will come up at council.  Further to the council decisions, we might look back to this Resolution and see if the process is fulfilled by the council or we require the new Resolution.

For now, we support the Russian Federation to have this Resolution for now until we clarify the process and make sure by having this joint group everything will go smoothly without a need for this Resolution.

For now, we're neutral but in general, we believe this Resolution is required.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  

In light of the discussions that we have had, it is my understanding on the substance there is general support for the idea.  On the process, of course we need to follow the process and with your agreement I would be reporting back to the plenary of TDAG that we have revised text and revised text in principle was viewed favorably by this meeting.

Thank you.  Thank you very much, thank you to Russia, to the United States, to others for your cooperation and understanding.

Next is document ‑‑ the TDAG17‑22/50.  Of course now we're focusing on issues related to Resolution 2.  The first document is 17‑22/50 and the second document is ‑‑ no.  Okay.

The first document, 50.

This document was presented to the plenary of TDAG already yesterday and I'm asking China if you would like to present it again or would that be sufficient? 

>> CHINA: Thank you, Chair.  Document 50, 53 and 54, they have already been presented, that was yesterday, and during the correspondence group, the main content, I won't go through the content again.

Having said that, I would just like to reaffirm two key points, firstly in terms of the IDI indicators on the group of experts, through the participation in the meeting we have felt that currently research on the IDI indicators is facing problems in terms of being precise and profound, including Rapporteurs, Chairs, have been appointed in a way that was not open and during the vote when there are differing opinions that's often not reflected.  This is why we think now the mechanism for research on the IDI indicators is not yet completely transparent.  I would like to strengthen this work in the future.

That's the first point on research on the IDI indicators.

Secondly, this the ‑‑ I have two proposals here.  First, given yesterday's discussion, we are currently examining Amendments for the content of this, we currently are working on that.

Secondly, we would like to see that in SG1 we're going to propose two new questions.  First, construction and implementation of cross‑border land cables across various countries.  This is not new.  This is just broadening the scope.

Second, in terms of the scope, the framework, we're going to have the challenge and opportunities in to the current situation on video services and question 8.  So that was a brief run‑through of document 50 and 53.

Thank you very much, Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, China.  For the additional information.  Any comments in addition to what we have already and I would like to again repeat what the Delegate from China has already mentioned, that they are considering the revision of the documents taking into account the comments that were raised in our plenary yesterday.

I would like to invite additional comments, if there are any, or move forward with other documents if there are no comments.

Russia Federation.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I have a comment on document 53.  Here I have a question on the proposed question 21 on the construction and implementation of optical fiber, terrestrial cable.  Could you explain, what is the purpose of the cable?  My question was named Broadband access technologies including IMT.  Is this kind of cables, is for providing Broadband access?  This is the first question.  As for question 8, as Vice‑Rapporteur of question, we have ‑‑ we had very fruitful discussion on the possible future and topics of the questions and we made some kind of views in case we should think not only about video services but about some broadcasting too.

By this, I would like to ask China, do you include the opportunity to have the topic on some broadcasting, not only video broadcasting.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: China, could you be very brief?

>> CHINA: Yes.  (No English translation).

Yes, it is just looking at land cables, terrestrial cables and only video ones, that is.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Any other comments?  Okay.

This meeting notes document 50, 53 and 54.  I would like to suggest to China to please take into consideration the comments that you received during the deliberations that we have had yesterday and today and also another Recommendation is to maybe ‑‑ you may wish to bring this in the regional preparatory meeting in the Asia‑Pacific with the view to presenting the nexts WTDC with a common proposal is if that's achievable.  If we have the common proposals, then it has a higher rate.

Nevertheless, if we decide to do it on your own, it is within your sovereign right to do so and submit this document individually.  This is comments and proposals for you to take into account for your further preparation for WTDC with regard to the three documents.

Thank you very much.

China.

>> CHINA: Thank you, Chair.

Your advice is ‑‑ we have taken into account.  Yesterday we also had some very good advice from Member States.  I would like to insist on here is that when we work on the assessment of indicators it is true that on ‑‑ that there is some lack of transparency here.  The working mechanism, just to put it out here, everybody could take the floor and contribute.

But, however, the outcome has been implemented, what's the mechanism?  This has yet to be defined.  This is why we believe that the working method of the Study Group is a good idea, not only for China but also for ITU and all Member States.

So the IDI indicators will be more full and fairer as regards to your advice, think about this very carefully, and we always want to say to the meeting to pay attention to the mechanisms for these indicators, that they be fair and transparent and everyone needs to be able to use them across the world.

Thank you very much, Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, China, for your understanding.

We definitely understand the sensitivities and the points that you raised and your comments would definitely be reflected in the minutes of our meeting so that everybody would have a clear idea of the intentions and the points that you raise.

Thank you very much.

Having considered document 50, 53 and 54 we now go to document 55 again by China.

Sorry.  Sorry.

Before doing that, a request from the floor by United Arab Emirates and Indonesia.

Please, my apologies for not seeing you.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

My comments go to the last comment that was raised by China with regards to the IDI, we believe, Mr. Chairman, that the current process, we have two groups, expert groups, two expert groups and we believe the process is transparent.  We don't believe that bringing this matter to the Study Groups will be effective so we would like China to kindly take this into consideration and we would be happy to discuss with China maybe further actions to be taken by the Expert Group if deemed necessary, but bringing this matter to the Study Groups, we don't believe this will be a good idea to bring this issue to the Study Groups.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, UAE.  Indonesia, you have the floor, Madam.

>> INDONESIA: All right.  I'm sorry, Mr. Chair.  I have problems with pressing the buttons, which one to press.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Firstly, I would just like to express Indonesia's support for the work of this group to prepare for the conferences so that hopefully that the debate in the WTDC do not run on unnecessarily.

Second of all, Indonesia also understands the importance of the Resolution and the work that's been done by this group and also the new resolutions as well as what's been proposed also play a significant role as well in the work of the group.

I would like to furthermore clarify, Indonesia would like to see clarification from the Secretariat actually particularly with regards to new resolutions that have been proposed.

I see that there are references to PP resolutions or previous assemblies and so far I haven't seen any references to other international organizations.  For instance, references to UNGA resolutions and if there is no Resolution to be proposed by, let's say, a region or an individual country that is based on a UNGA Resolution or another international organization that has not been reflected in the work of ITU‑D who will be the judge of this?  How will this be used?  Who will judge if this ‑‑ you know, the UNGA Resolution or other international organization Resolution is acceptable as a baseline for forming new resolutions that have not been reflected in ITUD work.

Thank you very much for the opportunity, Mr. Chair.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Let's hear other comments and then we may come back to this important question.

Côte d'Ivoire, you have the floor.

>> CÔTE D'IVOIRE: Thank you, Chairman.

I would like to take the floor with regards to the proposal made by China with regards to the Study Groups.

I think the UAE has ‑‑ we think it may be more useful to guide the relevant proposals from China to the working ‑‑ to the expert working groups on the indicators.

BDT spoke about this group yesterday.  I would like to, therefore, propose that with China we would be able to see how and in what way we may be able to guide this proposal which is quite relevant on the indicators.  In our view, but not within the framework of the Study Groups which would lead to financial constraints and would therefore be quite limited.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Brazil, you have the floor.

>> BRAZIL: Thank you for the floor, Mr. Chairman.

Also regarding the document from China, concerning the IDI, we also would like to support comments made by the Distinguished Delegates from UAE and Côte d'Ivoire.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Any other comments?  None?  Thank you.

I am sure that China will definitely be taking note of the comments that were raised in the discussions that we're having in charting their way forward in their consideration of the issue.

There was a question from Indonesia with respect to resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly.

I'm not an expert but my understanding is that there is a hierarchy of institutions and organizations when there is a plenipotentiary Resolution of course that's supreme in the ITU, in the Union.  When there is a Resolution by the United Nations General Assembly, it is even higher.  That's my understanding.

I would like to seek the advice of the Secretariat if there are any.  Please.

>> SECRETARIAT: Actually we will track what would be our further additional obligation in this regard.  I'm very closely agree with your assessment of the current position regarding the work and mandate of ITU and UN in general.

>> CHAIR: Indonesia.

>> INDONESIA: Thank you forgiving the opportunity to respond.

I would just like to clarify that based on the guidelines on drafting the Resolution that you have already stated that's on page 6 of document 20, one of the points states that the new ‑‑ sorry, the need for a new WTDC Resolution should be carefully examined, if a new involves something that's already covered by other goals.  And this doesn't yet state anything about, you know, the hierarchy of U.N. resolutions.

My question is still who would be to judge which internationally agreed organization is acceptable as a base for proposing the Resolution.

This here just states about the SDGs and the WSIS.

Does this only refer to the UN specialized agencies and also each other international organizations that are outside of the ‑‑ I would like to seek clarification on that.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Indonesia, for this very important question.

It is my understanding the WSIS and SDGs, the outcome ‑‑ the subject of resolutions adopted by the United Nations General Assembly.  Those are already taken care of.  I would like to request you to give us maybe further information on this.

You have the floor, sir.

>> Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to thank the Distinguished Delegate of Indonesia.

Let me attempt to clarify.

We all know ITU falls within the economic and social council of the United Nations.

Regularly we're requested by the United States to contribute to the United States Secretary‑General report for various resolutions adopted at the regional assembly.

We do that with respect to those aspects that fall within the mandate of ITU.

Secondly, in the drafting resolutions, under recalling, it is the sovereign right of the drafting ‑‑ well of the Member States to submit their draft resolutions to recall any of the United Nations resolutions so that when we formulated the new Resolution it takes into account the provisions of the General Assembly.  Normally when the General Assembly adopts particular resolutions, the ‑‑ we take into account the resolutions and to make the resolutions, the implementation of the resolutions, that's why we contribute to the General Assembly or the United Nations Secretary‑General report to the General Assembly and also a particular state, for example, an example of United Nations conference based on the program for action for the Least Developed Countries, the program for the developed countries, a pathway for special provisions for small and developing states.  What the General Assembly does, the United Nations General Assembly does is write to the U.N. agencies asking them to submit to the council to adopt a Resolution that will confirm the implementation of the particular resolutions.  I can confirm we're in the process all the time of contributing to many resolutions.

If you look at particular ITU‑D resolutions or plenipotentiary, under the recalling or recognizing you will find that they also make reference to United Nations General Assembly resolutions.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  I hope this clarification is helpful and clarifies the situation for Indonesia.

Thank you very much.

Any other comments?  None.

Thank you.

Then we can move to document 55.  By China.  I invite China if they would like to discuss this.  You have the floor, sir.

>> CHINA: Thank you, Chair.  This document is about the question 1/2.  We have made some revisions.  Studies are developing around the work but there is a lack of unified standards for smart societies and some developed countries have already have very good experiences and best practices for the development of smart cities which are urgently needed by the developing countries, therefore we recommend that to make some modifications to this question 1/2 we hope that we can share ‑‑ we can actually enhance the best practices sharings in the different areas, including the construction and implementation models and also the institutions and organization mechanisms. 

>> CHAIR: Thank you, China.

Russia, United Arab Emirates and Rwanda, in that order.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  I would like to thank China for that contribution.  I would like to ask the question on the change to the current question, you add a line on the focus in on some things saying in the case of experience for developing countries, what's the reason to narrow in this text for point 5?  Maybe you just wanted to have word include in, not focusing.  Could you explain this?  Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Russia.  Let's hear all comments first and then we give the opportunity to China to respond.

UAE, you have the floor, sir.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

With regards to the proposal from the Distinguished Delegate from China, I helped him when he presented the document ‑‑ I heard him when he presented the document he mentioned lack of standards in this area in smart cities area, in particular for developing countries.  I just would like to mention, Mr. Chairman, if I may change hats as a Chairman of Study Group 20 and ITU sector, Study Group 20 on IoT and smart cities we do develop standards for the smart cities and communities so the communities does include remote areas and developing countries.

Maybe this specific focus is more about best practices and the experience in different countries, and also look at the policy, and they can develop guidelines and policies in this area.  But when it comes to the standards it is very clear to us, Mr. Chairman, and to everyone that ITU, standardization sector develops standards, maybe it is the explanation by the colleagues from China and it is not clear but in general I see the Amendments proposed is not addressing standards, if so, we need to be careful not to overlap with the work on ITU sector.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Rwanda, you have the floor, sir.

>> RWANDA: Thank you, Chairman.

First and foremost, I would like to congratulate China for this excellent proposals.  However, considering that at the beginning this question 1/2 was developed with the aim of creating this knew infrastructure components, also considering along the study period 2014 to 2017 we'll receive a big number from different memberships to this question.  We would like to propose to include all countries' experiences along the next study period instead of limited to only experiences from developed countries on this matter of smart cities.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Rwanda.

Any other point?  None?  China.

>> CHINA: I would like to give some very simple response.  We propose this modification is not to try to develop standards, we try to, of course, avoid overlapping of mandates with ITU‑T, we want to actually promote some good standards and some good experiences and best practices across different countries.

The reason we use focus, we hope that we can actually do some work in those areas.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, China, for your clarification.

Again, on this document, I would like to suggest that you may wish to take into account the comments that you received on this and possibly revise the text.

Again, the suggestion is to discuss it in the region, Asia‑Pacific with a view to providing the WTDC with the common proposal from the region, thank you for your understanding.

Thank you very much.

Next, on the Agenda, ‑‑ can we see the Agenda?  Okay.

It is document 61 by Japan.

>> JAPAN: Thank you, Chair.

Good morning, colleagues.

In the last Study Group (indiscernible) to discuss the questions for each question so here we would like to have the proposal to just the questions.  First the document 61 titled proposed modification to question 5/1, telecommunication ICTs for rural and remote areas.  In the background, second paragraph, the social, economic, technology in remote, rural areas is changing rapidly, it is important to update the study documentation for the rural area and remote areas and to provide know how on the best practice to other developing countries.

Therefore, we propose to continue the question at the next study period requesting the duration of 100 in case study analysis reports and in addition to the final report of the question and next is the proposal to modification of the Action Plan.

The first paragraph, the strong gap in the infrastructure in rural communities and then you go to the next, you have considered the outcomes of the WSIS and SDGs and the 2020 Agendas and then the next page?  The two questions, the issue for studies, it is to ask forceps 1, the changes of technologies such as technology which could be used and taken into account, here we need to avoid duplication with the question 2/1 and the content of services and application should be considered and step 4, to avoid the duplication with the question 1/1 and you have the duplication with the ITU Study Group 5.  And output, you have the supports to the final report.  This is the proposal.

Thank you very much.

Any point, comment?  There is a request from remote.

>> Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I have a comment from Intel, United States, Mr. Mu luk rights, we need to consider to provide not only low speed Broadband Internet connectivity to people living in rural area but also high speed, high quality Broadband otherwise they can't benefit from new services such as machine to machine services, virtual reality, Cloud services, smart agriculture, smart water management, smart health, smart education and other new services.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you United States from remote.

Any other comment?  Russia.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I would like to thank Japan for the contribution.

In the substance of the contribution I would note in many of the steps under point 2 it was mentioned we have to avoid the duplication with 2 it.1 and 1.1.

It was Study Group 1 meeting, it was held in April, we're talking about the possibility of merging question 1.1, 2 it.1 and 5.1, I would like to encourage Member States just to review the possibility not to avoid duplication with questions, but to merge all of the questions which touch topics on Broadbands in rural, urban, in all of the fields because here in all of the questions, 1.1, 2.1, 5.1, we're talking about bridging digital divide, we're providing access to the modern and emerging technology such as Broadband and here in to the Japanese contribution it was mentioned this goal and the sustainable development goal number 10.

Thank you very much.

There are requests for the floor.  Korea then Côte d'Ivoire.

Just before giving the floor, I would like to remind that we have 5 more documents from Japan in addition we also need to take into account document 17 and 18 by the BDT director and we also need to consider document 51 which is an important document.

In the interest of finishing on time I would like to request each and every Delegate to please be brief as possible.

Korea.

>> KOREA: Thank you, Chair.

I'll be brief.

You must remember the very good outcome from Study Group 1 and 2 meeting in March and April.  We spent a long time to arrive on some agreed upon and to be in progress, beyond that, it is too much.  I wanted to respect the process to submit to to the regional agreement based on the output.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Côte d'Ivoire.

>> CÔTE D'IVOIRE: Thank you, Chairman.

I would like to align myself with what Korea said.  We have looking at work from the last meeting, Study Group 1, one ad hoc group was set up to exchange proposals and to look at future questions.

With regard to the possible merging of 5.1 and 1.1 the thinking was to carry on with 5.1 while taking into account the outcomes of the survey which was undertaken.

I just wanted to bring this clarification to the meeting so the idea, the thinking was to carry on with this question separately.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Côte d'Ivoire.

Can we go now to document 62, 63, 64, 65, 67 in one shot by Japan?  I think some of the comments that were already mentioned would be applicable to the other documents.  If you don't mind, my request is that you present all of them in one shot.

Thank you.

>> JAPAN: Thank you, Chair.  Yes.  I would like to explain all documents briefly in one shot.

Document 62 titled proposed modification to question 2/2 eHealth.  The proposal, the activity of Question 2, the proposal for the next four years, one, continuing to disseminate experience and best practice with use of eHealth in developing countries and the request for information about the condition and social reception include the time management issues to manage eHealth in developed countries.  Third, in close cooperation between developed and developing countries in the field of mobile eHealth solutions and services and activities in cooperation with other agencies such as WHO in the field of non‑infectious disease, including mother and child in particular.

In the Annex, it is the proposed modification text.  This text is already prepared by the Management Team of the question 2.2 and there is no opposition.

Moving to the next document, 63, tiled proposal to continue the stew of cybersecurity in question 3/2.  And first background, as globally notice taking action for cybersecurity is one of the most urgent issues for all organizations.  Securing information and communication networks and developing cybersecurity is keen in today's world.  In the Study Group question 3 has been with the cybersecurity discussion and contributing in the former study period.  During the current study period the question has 6 meetings and received 50 contributions to discuss this and question has also actively played a role for information sharing to all IT members or have over 300 from private sector, public sector and academy activity has joined us.

The next proposal, ITU question 2 and 3 has created a key role for the cybersecurity question and the role will be more important as discussed in the full Study Group meeting in 2017.  Therefore, we propose ‑‑ it is therefore proposed that question 3 should be continued.

This is our proposal for this question 3, cybersecurity.  Moving to document 64, the title proposed modification to Question 4.2 it, understanding the developing countries for implementing the conformance and interoperability programs.

And they do ‑‑ this is one of the high concerning and interest issues among Member States and it was raised with very high demand by developing countries and the activities of ITU have been enforced by resolutions 76WTSS16 and the Resolution 177 in PP14.  And our proposal is considering the mentions and the contribution proposes to continue the discussion for the next study period and for relevant issues, including combating counter face and mobile devices.

The Annex is the proposal, the modification of the text.

The next document, document 65, the proposed change for disaster management, this is for 5/2 question.

First interaction, considering this is occurring over the world, not only in Least Developed Countries, nor small island, but also developed countries with serious disasters.  On the other hand, the state of the communication should be utilized for emergency communication and disaster management such as RE1 assistance and the creation of the system and confirmation.

The approval to move the next space, so the 10.1, in the study period, related to disaster relief and should look at 5/2 it, however, the communication and technology has been progressing year by year so with regard to the future outcomes such as big data analysis, IoT end‑to‑end and the software defined networks.

New key topics, early warning system for disaster risk dereduction, including safety confirmation, second, exercise and third, environment for more communication networks and for the government's communication system.  But not limited to these three topics.

You the Annex is the proposal to modification of text.  Let's move to the next document.

This is a proposal of the new Resolution for eHealth.  WTDC Resolution 41 can be regarded as a Resolution of fundamentals that must be kept in mind and Resolution 41 issues have yet to be resolved and must be reconsidered if eHealth policy is to be implemented in autonomies and sustainable fashion.  However, the Resolution 41 was deleted in WTDC2006 in Doha and loose effect.  This document proposes new Resolution for the next generation on eHealth.

For the Annex, Annex A, it is our proposal as the new Resolution and Annex B is the 41, that could already lose effects.

Let's move to page 3, Annex A, considering the history of eHealth, ITU‑T goes back 20 years from the adoption of the Resolution 41 at WTDC2002 it, ITU‑D has consistently led the world in the area of eHealth.

Next page, BDT should work jointly with WHO national governments and members of the sectors and with any activity sustained in the field.

Second, BDT and Study Group 2 question 2 should create policy guideline and eHealth guideline to promote the social acceptability of eHealth.

Third, BDT and SG2 should consider pilot projects to promote eHealth standardization in developing countries.  Fourth, BDT should compile the results and issues of eHealth projects undertaken in each country and compile reports on lessons learned on a continuing basis.

This issue should work with ITU‑T and R to promote eHealth in developing countries.  IP.

Inviting Member States, that should cooperate with the healthcare sector with the final support mechanism needed to support the operations.

The international financial institutions and others that exist in developing Telecom, medicine, affairs, applications, programs, projects in developing countries.

Thank you very much for your attention.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Japan, for all your work.

I know invite comments by United States and then we have a request from remote in that order.  It.

United States, you have the floor.

>> UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: Thank you.

We have a quick comment with regard to document 64 and the proposed modification of question 4/2.  Specifically we have concerns with proposed modificationses to include the issue of counterfeit ITC devices and what we would recognize the significant challenge posed by counterfeit ITC devices we believe that the counterfeit issue is separate from the issue of conformance and inner on built.  As we have stated, we believe addressing counterfeit devices is a law enforcement issue and there is no guarantee that strengthened conformance testing regimes will solve the counterfeit, the problem of counterfeit devices, therefore we would have concerns with including counterfeit in question 4/2.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, U.S. 

Remote.

>> I have a comment from Mr. Mazar, we refer to Japan document 62 and Russian document 56, TDAG sent similar doct to this streamlining meeting, eHealth is not related to EMF.  So we cannot support the Russian proposal to merge question 2/2ICTs for eHealth and question 7/2 on EMF.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Bulgaria.  Bulgaria (Speaker) thank you for the numerous proposals.

Mr. Chairman, we have seen the document of disaster, the issues, the replacement of disaster preparedness with disaster management.  In my own humble understanding we don't manage the disasters themselves so we have to be careful with the wording there.

We fully agree with what Mr. Mazar is saying that eHealth is different from that.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  UAE.

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Well, with regards to the point that was raised with regards to the EMF, Mr. Chairman, in ITU‑T, the issue of eHealth is discussed in Study Group 5 and Study Group 5 is the main Study Group on environmental aspects and so it is linked to the environment.

We do have a question on climate change.  We have to consider ‑‑ it has a relation to environment as as well as to the health in general, but here specifically, you may not see that.

For now, I believe that we should leave this discussion for the conference and in general we're in agreement that we should reduce the number of questions in general in order to merge the topics that are relighted with each other in order to have less number of questions and more focus so we can discuss all those issues in one question.

The previous study cycle, we have noticed that some of the documents was sent to two different questions because they do that with different issues regarding the same topic.  In order to avoid duplication and losing time, with he prefer to really consider the number of questions that we have.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.

Any other point?  None.

Yes, South Africa.

>> SOUTH AFRICA: Thank you, chairperson. 

I think we agree with Mr. Mazar, I think he has a point with regards to eHealth.  I think the idea of actually trying to merge some of the questions, it should not be done to a degree that it would actually end up clouding the questions and leading to a lot of ambiguity to an extent that's especially the developing countries will not be able to actually end up with the questions.

Also, the question that relates to the management we believe the title of the question has been stable for a while, so we wouldn't actually be shared with the same view of Japan, the question, they have the questions that will be tampered with, we don't disagree with some of the changes that they ever actually proposed in the question.

Thank you, chairperson.

>> CHAIR: China.

>> CHINA: Thank you, Chair.  First of all, I just wanted to express some ideas on the proposal from Russia.

Russia mentioned merging 7/2 and in our view these two questions on the contexting and content are actually very different.  This is why we're not in favor of the merging of those two questions.

Otherwise we think that question 7 on human exposure to electromagnetic fields is very important.  Then we have seen that during the last of the cycle this topic was very successful.

We would like to keep this question.

At the same time, we do think that we could amend the content of the study.

To conclude, as regards to the proposal, on prevention of disasters, thanks to ICTs, we support those ideas as we also support the idea concerning eHealth.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  Russia.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Chair.

It is very interesting situation that's arisen whereby we started to discuss 56 contribution 56 from the Russian Federation which I haven't actually been able to present yesterday.

With your permission, I would like to ask your indulgence for me to present this contribution, section on Questions and merging questions because I would like to draw your attention in the most recent review of the Agenda, revision of the Agenda, rather, and this contribution was deleted.

Thank you.  Pardon your indulgence.  Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Yes.  Document 56 and 57, I think they are going to be presented this afternoon in another group.  It was my understanding that maybe because of the need to avoid duplication we would be better off to concentrate on documents that would not be presented.

Russia, you would like to clarify? 

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Chair.

This decision was linked to our request yesterday which made it the plenary session.  This was about how this document, 56, was sent to the group on Resolution 1 inasmuch as they addressed the working methods.

However, if our contribution contains proposals on working methods and on questions, I would like to present to your group just the part that is on the questions.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.I see no one interjects.  So on that note, I would like to very briefly run through the proposals that we have.  (Russia) linked to concerns and the need to optimize the work in the Study Groups, we would like to propose merging some questions in Study Group 1 and in Study Group 2, on principle linked to the Development Goals, which I will mention this afternoon.

First of all, I have already set out in my comment the proposal to merge questions 1/1, 2/1, 5/1, all of these questions in one way or another are linked to bridging the digital divide and are also linked to implementing broadband network in developing countries.  We would like to modify question 3/1, implementation of emerging technologies in developing countries, including in this question not only the aspects of Cloud computing but also aspects of 1/1, question 1/1 on IoT and also add the issue of Internet of Things and big data.

Then we can make this question, a question on implementing those emerging technologies which interalia were in the preliminary draft declaration.

On question 4/1 on the ex importance and operations, we have a need to coordinate on this question on economic policy and costing for services and linking that with SG3 we would like to propose using the framework of this question a mechanism which is successful currently for Resolution 9, creating a joint group ITU‑T SD3.

Then have the mandate of this question in line with that.

Study Group 2 question, we would like it propose merging 2/2 and 7/2.  We have received supplements on this already.  In our view these questions are two sides of the same coin but on the one hand we're using ICTs and radiocommunications for human health.

On the other hand, excessive use of electric means can actually damage health and then we studied this under 7/2.  We think that these questions could be studied together.

Looking at those together, we propose merging 6/2 and 8/2 on ICT in climate change and also the proper disposal of eWaste because we also believe that the topics are linked as to how the ICTs are used and also how we can tackle climate change using the proper disposal for ewaste.

Finally, 9/2, which is currently ongoing, we think it is not appropriate to continue studying this question.

This study topic should be carried out in the intersectorial group on issues of mutual interest which is working under TDAG.

So that's the part of the contribution that pertains to the questions.  Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much, Russia, for presenting the two documents.

Are there any comments on these two in addition to what we have already heard?  Korea.

>> KOREA: I would like to see your proposal after the first contribution by Japan, that may be the guiding principle for Study Group question related and second point, you should avoid the duplication and keep consistency especially our sector.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much.  Thank you for this question.

I was going to propose that maybe we should take the same course of action with respect to proposals contained in documents 61, 62, 63, 64, 65 and 67 by Japan.

You have heard some comments in the meeting and I would like to suggest that you may wish to take those comments in your further consideration and maybe propose a revised document to the regional organizations with the view to, you know, preparing a common proposal from the region Asia‑Pacific to the conference.

If that's agreeable to to you, we would be ‑‑ we would be noting your documents in addition to the comments that were raised and that this would be the suggested way forward.

Japan.

>> JAPAN: Thank you, Chairman.  We would offer to the future activity for Japan, we would like to actually ‑‑ we're thinking about that, so we would like to follow what you are suggesting.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you very much, Japan.  For your cooperation.

With respect to documents 56 and ‑‑ document 56 from Russia, again I would like to suggest that you may wish to take onboard comments raised with respect to your contribution.  You may wish to revise your proposal and then discuss it at regional level with a view to coming up with a revised document, common revised document to the next WTDC.

Is that acceptable to you, Russia?  I see you nodding.  Thank you very much.

Côte d'Ivoire, you're asking for the floor?  No.  Not anymore.  Thank you very much.

Yes.

We have two documents, 17 and 18.  These two documents are for reference only for your information.  There is no need to represent them in our meeting.

The only remaining issue is document 51 and I see that we have 3 minutes left.  I don't think that we can finish the discussion in 3 minutes.  I would like to ask the translators if they would be kind enough and grant us maybe 10 minutes.

>> CHAIR: I would like to go to document 51.  It is a liaison statement from RAG to TDAG and I would like to invite the colleague from RAG to present this.

France, you have the floor.

>> FRANCE: Thank you very much, Chair.  In the absence of the Chair of the sector, I would briefly present this document I think the work on the coordination group is very important with regards to the four proposals seen on page 4.  I would like you to turn to that last page straightaway then, please.

The RAG proposed in order to facilitate and have better cooperation between the R and D sectors on the question of spectrum management the RAG group proposed to look at four measures to look ‑‑ for the next review Resolution 9.

Firstly, there's not just ITU‑R showing D when there is spectrum management methods.  We therefore propose that at the same time ITU‑D can also indicate to ITU‑R each time when there was specific difficulty or a specific need in a developing country.

These needs could be shown to ITU‑R to take into account when developing the documents and therefore we would hope that the documents would, therefore, be more accessible and we'll use it for all of the Member States.

The second proposal, to organize more seminars or workshops on spectrum management so that the ITU‑R experts can talk with the ITU‑D experts instead of just sending liaison statements.

Information, knowledge sharing, discussion on questions really slows the cooperation between our two sectors.  Therefore we propose having more physical workshops and seminars in this regard and therefore we may be able to organize these meetings jointly with the Study Groups.  The third proposal, in the report, with regards to Resolution 9 there's a part in this report which let's the national experiences, these are national descriptions, we don't think it is really relevant because in the Study Groups when you validate the descriptions we think these are descriptions that we would like to show others.  Therefore, for this weekend we don't need to wait every four years to disseminate the national experiences.  Therefore we feel that the moment you really use the website, which is being developed by the BDT and we should allow to have further information accessible for all countries to share their experiences more quickly and effectively.

The final proposal, if the three proposals are accepted, the report facing Resolution 9, the report, we wouldn't wait every four years if the Resolution 9 should continue to be drafted we think it may be necessaries to include in this Resolution 9 the procedures which are necessary to approve this report because at the moment we have looked at the ‑‑ there's not explicit procedure with regards to the approval of the report.

The aim of the procedure would be to reflect the needs of the developing countries, but also to have coherence between the content of this report, Resolution 9 and the outcomes and documents presented by ITU‑R so we wouldn't have a divergent method between the members of the ITU or from ITU‑D or from ITU‑R.

This, Chairman, is the report.  I'm available for any questions.  Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, France.  Any questions?

I would like to remind everybody we have only 6 minutes left.  UAE and then Côte d'Ivoire, Jordan, Canada in that order.  one minute. 

>> UNITED ARAB EMERITES: Thank you for the floor.Th with the second proposal with the seminars and workshops, we do encourage this, but not with Study Group 1 meetings because of the fellowship issues and developing countries would not be able to participate in the trainings or meetings if they take place back to back with Study Group 1 meetings and Working Parties.

We need to explore other ways on how we can deliver the workshops, the seminars to developing countries.  This is important, 9, particular.  This should continue and there should be a very close coordination between this specific question and ITU‑R in general.

With regards to the comments from ITU‑R on this specific report I'll be very brief, Mr. Chairman.

With regard to the comment from this report on ITU‑R which were not reflected as you can see in this liaison statement, we need to find the mechanism, how we can include the comments from ITU‑R specifically Study Group 1 in the report, maybe correspondence group will help between now and the conference in order to include all of the comments from ITU‑R and in the future such mechanism, it should be a close mechanism to appoint such case as we're facing right now.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, UAE.  Côte d'Ivoire.

You asked for the floor?  Please.

>> CÔTE D'IVOIRE: Thank you, Chairman.  Good morning, everybody.

Côte d'Ivoire supports the proposal made by France and the proposal which is also made by the U.A.E. in order to save time we're not going to comment and we would also like to propose that the report on Resolution 9 should be approved jointly between the two sectors between Study Group 1 of ITU‑D and Study Group 1 from ITU‑R.

So it is a joint approval.

Thank you very much, Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Côte d'Ivoire.  Jordan.  Jordan (Speaker) thank you very much, Chair.  My comments pertain to two points with regards to the seminars and workshops on spectrum management.

There are always specialized seminars and special training whip are already organized by ITU‑T but are organized in Geneva.  Unfortunately they're at annual meetings, there needs to be a larger role for the regional offices so that they can attend these seminars and trainings when necessary.  This would allow us to reduce the cost with regard to ITU as ITU is trying to economize the resources.

With regards to Resolution 9 there's some ambiguity with regards to the adopted mechanisms of the report whether there is a joint approval, so we need to lyase with the Secretariat on this.  There needs to be a clear mechanism for the adoption of this report.

I just give you an example, if this report has been studied a long time in the radio sector, the sector may be able to develop some comments which ‑‑ but how, therefore, would we ‑‑ the liaison statement would we resume ‑‑ would we give an overview of the discussions in the liaison statement and, therefore, present a report at the RAG?  I think, therefore, we need to kind of address this question.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Jordan.

I have Canada, Russia, U.S.A. and Korea asking for the floor.  I would like to close the list.  I don't see any requests ‑‑ any additional requests.

South Africa, sorry.

We only have one minute.

Nevertheless, we'll make an attempt.  Canada, you have the floor, sir.

>> CANADA: I'll be brief in consideration of the time that's been generously granted begin our interpreters.  Mr. Chairman, I believe this issue we'll not be able to fully address given the complexity, I understand that this issue is an item for discussion at the intersector coordination team meeting that follows this meeting at 2:00 p.m. 

On that line, a question for clarification, of course, the team is made up by two representatives of each of the advisory groups, just to point out that unfortunately maybe it is our own fault none of the representatives from the advisory groups are from the Americas region.

We look forward to continuing the discussion at the next segment, whip is the IS meeting.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, Canada.  Russia.

>> RUSSIA: Thank you, Chair.

Very briefly.

We support the proposal from RAG.  We believe that a lack of mechanism for adopting such reports and bearing in mind the fact that the advisory group, TDAG has the right to have conferences, we defined a decision on this report at this meeting at the plenary session.  Bearing in mind we should use from what came out of radio groups from June, from their point of view, we can support the proposal from the UAE that we could perhaps organize either a Correspondence Group but we do need to find a solution and adopt a document that could be supported by both sectors under Resolution 9.  I would like to note that we're organizing workshops in the radio sector, development sector, but in seminars from the UTU and there is no mechanism for fellowships for this.  When I was Secretariat I organized more than 10 such workshops and seminars but between the radio and development sectors so I think between ‑‑ that we need to approve a common report and draw attention to this by both sectors.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: United States.

>> UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I'm really speaking as the Chair of Study Group 1.

I think the first point I need to make is that ‑‑ is to clarify the scope of the discussion in this meeting.

This is a meeting of the correspondence group on resolutions and I think the speaker tried initially when they presented the document to direct everyone's attention to page 4 and the three points that pertained to Resolution 9 and proposals coming from the RAG that would modify Resolution 9.  This is not the time or the place to discuss the report, I think another Delegate pointed out that it would be discussed ‑‑ I believe Friday in the reports of the Study Group meetings and in plenary.

I thank those Delegates that confined the remarks to the subject and the scope of what's happening in this meeting.  I did want to make a point that Resolution 9 is a Resolution that is very difficult in terms of the implementation and workability as someone that Chaired this group and watched the way that this has developed, I wanted to make our TDAG members aware that it is a Resolution that calls for the ‑‑ let's say it this way closure there are elements in this Resolution that only R can handle, that D is better to handle and there is a report and it is not identified how this will occur.

There are procedures that are respected and well‑known from our ‑‑ there are procedures respected and well‑known in R and D.  This combination makes for a very difficult exercise.  In centering discussion this week and really throughout the three years, I think that people that have been intimately involved with trying to implement this Resolution, and I'll speak for myself so I don't over reach, but I do believe that there is some support for this idea that this Resolution is not an effective way of looking at issues around mobility that are so important for developing countries, it is just not ‑‑ it is not proven to be a good vehicle.  I wanted to put that on the table.  Having said that, I do support the suggestion about workshops that R can do when they have been ‑‑ you know, they have been identified, by the development sectors.  Their expertise, it is valuable and very, very welcome.  It is not to say that all parties haven't tried to cooperate in the process, I believe I have seen that too.  I think there needs to be a way we address the issues more effectively using the expertise of the R sector in a different way.  I just wanted to put that on the table when talking about the Resolution in this meeting and the suggestions around the Resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, United States.  Korea.

>> KOREA: Briefly, I welcome the statement, especially for the future to address and enhance.  The other side, the final report is completed by ITU‑D, rules of procedure, if there is no contradiction, it must be respected.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  Last, South Africa.

>> SOUTH AFRICA: Thank you, chairperson.

We acknowledge the challenges that were expressed by the chairperson of Study Group 1 and we thank you for those comments.

We simply would like to actually align ourselves with the comments that were expressed by the Russian Federation chairperson.

Thank you very much.  We support that.

Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Thank you, South Africa.

Thank you all for ‑‑ we're 6 minutes behind schedule.

If you insist, you have the floor.

>> A question to the Secretariat, Mr. Chairman, according to the time plan, the intersectorial coordination meeting will start at 2:00 or 2:30?  It is mentioned lunch break from 12:30 to 2:30, and then the meeting starts at 2:00.  There is confusion.  If the Secretariat could kindly clarify.  We prefer to start at 2:30 if possible.

>> CHAIR: Deputy director, you have the floor.

>> It will be from 2:00.  I wish to highlight that this is the meeting of representative ‑‑ two representatives each from the region.  I wanted to highlight this.

The room is very small.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.  Canada.

>> CANADA: Yes.  Thank you.  Mr. Chairman, thank you to the deputy director, just for clarification, the meeting is open to all Member States or is it only open to the six members of the team?  Thank you.

>> CHAIR: Deputy director.

>> DIRECTOR: Thank you very much.  According to terms of reference it states two representatives each.

Thank you very much.

>> CHAIR: Thank you.

Let me try to give you my understanding.

This is a very difficult topic to address and it was mentioned that maybe it would be better off if we continue the discussions in the plenary.  There are no consensus on this topic as I can see.

I would be reporting back to the plenary that we had the opportunity to hear the presentation and the liaison document but there were different views and so I will be handing back to the plenary the issue of this document.  If you agree with that, I'll proceed on that basis.

Allow me to thank the interpreters for their patience and for being with us even after the extension.

Many, many thanks to you.

If there are no other points, the meeting is closed.

Thank you.   

