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>> CHAIR:  Good morning, everybody.  Welcome to our second 
session in Committee 3.  I invite all colleagues to please take 
your seats so that we can start.  For today we have draft agenda 
ADM/10E and I submit this draft agenda for your approval.  Any 
comments?  None.  Can I take it that the draft agenda is 
approved?  I do not see any requests for the floor.  So I will 
take it that the draft agenda is approved as in Document ADM/10E.  
Thank you very much. 

Yesterday you recall that we started to have an overview of 
the Document pertaining to resolution 2.  We covered a number of 
documents and we would continue this morning with the remaining 
documents just to have an overview without going into detailed 
discussions.  For your information, before going into the 
substance of today's meeting, as discussed yesterday, we will be 
having a drafting group on Study Group questions.  We are 
planning to have a meeting of the drafting group this evening 
from 6:00 to 8:00 in order to proceed as quickly as we can.    
Then we are also planning to have an evening session for the 
plenary of Com 3 tomorrow from 6:00 to 8:00, 6:00 to 9:00, I'm 
sorry, 6:00 to 9:00.   

So be prepared for that as well.  These are tentative and we 
will make further announcement on these topics and these issues 
as we proceed further.  For the drafting group we will be 



providing the logistics.  Secretariat will be prepared to 
participate and assist, and also room would be available. 

So these logistics we are working on at this very moment and 
we will let you know as we progress.  So with these logistical 
announcements, I suggest that we move to the second item on the 
agenda and we start with Document ACP/22A2/1.  This is a Document 
from Asia-Pacific and I invite, I invite the focal point for 
Asia-Pacific to present this, but before that, I notice that U.S. 
is asking for the floor.  United States, did you ask for the 
floor?  No.  Thank you very much. 

Yes, it's Japan.  Thank you very much.  I understand that we 
have a technical problem with the microphones.  The names are not 
properly arranged.  I was told that it would be corrected in ten 
minutes.  So in the meantime, please raise your card so that I 
can see you.  So we can go to the focal point from Asia-Pacific.  
The delegate from Japan, you have the floor.  Japan, you have to 
wait.  They will connect you shortly. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair, and good morning.  On behalf of 
APT, I would like to present our proposal to the modification of 
the Document 22 Addendum 2.  This Document was propose 
modification to the scope of Study Groups and title of existing 
questions to the view with simplifying the language, provide more 
clarity and emphasize the need to focus on the regulatory issues 
in Study Group 1 and technical issues in Study Group 2.  So I 
would like to propose a title of, modification of title for Study 
Groups.  Study Group 1, new Study Group 1 title is ICT Policy for 
Development.  Study Group 2, Innovating Technologies and 
Application in Telecommunications/ICTs for Sustainable 
Development.  And move the next one to two.  So we have 
modification of the topics of each Study Groups. 

We are in the focus on the policy and regulatory issues on 
Study Group 1 and the technology issues on Study Group 2.  We 
have the new title of each questions with making it simple, easy 
to understand and more interactive and with respect of the 
discussion in Study Groups in Geneva this April.  Thank you very 
much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan, for this presentation, short 
presentation of the Document from Asia-Pacific region.  We now go 
to the second Document, but before going to that second Document, 
I see that Kiribati is asking for the floor.  I'm not sure if 
because of the changes in the seating, the number that we see on 
the screen here is corresponding to actually the delegate asking 
for the floor.  Could you please raise your yellow card so we can 
see who is asking for the floor?  Okay.  I think there is no 
question for the floor at this time so we proceed with the second 
Document.  It's RCC/23A41 and this is a Document from RCC.  I 
invite the focal point for RCC to present this Document.  Is the 



focal point for RCC in the room?  Russia.  Yes, Russia, please.  
You have the floor, sir.  When you push the button, you have to 
wait until it becomes red.  We know that it takes some time, so 
take your time.  Thank you. 

>> RUSSIAN FEDERATION:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  And 
good morning, colleagues.  We would like to present the 
contribution on behalf of the RCC concerning resolution 2 on the 
work of the Study Groups and questions.  I would like to start 
with the following.  We propose distributing the existing 
questions in some places merging questions and linking those 
questions with working parties in each Study Group.  For the 
first Study Group, which we propose calling Overcoming 
Inequality, and thus linking the work of the Study Group to 
Sustainable Development Goal 10 we propose creating two working 
parties.  The first of them will concern the transfer to 
broadband and next generation networks for Developing Countries, 
including access for rural and remote areas, and also access for 
people with disabilities and other restrictions. 

In that Study Group we propose considering working on 1/1 
and 2/1 by merging them into one question, 1/1, and deleting from 
the terms of reference of this merged question the aspects of 
mobile services, OTT services, and integration of IP version 6.  
The second question of this Study Group we propose to be 
continuing to work on 5/1, and that is ICTs and 
telecommunications for rural and remote areas, and the third 
question for that working party, we consider to be continuing to 
work on 7/1, access for people with special needs, disabilities 
and so forth. 

And the second working party of Study Group 1, we propose 
issues for a favorable environment for the development of ICT and 
ICT applications.  We propose continuing to work on 4/1 on 
economic and other ways of overcoming bottlenecks in ICT networks 
and continue work of the joint group on the resolution 9, 
continue work on 6/1 on information for consumers and protection 
of consumer rights, and also continue 8/1, the study of the ways 
of educating new services.  As regards Study Group 2, we propose 
naming it in line with Sustainable Development Goal 11 
specifically, and showing inclusive, safe, resilient and 
sustainable cities and human settlements. 

And this Study Group 2 we also propose creating two working 
parties and linking the following questions to them.  For working 
party 1/2 on questions related to creating smart cities on the 
basis of new ICT, we propose merging existing questions 1/2 on 
creating a smart society.  And 3/1 on Cloud technologies, and 
also including in this merged question the following topics, 
mobile services, OTT services, Internet of Things, big data, and 
integrating IP version 6.  



Next, in this working party we propose continuing to work on 
3/2, on continuing to work on 4/2 on assistance to Developing 
Countries for implementing conformance and interoperability 
programs.  For working party 2/2 which we propose calling 
questions related to health, climate change, environment and 
emergency telecommunications.  Within this working party, we 
propose merging the existing questions 2/2 on ICT for E-health 
and 7/2 on the impact of electromagnetic fields on people.  The 
following questions in the working party we propose continuing 
5/2, the utilization of ICTs for disaster preparedness and also 
the joint question of the existing 6/2 and 8/2, that is ICT and 
climate change, and 8/2, the reuse of waste.  As regards the work 
in the Study Group on line 2, we recognize the importance of the 
identification of study topics in ITU-T and ITU-R Study Groups.  
We do understand this is important, but we do not believe that it 
makes sense to continue working on this question as a separate 
discreet question. 

We believe that this work on line 2 can continue in the 
joint group on the issues of mutual interest which is organized 
at the level of the Advisory Groups at the ITU.  Thank you for 
your attention. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Russia.  Before going to the next 
Document, I would like to request that please be brief as 
possible.  We have an enormous amount of work ahead of us and 
your cooperation in being brief and concise while being clear is 
much appreciated. 

We go to ACP/24A17.  This is a Document from Europe, and I 
invite the focal point from Europe to present this Document.  
Germany, you have the floor, sir. 

>> GERMANY:  Thank you, Chairman.  Good morning.  I will try 
to be brief, and I hope that this Document is discussed in 
further details in committee 4.  The Document I present on behalf 
of Europe deals with relation between ITU-D and ITU-T in the 
field of economic policy, regulatory and tariff aspects of 
telecommunication/ICT networks and services.  We identified at 
least in our opinion a duplication of work between the two 
sectors.  As you know, WTSA16 it has been argued that policy and 
tariff experts gather in ITU-T Study Group 3 rather than ITU-D 
Study Group 1 and only an ITU-T Study Group can elaborate 
recommendations in their respective policy and regulatory field. 

Now, as a consequence of this decision, the member of ITU-T 
Study Group 3 was amended in particular. The tariff issue was 
decoupled from the policy and regulatory issues.  In our opinion, 
this has repercussions on the work of the ITU-D, Study Group 1, 
in the sense that question 4/1 which is dealing with tariffs 
should not be dealt in ITU-D during the coming study period.  In 
order for other questions there is close coordination required 



between ITU-T and ITU-D. 
We know that our proposal here is very extreme.  I would 

like to announce it, of course, we would go with any substantial 
proposal that avoids duplication of the work between different 
sectors.  This, by the way, also applies to the cooperation and 
the distribution of work between the ITU-D and the ITU-R.  I hope 
I have been clear and brief enough, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you very 
much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Germany, for your clear 
presentation, and for your flexibility in moving the agenda 
forward.  Thank you very much.  The next Document is B31.  It's 
from Brazil.  I invite Brazil to present this Document. 

>> BRAZIL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Firstly, Brazil 
recognizes the excellent work carried out by questions in the 
current study period.  Brazil thinks though that it's necessary 
to rethink question scoped in the view of the SDGs.  The 
Brazilian proposal focused on rationale for instruction and 
updating the Study Groups and the questions focusing on improving 
effectiveness and optimizing resource allocation.  It is 
suggested that the provision of Study Group structure and their 
questions consider ITU-D objectives and respective outputs.  It 
is proposed for allocation as follows, we use ITU-D objectives as 
our baseline, bearing in mind the current number of questions is 
the limit, so we would not have additional questions in the 
benefit of the volume of work, the workload that we already have. 

We would propose some mergers with questions with 
commonalities and allocate existing new questions bearing in mind 
these objectives.  The proposal for the Study Groups would be two 
Study Groups, Study Group 1 on policy and regulations with two 
working parties.  The first working party on enabling 
environment, and the second working party on building the digital 
economy with inclusiveness, both reflecting the objectives 3 and 
4, and the Study Group 2 we would have ICTs for SDGs with two 
working parties, the first one with infrastructure and services 
for achievements of the SDGs and the second one with confidence 
and security of telecom ICTs and disaster preparedness mitigation 
and response. 

Finally, the proposals for questions. Brazil proposes that 
question 2/1 that deals with broadband technologies include IoT 
among the technologies to be studied.  Brazil also proposes 
excluding IPv6 from question 1/1 on broadband policy and transfer 
M services and OTTs to merger questions that would have questions 
1/2 and 2/2 and question 3/1 respectively.  For that the 
questions go to a more reasonable number of topics of study.  
Brazil proposes as well to broaden the scope of question 8/1 on 
digital television transition not restricting to analog to 
television broadcasting only.  We propose the merger of 1/2 and 



2/2 to include all types of E-applications.  We propose mergers 
of questions 6/2 on climate change and 8/2 on new waste, and 
suppression of question 9/2.  The work would be reflected in 
liaison activities of the Study Groups. 

Finally, we want to reflect on question 3/1, broaden scope 
to include M services and OTT that would be transferred from 
question 1/1.  That's the proposal from Brazil.  Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Brazil, for your presentation.  Next 
is U.S.A., Document 34 (Rev. 1).  You have the floor, United 
States. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and 
good morning to all colleagues.  We are pleased to present our 
Document on resolution 2 this morning, and I am pleased to note 
there are a number of similarities between some of the other 
proposals we have heard this morning and our own.  So 
specifically in Document 34 (Rev. 1), the United States proposes 
to align the Study Groups and their related study questions with 
the objectives established in the strategic plan and the Buenos 
Aires Action Plan, so we have that in common with our dear 
friends from Brazil.  So in that regard, we would have, again, 
two Study Groups.  Study Group 1 would align with objectives 1 
and 2 in the strategic plan, and Study Group 2 would align with 
objectives 3 and 4 in the strategic plan. 

I notice there's a little bit of disconnect on what would be 
one and what would be called two, but I think that in principle, 
we propose that Study Group 1 would be called modern and secure 
telecommunications ICT infrastructure, 2 would be enabling 
environment in inclusive digital society, but it seems -- we have 
seem to have reversed the two from everyone else and that won't 
be an issue going into drafting. 

The other point I wanted to make is that like our colleagues 
from RCC and Brazil -- I don't want to speak out of turn.  I know 
RCC proposed that we would modify questions 1/1 and 2/1 to 
address the significant duplication that existed in those 
questions, and we would -- our modified question 1/1 is a new 
question that would focus on, well, it's a modification, but it 
would focus on deployment of fixed broadband and network 
components including the middle mile, back haul and fixed 
wireless last mile solutions. 

Under this modification the U.S. proposes to move the 
discussion of broadband enabled services to question 3/1.  So it 
sounded like we were in agreement with our colleagues about 
moving M services and OTT and so forth out of the question 1/1.  
As mentioned, the U.S. proposes to move the terms of references 
on M services to 3/1.  That's in agreement with Brazil and RCC.  
And we would merge questions 1/1 and 2/2 into a single question 



on creating smart society including information in 
telecommunications and ICTs for E-health. 

We are in agreement with RCC and Brazil on merging questions 
6/2 and 8/2 into a single question that would address ICT and 
climate change and strategies and policies for proper disposal of 
ICT waste, and like RCC and Brazil, we also propose to suppress 
question 9/2 recognizing, of course, the excellent job that the 
rapporteur did on that question the last time, and emphasizing 
that we don't intend for this to be a suppression or reducing in 
any way intersectoral information exchange.  We believe like 
others before us who have made this similar comment that the 
ITU-D should continue to take advantage of the existing 
resources, liaison statements and the like to facilitate this 
kind of information exchange that we want to see go forward. 

So I'm hoping that in drawing some of the things we have in 
common with the other regions, we can move the exercise forward.  
Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, United States, for 
presentation of Document 34 (Rev. 1).  Any comments?  None.  
Thank you.  Then we move to agenda item number 3, Study Group 
questions.  We have three documents, Document Number 6, Document 
Number 12, and Document Number 13.  Document Number 6 is a 
Document prepared by the Secretariat, and Document 12 is the 
report of the Chair of the Study Group 1 and Document 13 is the 
report by the Chair of Study Group 2. 

Initially, we anticipated that these documents would be 
presented in the plenary of the Conference, but they have been 
postponed, the presentations have been postponed until early next 
week.  So this is just for your information.  There is no need 
for any presentation at this time because eventually they would 
be presented in, at the plenary of the Conference next week.  So 
in taking into account the issue of study questions, I would like 
to draw your attention to these three documents as well.  Having 
said this, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to go to question 
1/1 and we have six documents.  As I said yesterday, we have very 
limited time, and we have a large number of different proposals 
to consider. 

So I would like to, again, emphasize the need for brevity 
and for being short, brief, and concise in your presentation.  I 
would start with the first Document by group 21/A29, and I invite 
the focal point from either group to present this Document.  My 
request is please to focus only on part of your Document which is 
relevant to question 1/1.  On other questions we would come back 
and give you other opportunities to present your points.  The 
focal point for Arab group?  I believe it was United Arab 
Emirates.  Algeria, you have the floor. 

>> ALGERIA:  Thanks, Mr. Chair.  We are from Algeria, and we 



are, we are going to present the Document in the Arabic language, 
if you will.  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Thank you.  The objective 
behind the proposal from the Arab states would be to support the 
ITU-D sector, especially in terms of adopting strategies and new 
working methods in ICT and telecommunications while taking into 
account the obstacles facing Developing Countries including the 
move towards virtual networks or NFV, Network Function 
Virtualization.  As a matter of fact, this shift to NFV has to be 
done while taking into account different aspects including 
policy, regulatory and technical aspects of the migration from 
existing networks in countries including networks and servers and 
others on the other hand. 

NFV or Network Function Virtualization is a new way in order 
to allow the implementation of different services of the network 
will give good appellations of the network translation i.e., 
firewall and other services.  And this will allow us to design 
good technologies and software.  Today most international and 
telecommunication companies in the Developed Countries have 
started to implement NFV taking a significant change in the 
telecommunication sector towards this technology in the future.  
So as normally we are calling the WTDC17 to include this new 
topic which is Network Function Virtualization, NFV under 
question 1/1 of Study Group 1, and thank you, Mr. Chair. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Algeria.  Next is Document ACP/22A7-R1 
by Asia-Pacific.  I invite the focal point from Asia-Pacific to 
present this Document.  Please be as brief as possible.  Yes, 
Japan. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  On behalf of APT members, I 
would like to make a presentation of the proposal to the Study 
Group question 1/1.  I have a modification of the title or the 
question.  The new title of the question 1/1 is best practice and 
guidelines for setting policies and regulations for migration 
from existing networks to broadband networks in Developed 
Countries. 

So our proposal is that Study Group should focus on 
regulatory and policy issues, and this title proposed what is the 
study under this question.  So this is our proposal.  Thank you 
very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next is United States.  You 
have the floor. 

>> UNITED STATES:    Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  And to help 
on the time schedule, I can note that the United States can 
introduce 34R1 and 42A1 with the same presentation.  I think that 
we have all heard throughout the meeting that promoting broadband 
access might be the most important goal that we have in the 
development sector.  And we think it's important that the ITU-D 
Study Groups have clear, focused studies on broadband deployment 



with clearly defined outputs.  In this proposal for question 1/1, 
we propose to focus on fixed broadband networks and their network 
components.  This proposal as also related to what we are 
proposing to do is to move discussion of last mile broadband into 
a different question and that would be addressed in the IAP 
number 20 add 5 and additionally in this proposal we are moving 
the text related to Cloud Computing, M services and over the top 
offerings into another revised question on 3/1, which will be 
discussed later in the agenda. 

So, again, in this proposal, we would like to focus on the 
core objective of broadband network deployment and to move out 
some of those other related elements to allow for more focused 
outputs and discussion related to the task of fixed broadband.  
Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States, for presenting both 
documents 34R1 and 42.  Next is Document 35-R1 by the National 
Academy of Telecommunications, and I invite the delegate from 
OANT to present this Document. 

>> OANT:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  On behalf of the 
National Academy of Telecommunications, I would like to introduce 
Document 35 which is proposal about updating the terms of 
reference of question 1.  It's based on rapporteur's group over 
the Study Group and also based on the principle of dividing 
research into four areas, broadband, mobile services, OTT and the 
transition to IPv6.  This draft also covers expected results 
connected to other issues covering the development sector such as 
capacity building, enabling environment, and research on new and 
innovation, innovative E-education activities. 

There was a work that worked on question 1/1, but we see 
there are a number of other proposals.  Some of them contain 
proposals about reducing the subject considered and some of them 
seek to expand the scope.  Of course, we need to work in order to 
come up with results on this issue which are acceptable to 
everyone.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, the delegate from OANT for a 
very clear and con case presentation.  Next is Document from 
Mexico, Document Number 47, and I invite delegate from Mexico to 
present this Document. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  And good 
morning, everyone, the Delegation of Mexico would like to submit 
a proposed modification to study question 1/1.  It is proposed 
that we change the title to policy regulatory economic and 
technical aspects of the migration from existing networks to 
broadband networks in Developing Countries, and subjects to be 
considered, we think that there should be consideration of rural 
and remote areas and the system of isometric regulation for 
companies with considerable market power and also a local loop.  



This is our proposal. 
>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Mexico.  We now finished 

presentation of documents on question 1/1.  We can now go to 
question 2/1.  We have two documents.  The first Document is from 
Asia-Pacific, Document ACP22A7 (Rev. 1), and I invite the focal 
point from Asia-Pacific, Japan, to present this Document.  Japan, 
you have the floor. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  So regarding question 2/1 we 
would like to propose the modification of the creation.  The new 
title of the creation is the best practice and guideline for 
setting policy and regulation for broadband access.  So this 
question also focuses on the regulatory and policy issues and 
output of this question is the best practice and guideline for 
the guidelines.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Japan.  Next is United 
States, Document 34.  You have the floor, United States, please. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  For question 
2/1 in this proposal in our resolution 2 proposal, we just 
indicated we are proposing to not continue this question.  And we 
have a related IAP proposal we will be introducing later.  Our 
experience from the last study period is that this question would 
be better served if we have a dedicated question related to last 
mile wireless deployment strategies.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Having considered the 
two documents on question 2/1, we now can go to question 3/1, and 
we have four documents.  The first is from Asia-Pacific, Document 
22A7/1 and I invite Japan, the focal point for Asia-Pacific to 
present this Document.  Japan, you have the floor. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  Our proposal to the question 
3/1 is also the modification of the title of the creation.  
Proposed title is the best practice and guidelines for setting 
policy and regulation to access crowd computing.  So also this 
question also focuses on the policy and regulation issues and the 
output of this question is best practice and guidelines.  Thank 
you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  The next is the United States.  
Two documents, 34 (Rev. 1), and 42A2.  United States, you have 
the floor. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Chairman.  As you noted, we do 
have two documents here.  I will address both briefly.  The 
United States supports the work that took place under question 
3/1 during the past study period.  We recognize the importance of 
Cloud Computing to developing and developed countries, and we 
applaud the study question Rapporteur and Vice Rapporteur on the 
high quality of question 3/1 final report.  While the United 
States supports continued studies on Cloud Computing, we believe 
it is important to modify terms of reference torn question 3/1 to 



address emerging technologies that have impact on cloud computing 
and benefit from the flexibility and economies of scale that it 
creates.  The United States believes question 3/1 should take 
into account the growing reach and use of M services and over the 
top offerings.  The United States believes that M services and 
over the top offerings fit proper appropriately within modified 
question 3/1 than within existing question 1/1.  As other Member 
States have noted the current terms of reference for question 1/1 
include a wide range of topics that are only tangentially related 
including M services and over the top offerings.  We believe this 
creates the possibility that M services and OTTs will not be 
adequately addressed in the final report.  Given the natural 
relationship between cloud computing, M services and over the top 
offerings.  The United States proposes modifying question 3/1 to 
include those topics.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you United States.  Next, we go to Mexico.  
Document 47, and I invite Mexico to present this Document. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Chairman.  Good morning, everyone, 
the administration of Mexico is submitting for your consideration 
a proposed modification to question 3/1.  We are proposing and 
updating in the section on statements of the situational problem 
with the aim of including references to work carried out by, the 
Study Group in the T sector on future networks, particularly 
IMT2020 cloud computing and trusted network infrastructures.  
This all takes into account the Internet of Things.  At the same 
time with regard to questions or issues for study we are 
proposing cost models be considered for the adoption of cloud 
computing, and to work collaboratively with the previously 
indicated Study Groups.  This is the purpose of this is to 
address challenges which impede access to this.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Mexico for your brief and concise 
presentation.  We go to question 4/1.  We have three documents.  
The first is from Asia-Pacific, ACP22A7 (Rev. 1), and I invite 
Japan as the focal point for AP to present this Document.  Japan, 
you have the floor, sir.  

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  Regarding question 4/1, APT 
proposes new title of this question.  The new title of the 
question is Best Practice and Guidelines for Determining the Cost 
of ICT Service.  So this -- the output this question is also the 
best practice and guideline for the cost of ICT services.  This 
is our proposal.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you Japan.  Next is United States, Document 
34 (Rev. 1).  You have the floor United States, please. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  The 
U.S. does not have a specific proposal on this question, and we 
will handle any issues we have with the existing proposals in the 
drafting group.  Thank you so much. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Mexico, Document 47/3. 
>> MEXICO:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  The 

administration of Mexico is submitting for your consideration a 
proposed modification of question 4/1.  These are modifications 
to the statements of the situation or problem as mentioned in the 
final report on the study question for the previous study period.  
It is proposed that we add topics of study methods to determine 
cost of service, wholesale services, local look on bundling and 
development of virtual mobile operators in a regulatory 
framework.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Mexico.  Having considered question 
4/1.  We can now turn to question 5/1.  We have two documents, 
first, Document 22A7 (Rev. 1) by Asia-Pacific, and I invite Japan 
to present this Document on behalf of Asia-Pacific.  Japan, you 
have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  On behalf of the APT members I 
would like to propose the continuing of the question 5/1 and 
changing the title to the best practice and guidelines for 
setting cost and regulation for providing telecommunications/ICT 
services in rural and remote areas.  And a proposal to additional 
output of the hand work and case study analysis to this question.  
Even though the -- the access issues in rural and remote areas 
are still remain.  And we understand this work of the question 
5/1 is quite helpful for Developing Countries.  We would like to 
propose question 5/1, and also the new output including and cast 
report for developing countries to solve the rural and remote 
areas access issues.  This is our proposal.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to Mexico.  
Document 47/4.  Mexico.  You have the floor, please present this 
Document. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Chairman.  The administration of 
Mexico submitting for your consideration a proposed modification 
to question 5/1.  It is proposed that the title be changed to the 
following, deployment of broad band infrastructure and 
telecommunication as ICT in rural and underserved areas.  Under 
questions or issues for study we are proposing various different 
changes including techniques in sustainable solution that's can 
impact on the provision of telecommunications, ICTs in rural and 
remote areas, difficulties in creating upgrading infrastructure, 
the needs policies to reduce the digital divide, quality services 
provided, business models for sustainable deployment of next 
works and services and observes.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Mexico.  We now go to question 6/1, 
the first Document is IAP20A/23.  Question 6/1, the Document 
IAP20A/23, and I invite Brazil to present this Document. 

>> BRAZIL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  On behalf of CITEL 
members, Brazil introduces updates on question 6/1 aiming on 



proposing mechanisms for transparency, cooperation and 
compression of prices, tariffs and contracts, and also adding 
provisions for mechanisms to implement regulations for keeping 
consumers informed.  We also propose empowering users and 
consumers in managing their data and provided by service 
providers, and civil protection of data.  Mechanisms to promote 
the creation of useful information and practical tools to be used 
to promote digital literacy among specific groups such as women, 
girls, users with disabilities and the elderly.  Mechanisms to 
promote quality, security, and service provision, cooperation in 
education of consumers and guaranteeing rights of consumers in 
telecom ICTs especially in quality, security pricing mechanisms 
and collaboration with other Study Groups. 

We propose to have report and recommendations on this matter 
bearing in mind all of this topics and issues of study that we 
just proposed.  And we feel that this changes will make the study 
more comprehensive and adequate concerns.  Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Brazil, for presenting this.  
We now go to ACP/22A7 and I invite Japan and I invite Papua New 
Guinea to present this Document on behalf of Asia-Pacific. 

>> PAPUA NEW GUINEA:  Thank you, and good morning.  
Chairman, on behalf of the APT, our proposal to change the title 
of the study question to Best Practices and Guidelines for 
Protecting Consumers and Announcing Their Rights.  And the 
proposed change to the question or issue of study to include Best 
Practices for Regulators and Operators in the Use and Management 
of National Telephone Numbering Resources and the Expected 
Outcome, Chairman, is for particular focus on the best practices 
and the guidelines on the use and management of national 
telephone number resources.  Mr. Chairman, this particular issue 
seeks to address the continuing and persistent issues relating to 
number hijacking.  Thank you, Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Papua New Guinea for this Document.  
We go to Document 34 (Rev. 1), United States, please. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  The 
United States doesn't have specific text to propose for this 
question, but we -- it is a part of our submission on resolution 
2 and we group this question, we retain it and we put it in the 
group on enabling environment and inclusive digital society.  
Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next is Mexico.  
Document 47/5. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Chairman.  Document from Mexico is 
the InterAmerican proposal, so we are not going to introduce the 
Document because it's not necessary.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Mexico.  Then we go to the 



next question, question 7, we begin with Document ACP/22A7.  And 
I invite the focal point for Asia-Pacific to present this 
Document.  Japan, you have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  So APT also propose the 
modification of title on question 7/1.  The new title of this 
question is Best Practice and Guidelines for Facilitating Access 
to Telecommunication/Access to Persons with Disabilities and 
Specific Needs.  So the output of this question is Best Practice 
and Guidelines for the disabilities and, for the persons with 
disabilities and specific needs.  This is our proposal.  Thank 
you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to United States 
if you have any specific proposals on this, you have the floor, 
Madame. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  This 
is incorporated in our proposal on resolution 2.  We don't have 
specific text but are just indicating where we would like to see 
that shake out at the end.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next Document is from 
west Herzegovina, 41, I understand Bosnia, Herzegovina have left 
already, but my understanding is that they yesterday had some 
discussions with Mexico and they harmonized their proposal with 
Mexico which is contained in Document 47.  So I would like to go 
to the next Document.  I invite Mexico not only to present their 
own Document, but also to inform us of the extent of discussions 
that they have already had with Bosnia and Herzegovina.  Mexico, 
you have the floor, please. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Chairman.  The proposal from Mexico, 
firstly, was aimed at updating the statements of situational 
problem in order to include some references to insure that a 
study question was in line with the state of current affairs.  
Therefore, we are proposing some changes on questions and issues 
for study including mechanisms to identify, mechanisms make it 
possible to introduce framework.  And analyze policies mechanisms 
and services that can up insure telecommunications services can 
be taken advantage of by persons with disabilities, and also 
empowering people with disabilities.  Regarding Bosnia 
Herzegovina proposal, it was to focus on the policy analysis and 
studies that have been carried out in the study question in the 
past study period.  Therefore, we made modifications to the 
expected results and the report which is expected from the study 
question. 

We hope you will be able to submit it for consideration by 
other administrations and regions in proposals on this study 
question.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you Mexico.  So in this way, we note the 
Document from Bosnia Herzegovina, Document 41, and also Document 



47/6 by Mexico.  Thank you very much for the work that you have 
already carried out in consultation with other administrations 
who have or did have a point on this question.  Now, we go to 
question 8/1.  We start with Asia-Pacific 22A7/R1/8, China is the 
focal point for Asia-Pacific and I invite China to present this 
Document. 

>> CHINA:  Thank you, Chair.  Good morning, everyone!  It's 
a great pleasure for China on behalf of the APT to introduce to 
you our proposals on this question.  APT agrees that in the next 
study period to continue study under this topic at the same time 
in order to adapt to the increasing new video services and other 
emerging services while taking into account the transfer from 
analog to digital as well as 3D, 4K, 8K and other video audio 
services applications and other transmission technologies. 

It is suggested that the scope of the study shall be 
modified and extended to add digital broadcasting, new 
technologies, new services and studies so as to encourage 
countries to share their applications and best practices.  That 
being said, we modified the tempt of the study topics and that is 
our proposal.  Thank you, Chair. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, China.  Next, we go to Document Number 
32.  It's joint Document by Brazil and Mexico, and I invite 
Brazil to present this Document on behalf of Brazil and Mexico.  
You have the floor, Brazil. 

>> BRAZIL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Brazil and Mexico 
submit this contribution regarding the version of the terms of 
reference of question 8/1 that among other objectives, proposes 
to broaden the scope of the study on the question and include 
relevant discussions related to digital broadcasting technologies 
and new services and applications.  The proposal indicates 
relevant work regarding the transition, for example, reports on 
we 11/3/2 and question 8/1 in the current study period and 
mention the relevance of the DSO database, for example.  Other 
important issue that the proposal addresses is the future of 
broadcasting with the usage of a multitude of distribution 
platforms and the integration of different networks, especially 
broadband and broadcasting to supply new innovative services and 
applications and distribution of audio visual and other content 
to users. 

Regarding the items of study of the question, it is proposed 
that question 8/1 examine the transition to digital broadcasting 
in general not restricting with the study to analog to digital, 
terrestrial television, proposing also the study of new 
broadcasting services and applications.  Also economic aspects of 
migration, medication, the use of digital dividend.  The expected 
results are also updated to include guidelines to the 
implementation of new services and applications, our report on 



economic aspect and economic aspects of the migration and 
compendium on digital to digital transition.  Brazil, I invite 
delegations to develop this contribution to the terms of 
reference of 8/1.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Brazil.  We now go to Document 34 
(Rev. 1), United States, if you have any points. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Only 
to say we propose continuation of the questioned and we don't 
have specific text for a new question, but we would propose it be 
studied in the group on enabling environment and inclusive 
digital society.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Now, we finished 
question 8/1.  We now turn to question 1/2 which is the first 
question on Study Group 2.  We begin by Document ACP22A7R1/9, and 
I invite the focal point for Asia-Pacific, which is Japan, to 
present this Document.  You have the floor, Japan, please. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  On behalf of APT members, we 
propose the continuing of the question 1/2 smart society and also 
propose modification of the title to the best practice and 
guideline for developing smart sustainable societies through 
ICTs.  And also, we propose as the new scope to study in order to 
enhance economic loss in smart societies.  Many country have 
interesting reasoning in order to enhance their economies, 
however, there are many challenges to improve the smooth movement 
of persons and things. 

We understand ICT has a crucial role for the improvement.  
So, therefore, we propose to continue this question and add to 
reason as the new scope of this question.  This is our proposal.  
Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to United States. 
>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  The 

United States does not have specific text to propose on this 
question.  We propose that it would continue, that it would be 
studied in the group on enabling environment and inclusive 
digital society which would represent a change, and that it would 
also incorporate information and telecommunications, ICTs for 
E-health.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next, we go to 
Document 47 by Mexico.  Mexico, please. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  Our proposal 
connects to question 1/2, creating smart society, development and 
implementation of ICT applications for society.  We also want to 
consider here question 2/2 on E-health.  We propose making sure 
that both questions function together as one question on the 
creation of the smart society, development and implementation of 
ICT applications for society, and we have taken as a basis 
question 1/2.  Thank you. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Mexico.  We now go to question 2/2.  
We have two documents.  The first is Asia-Pacific 22A7-R1 and I 
invite the focal point from the Asia-Pacific to present this 
Document.  Japan, you have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  On behalf of the APT and Study Group 2/2, we will 
explain.  The purpose of this new resolution is to call upon -- 

>> CHAIR:  I'm sorry, Japan, we are not discussing 
resolutions, we are just discussing this Document, ACP/22A7-R1 on 
question 2/2. 

>> JAPAN:  Sorry about that.  To on behalf of APT members, 
we would like to propose the continuation of this question of 
E-health and modification of the title of this quo to the best 
practice and guideline for the -- I'm sorry, this is smart 
society.  I'm sorry.  The new title of this question is best 
practice and guideline for implementation of E-health.  So the 
distinct work of this question of the current study period, so 
it's -- we understand this work or this question is quite helpful 
for Developing Countries, but still the issue of the 
implementation of the E-health in Developed Countries remains.  
So, therefore, we would like to propose to continue with this 
question, and in order to implement this advantage of E-health we 
would like to enhance the cooperation with the other 
organisations, especially WHO and this is a proposal for 
continuation of question 2/2.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to United States.  
You have the floor, Madame. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  As 
indicated we don't have specific text, but we had proposed the 
merger of the smart cities question with the E-health 
applications.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next, we go to 
question 3/2.  We have four documents.  The first is ACP22/A7-R1 
and I invite the focal point from Asia-Pacific which is Japan to 
present this Document.  Japan, you have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  On behalf of APT members, we 
would like to propose the continuing of the discretion of 
cybersecurity and the modification of title to the Best Practice 
and Guidelines for emerging threats to cybersecurity and modify 
its scope to study malware in addition to other emerging server 
threats.  This question, organize three workshops for the 
practical server security solution with more than 100 
participants in each workshop.  So this is significant for 
everyone, and we would propose to continue this question and to 
add emerging service threats and malware issue for study scope.  
We would like to continue this server security with the current 
structure of the discretion.  This is our proposal to continue 
discretion.  Thank you very much. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next is United States.  United 
States, you have two documents, 34R1 and 42A3, and I invite you 
to present both documents at the same time. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The United 
States recognizes the important work that has taken place during 
the last study period under study question 3/2.  During the final 
meeting of question 3/2 for the 2014-2017 study cycle, the final 
report for question 3/2 received broad praise for presenting a 
compendium of best practices and case studies that provided 
robust and practicable guidance for a wide variety of 
stakeholders.  The U.S. notes that in the final report of 
question 3.2 for the past study cycle the rapporteurs for 
question 3/2 recommended continuing to focus on key areas per the 
current terms of reference.  The current terms of reference for 
question 3/2 as approved by WTDC14 have and will continue to 
provide an effective and flexible mechanism for promoting a 
culture of cybersecurity by raising awareness, identifying best 
practices and identifying appropriate training material.  For 
these reasons the United States supports the rapporteur's 
recommendation that question 3.2 continue with current terms of 
reference during the upcoming study period.  In closing the U.S. 
notes the proposals put forward on modifications to this 
question, and we look forward to participating in the discussions 
during this Conference with a view towards finding consensus.  
Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next is Mexico.  
Document 36, and I invite Mexico to present this Document. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Brazil is honored to 
present the contribution regarding study question 3/2 in our name 
and on behalf of Mexico.  This multicounty proposal is to update 
the question to expressly include in its scope the new emerging 
trends, tracks and technologies that impose new challenges when 
it comes to cybersecurity.  For example, IoT, artificial 
intelligence, et cetera. 

It's important to mention that the need to address new 
challenges is mentioned in the final report of this questions 
which stated in the item related to conclusions and 
recommendations the following.  The group recommended that 
evolving and emerging technical tracks be own spam and malware to 
be considered.  We also make references to revision process and 
its appreciation by United Nations General Assembly.  As issues 
for study, we have information regarding regulatory policies 
developed and or implemented by national technical 
telecommunications regulatory authorities in this matter.  
Finally, we include some provisions regarding privacy and data 
protection, which are topics that we have, that are very 
important to our countries, and that we would like to be studied 



in this question without overcoming the mandate of ITU-D in this 
subject.  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Brazil, for presenting this 
Document.  Now, we can go to question 4/2.  We have three 
documents.  First is from Asia-Pacific, 22A7R1/12, and I invite 
the focal point from the Asia-Pacific, which is Japan, to present 
this Document.  You have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  So APT proposed to 
continue this question, question 4/2 integrated programme, and 
also proposed the modification of this title to Best Practice and 
Guidelines for implementing interoperability programs and 
combating counterfeit ICT treatment and theft of mobile devices.  
Also propose to modify the scope of this study to study combating 
counterfeit and mobile device theft in order to address its need 
especially in Developing Countries.  So after the discussion last 
year the combating counterfeit and device studies are added to 
the study of C and I in ITU-T.  This programme are in cooperation 
with ITU-T and, therefore, we propose to add the new scope to 
this question, new scope of counterfeit to this study.  To our 
proposal is continue the modification of this study.  Thank you 
very much, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to Document 33, 
joint proposal by Brazil and Mexico.  I invite the delegate from 
Brazil to present this Document.  You have the floor.  

>> BRAZIL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Brazil and Mexico 
submit this contribution regarding question 4/2.  The proposal 
includes all of the relevant discussions related, for example, to 
the impact of emerging technologies such as IoT in the 
conformance and interoperability efforts of ITU as well as 
combating counterfeit substandard and temporary devices.  It is 
recognized that with successful adoption of IoT and the addition 
of billions of ICT devices, demand will increase for efforts on 
organized ICT market to take into consideration safety, quality, 
spectrum environment free from harmful interference limits to 
emissions, interoperability, et cetera. 

 Specifically in the items of study it is proposed to 
include the evaluation of techniques and blest practices on 
combating counterfeit, stub standard and temporary devices and 
impact of exponential increase of ICT equipment, IoT and provide 
recommendation to ITU-D members for readiness.  The expected 
outputs are also updated to reflect new topics of study including 
among others experience sharing about innovative and affordable 
methods to improve the level of conformity, a questionnaire on 
current CNI regimes, guidance on technical collaboration on CNI 
and infrastructure sharing.  This is the contribution and Brazil 
and Mexico invite the other delegations to evaluate it.  Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Brazil.  Next, we go to Document 34 
(Rev. 1) from the United States.  Do you have any point on 
question 4/1, 4/2, United States? 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  With 
respect to conformance interoperability, the United States 
proposes that this question continue and that it be studied in 
the Study Group that would be called modern and secure 
telecommunications and ICT infrastructure, which relates to 
objective 2 in what will be the Buenos Aires Action Plan.  Thank 
you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  I want to thank all 
delegates for their cooperation this morning.  We have covered 
many, many items already.  Now, it's 11:00, and we may take a 
break, short break, maybe 15 minutes, or as an alternative, we 
can continue and ask the interpreters if that is that is 
something that they would be agreeable to. 

>> INTERPRETER:  Yes, Chairman.  That would be fine for the 
interpreters. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  Then the proposal is to 
continue for another 15 minutes, and the objective is to finish 
with all questions.  Any comment or views?  None.  Thank you very 
much.  I take it that we can continue.  Now we go to question 5.  
It's Document IAP/20A24/1.  It is from the Americas region and I 
invite the focal point United States to present this Document. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  As we have 
witnessed the past few months with the disasters striking the 
Americas region emergency communications is a critical topic 
within the development sector.  Mr. Chairman, this is an 
InterAmerican proposal to update the emergency communications 
question, question 5/2 with new terms of reference.  And we would 
like to highlight that we are taking a new approach with this 
question based on experiences in the most recent study period, 
which established a very good baseline of information, resources, 
et cetera.  So we propose to offer guidance to, offer guidance 
and focus the study of critical issues facing Developing 
Countries by indicating specific topics for each year of the 
study cycle.  And encouraging more interactive workshops and more 
frequent outputs to more regularly provide benefits for 
Developing Countries on topics, and those focuses include early 
warning, the enabling environment and disaster communications 
plans and drills. 

We also propose including consideration of new and emerging 
technologies throughout the entire study period.  And this 
question offers the flexibility, you know, the first three years 
you have one particular focus each year, and then you have the 
flexibility to revisit and discuss the topics in more depth in 
the final year as needed.  Thank you very much. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Then we have Document 
ACP22A7-R1 from Asia-Pacific and I invite Japan as the focal 
point to present this Document.  You have the floor.  Sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chairman.  So on behalf of APT, I 
would like to present 5/2.  So APT proposed to continue the 
current version 5 of Study Group 2 and change the title to the 
Best Practice and Guidelines for telecommunications, ICT for 
management.  And we have still many disasters like Mexico, so it 
is needed to continue the study on disaster issues.  So APT 
propose to the focusing area, for example, the study including 
safety and also the digital experience in the planning of digital 
solution for emergency communications and implementing digital 
communication exercise.  So this is the point of the APT 
proposal.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Then we go to Document 34 
(Rev. 1) by United States.  If you have any point.  United 
States, please. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  Of 
course, we are supporting this detail IAP as my colleague 
indicated and we would add in hour resolution 2 proposal, 
Document 34 (Rev. 1) we are proposing that this question continue 
and that it would be assigned to the Study Group that corresponds 
with objective two of the Buenos Aires Action Plan and what we 
are calling modern and secure telecommunications ICT 
infrastructure.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next, we would go 
question 6/2.  We have two documents, ACP/22A7-R1/14 and I invite 
Japan as the focal point for Asia-Pacific to present this 
Document.  You have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  On behalf of APT 
members, so I would like to make a presentation to explain the 
proposal.  So our proposal is the modification of the title of 
this question 6/2 to Best Practice and Guidelines for ICT.  So 
the output of this question is Best Practice and Guidelines for 
ICT in the requirement action.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next is United States.  You 
have the floor United States, please. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  In 
our resolution 2 proposal 34 (Rev. 1) we are proposing that this 
question be combined, ICT climate change would be combined with 
ICT waste material.  Thank you.  And it would take place in the 
Study Group that corresponds with objectives 3 and 4 in the 
Buenos Aires Action Plan.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you United States.  Next, we go to question 
7/2.  We have four documents, ACP22A7-R1/15, and invite Japan as 
the focal point for Asia-Pacific to present this Document.  You 
have the floor, sir. 



>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  So we would like to 
propose that modification of the title of the question 7/2 to 
Best Practice and Guidelines for the measurement and assessment 
of human exposure.  And this is our proposal.  Thank you very 
much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next is Document 27/2 by ATTI, 
and I invite the delegate from ATDI to present this Document. 

>> ATDI:  Thank you and good morning.  The electromagnetic 
field is a significant question based on our contribution to the 
original proposal limiting for WTDC, ATDI proposes changes on 
work successfully completed the final report of question 7/2.  
The revision of question 7/2 reflect augmented cellular 
penetration and traffic growth, increased usage of data services, 
network coverage and capacity extension, changes in international 
activities are referred and dates are updated.  More highlight on 
assessment concern echo the ITU-T question 3/5 on EMS.  The 
changes may assist to coordinate the measurement activities 
already preceded ITU-R question 1, 2, 3/9 and question 3/5.  This 
contribution reflects some ideas from Document WTDC by the 
central African.  The question may guide future activities on 
question 7/2.  Thank you, Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, ATDI.  Next, we go to Document 34R1 by 
United States. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, very much, in Document 34 
(Rev. 1) which is our rendition of resolution 2, we would propose 
that this question be continued and that it be associated with 
the group on enabling environment that corresponds with 
objectives 3 and 4.  We do not have specific text to propose to 
revise the question.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next is Mexico, 
Document 47/8.  Mexico, please. 

>> MEXICO:  Thank you, Chairman.  Administration of Mexico 
submits for your consideration a proposed modification to Study 
Group question 7/2.  And questions or issues for study.  We 
thought there was a reason to add challenges and opportunities of 
developing technical regulations on the limits for maximum 
exposure to non-ionizing electromagnetic radiation and also from 
radio base stations specific absorption levels in wireless 
devices.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you Mexico.  Next, we go to question 8/2, 
ACP/22A7-R1/16, and invite Japan as the focal point for 
Asia-Pacific to present this Document.  You have the floor, 
Japan. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  We would lick 
to propose the modification of the title.  The new title is the 
Best Practice and Guidelines for managing and protecting the 
environment in a cost-effective manner.  This is our proposal.  



Thank you very much. 
>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Japan.  Next, we go to United States, 

if you have any questions. 
>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  As 

indicated in our overall presentation, and in agreement with both 
Brazil and RCC we propose to merge question 6/2 and question 8/2 
into a single question addressing ICT and climate change and 
strategies for the proper disposal or reduce of ICT waste.  Thank 
you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next, we go to 
question 9/2.  We have four documents.  First is ACP22A7-R1/17 
and I invite Japan as the focal point for Asia-Pacific to present 
this Document.  Japan, you have the floor, sir. 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  So we would 
like to propose the modification of the title of the question 
9/2.  The proposed title is key topics and issues that shed the 
future of telecommunication/ICT taking into account the results 
of the study in ITU-T and ITU-R, and the priorities of the 
developing countries.  This is the proposal, thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Next is ATDI Document 28/1 and I invite delegate 
from ATDI to present the Document.  You have the floor.  Sir. 

>> ATDI:  Thank you, Chairman.  This -- we propose to delete 
this question in 9/2.  Our proposal is based on the work done 
until now, and we find that all questions are important for the 
development and developing and least developed countries.  So if 
all reports, handbooks, recommendations of ITU-R and ITU-T are 
important for the Developing Countries, why do we need the 
question to check which report we handle and the Annex to the 
contribution in 28 we show that ITU-T told us that all of the 
publications are important for the developing and least developed 
countries, and even in ITU-R, the report and the recommendation 
that we show that are not important, are unimportant, what is not 
important?  The IMT is not important, the EMF is not important?  
So we support and we held also the other group support also to 
delete this question and if we delete question, we have more time 
to study the other questions because when the reporter are 
remitting, we have one day for every question.  If we have less 
question, we can spend more time on other questions.  Thank you, 
Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, IATDI, next United States, 32R1 and 
32A4. 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you Chairman, these proposals 
indicate agreement with ATDI the RCC region and Brazil to express 
question 9/2 for the reasons we gave in our original 
presentation.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Now, we have concluded 



our consideration of all existing questions.  There are two 
proposals for a new question, and but I see that we are at 11:18, 
three minutes past our allowed time by the interpreters.  And 
then I would lick to suggest that maybe it would be better if we 
take a short break and come back in 20 minutes, 15 minutes, in 15 
minutes to continue our discussions of the remaining items on the 
agenda.  Any comments?  None.  The meeting is adjourned until we 
come back.  Cote D'Ivoire, did you ask for the floor? 

>> COTE D'IVOIRE:  Thank you, Chairman.  And good morning, 
everybody.  Chairman, I would like to draw the attention of the 
Conference to the fact that the countries of Africa made a 
contribution on modification to question, but unfortunately these 
proposals were not reflected in the documents which were 
presented.  So as not to interrupt the meeting, we allowed it to 
take place, but I think that after the break we would like to in 
fact introduce the proposed modifications that Africa would like 
to make.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Cote D'Ivoire.  By all means, we 
request that be prepared for presentation of your contribution 
after the coffee break.  Thank you very much.  The meeting is 
adjourned until the end of the coffee break.  

 (Coffee break). 
>> CHAIR:  Distinguished colleagues, can we resume our work?  

Kindly please take your seats so that we can continue our 
discussions.  Thank you very much.  Welcome back.  Let us 
continue our discussions.  We covered the question 9/2, and now 
we can consider two documents which are basically on a new 
question.  The first Document is IAP25/1 and I believe this is a 
Document from CETO, but before we consider this Document, I 
recognize that there is a request from the floor by Cote 
D'Ivoire.  Cote D'Ivoire, you have the floor, sir. 

>> COTE D'IVOIRE:  Thank you, Chairman, we think that before 
the coffee break we requested your indulgence to present our 
contribution for the modifications presented by the states of 
Africa.  We said that upon returning from the break we would like 
to have the opportunity to present this contribution, so we would 
like to know whether we can make that presentation before the new 
question or alternatively, you may have another suggestion.  We 
are listening.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Cote D'Ivoire.  First, we 
are sorry that we missed your, we overlooked your contribution in 
the list of documents that we were planning to consider.  Please 
accept my apologies.  As to whether you would like to discuss 
your Document at this time or afterward is your choice.  Any way, 
we are prepared to give you the floor at this time if that is 
your wish.  Cote D'Ivoire. 

>> COTE D'IVOIRE:  We are happy to start presenting our 



Document.  I would like to clarify that the Document is 19 
Addendum 5.  It concerns resolution 2, as we can see in the 
title, but within the Document, there is also Annex 2 notably on 
questions under the WTDC and ITU-D Study Groups.  I believe that 
there was a question about the topics for Study Groups Cote 
D'Ivoire and Africa proposed headers for the entire questions 
allocated to the Study Groups of ITU-D as regard Study Group 1, 
we proposed a first topic which concerns broadband and 
accessibility to ICTs.  For 1/1 Cote D'Ivoire proposed that the 
last part of the proposal concerning mobile services and OTT 
services and the implementation of IPv6 so 1/1 would become 
policy, regulatory and technical aspects of the migration from 
existing networks and broadband networks in Developing Countries 
including next generation networks. 

So under broadband and access as a header, we would like 
question 2/1 concerning broadband access technologies, including 
ING for Developing Countries be placed under that title broadband 
and access.  Another header which we propose is consumer 
interests also under Study Group 1.  Under consumer interests, we 
propose listing question 6/1 which could be called consumer 
information, protection and rights, laws, regulation, economic 
basis, and consumer networks, all of that listed under the header 
consumer interests.  There would also be a second sub topic, 
counterfeit devices.  This is a new sub topic which could be 
developed further under Study Group 1. 

Chairman, we also propose another header or topic.  That is 
matters determining the costs of services regarding ICT networks 
including NGN.   

(Technical Difficulty)  
 We understand regulatory accounting tools developed to new 

structures to further strengthen the process and increase long 
term benefits for end users.  Establishing prices for OTT, big 
data and IoT has been mentioned many times in recent years and 
could be listed here, but also pricing of bundles, fiscal or 
parafiscal to lower tariffs and their actual impact could also be 
listed under that header.  We also offer another header.  

 And question 7/2, which concerns strategies and policies 
concerning human exposure to electromagnetic fields, under Study 
Group 2 we include security networks and information systems as a 
header.  Chairman, there are also questions related to ICT 
applications and cybersecurity.  Here we would list question 3/2 
securing information and communication networks, best practices 
for developing a culture of cybersecurity.  Here we would also 
include privacy and data protection. 

Next, we would introduce another header environment, climate 
and disaster management.  Here we would have three questions 
under that header.  They would be question 8/2, 6/2, and 5/2.  We 



propose no modification of those questions, but would group those 
three together under the tingle topic I mentioned previously. 

Next, smart society, that is innovation and new challenges 
related to the Internet.  Under that header we would have 
question 1/2, and question 3/1, which we would also place under 
that header, that is access to cloud computing, challenges and 
opportunities for Developing Countries, what do we understand by 
that question?  Well, this was asked of the rapporteur, it would 
be a study of big data, migration to IPv6 and M services, OTT 
services, the implementation of IPv6, Internet of Things and 
artificial intelligence as well as new challenges related to the 
Internet. 

Chairman, there is a question which concerns the three 
sectors, 9/2, which concerns all three sectors, that is 9/2, 
identification of study topics of ITU and ITU-R Study Groups 
which are particular interest to Developing Countries.  Chairman, 
we think that this question should be placed under a header 
called intersectoral questions and handled by the three sectors.  
The ITU needs to establish the correct procedures for the three 
sectors to be able to handle that question.  

Chairman, thus I present to you our proposals for 
modification and regrouping of questions as formulated by the 
state of Africa.  Thank you, Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Cote D'Ivoire for the 
presentation of this Document.  We can now go to Document 
IAP20A5/1 which is actually a new question.  I understand this is 
a sequel Document and I invite United States to present this. 

>> UNITED STATES:  CTL is pleased to present proposed new 
study question last mile wireless connectivity and services.  
While the lack of access to broadband network is that in many 
Developing Countries a significant percent of population lives in 
densely populated rural and remote areas we are capital cost of 
connecting homes and businesses among fixed line connectivity can 
be prohibitive.  The study questions on broadband networks and 
mobile services focus specifically on the last mile of the 
network.  We believe that the discussion and contribution on the 
last mile connectivity will result in best practices that will in 
turn help to expand affordable and reliable broadband 
connectivity to unserved and underserved areas.  On a more 
practical note, Mr. Chairman, the proposed question aims to 
address the significant overlap between study questions on 
broadband networks and the proposed study question would replace 
existing study question 2.1.  Thank you very much.  

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Next, we go to 
Document 34 (Rev. 1)/1 by United States.  And I invite United 
States to present this Document.  United States? 

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  This is just to 



note that, again, this is part of our resolution 2 proposal.  As 
my colleague just explained, that proposal is reflected as the 
new question and part of our resolution 2.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Colleagues, we have 
considered all of the questions pertaining to Study Groups, ITU 
Study Groups.  You may recall that yesterday we considered the 
way forward which was to form a drafting group which would 
consider all relevant proposals pertaining to each question with 
a view to providing us with a consolidated text.  The good news 
so far is that since the beginning of the Conference I have been 
encouraging different delegations who have had specific proposals 
on different questions to get together and try to iron out 
differences and produce a text which would be satisfactory to 
everybody. 

I was informed that many delegations have already taken 
these steps and have progressed so far on a number of questions, 
not on all, but on a number of questions we are quickly 
converging to a consolidated text.  That doesn't mean that we do 
not need the drafting group.  By all means, we do need to have 
the drafting group, and I'm at this time engaged in consultations 
as to propose a coordinator for this drafting group.  I hope that 
I would be able to propose names in the afternoon session for 
your information and perusal. 

So with this I would like to finish the consideration of the 
documents at this time, but we would come back to it with the 
formation of the drafting group.  I see that I have two requests 
for the floor.  The first is Brazil.  Brazil, you have the floor. 

>> BRAZIL:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Just to inform you 
regarding exactly what you just mentioned, Brazil, Mexico, and 
APT have been discussing two questions, question 8/1, and 
question 4/2, and we are reaching a final agreements on the 
consolidated text to be presented to the group.  And as of 
question 7/1, we tried to combine the texts and we are undergoing 
this right now.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Brazil, for this good news.  Next is 
United Arab Emirates.  You have the floor, sir. 

>> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  And good 
morning, everyone.  Mr. Chairman, we do encourage the spirit that 
there will be informal groups that will look into or up formal 
groups that will take into account different proposals and try to 
get closer, but take into account that there are proposals coming 
from other regions.  So maybe we can appoint an informal group in 
that case, and inform all of the other regions if there is a 
group looking into some proposals, we have to inform the other 
regions so that other regions can be included as well in those 
informal discussions. 

Second, this morning as we have seen, we have different 



amendments proposed to the questions whether -- regarding the 
titles of the questions themselves or regarding the content of 
the questions.  And I would like to remind you here and to record 
that when you appoint a team or a group, you have to take into 
account all of the proposals coming from the regions and Member 
States regarding the same questions. 

Those amendments, for instance, on resolution 2 that have 
been made on resolution 2 and when we have proposals made by the 
Arab region about the modifications of the titles of those 
questions, and the merging of some questions, we have to take 
them into account too.  So I would like just to ask you where are 
modifications, amendments proposed will be discussed, whether 
they will be discussed in an ad hoc group that will be formed or 
those will be discussed in committee 4.  I would like to know and 
have clarification from you at this level.  And I hope that you 
will notify the Arab region if there are any discussions or 
informal groups that will discuss proposals and item that's have 
been subject to proposal made by the Arab region as well.  And 
thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, United Arab Emirates.  Rest 
assured that we will be very transparent in informing everybody 
of the process that we would be undertaking.  The intention is to 
form one drafting group which would take into account all 
proposals that have been submitted and presented to take 
everything into account and to come up with a consolidated text 
for each question.  Of course, we do not get into the mandate of 
committee four which is the restructuring of Study Groups, but we 
would provide them with the substance as to which questions 
should be merged, the numbering of the questions, and the 
allocation of the questions to different Study Groups would be 
the task before committee 4.  So we would be focusing on the 
substance of questions irrespective of what the numbers are 
assigned to each question.  With that, my colleague from United 
Arab Emirates, please note that by the next session this 
afternoon, we would will be having our fourth session.  I hope 
that I will be able to provide you with the name of the 
coordinator for this drafting group.  The drafting group would 
take into account all submitted proposals, all discussions on the 
side of this Conference that have been made already to arrive at 
the consolidated text, and so all regions, all countries, all 
administrations would have the opportunity to take part into the 
work of this drafting group. 

So with this, I hope that I have provided you with an 
explanation.  Did I answer your question? 

>> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  
And I would like to thank you for your explanation that you have 
provided.  As we understood from your recent explanation, the 



committee 4 will not discuss the amendments to resolution 2, yet 
it will wait until the end of the works under Com 3 and then it 
will start discussing the amendments to resolution 2, especially 
Annex 1 and 2.  So if we understood, it means if we go to 
committee 4 and then we open debate there on resolution 2 and the 
issue of merging the questions there, maybe there will be some 
ambiguity and confusion.  So please clarify this team or group 
that you will establish, let's name it the ad hoc group, but will 
it discuss the merging of questions or not?  Ad hoc groups will 
look into merging questions or not?  And I hope there will be 
coordination between Com 3 and 4 at this level so we avoid any 
duplication at work.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Distinguished Delegate from 
the United Arab Emirates, yes, by all means, this drafting group 
will also consider merging of the questions, deletion of the 
questions, everything related to the substance of the questions 
whether to continue, whether to modify, whether to merge, 
everything would be discussed.  The objective is to arrive at a 
consolidated text for each question.  Now, the numbering of the 
questions, of course, would remain with the committee 4 because 
committee 4 has the task of restructuring the Study Groups and I 
believe committee 4 can start their discussions because there are 
in addition to the substance of the questions, there are other 
points in resolution 2 that could be undertaken and should be 
undertaken by committee 4 in their deliberations on their 
mandates. 

So rest assured that, yes, this ad hoc group or drafting 
group would consider everything relevant to the substance of 
questions.  I hope that my explanation is clear, Mr. Anasuri, 
please, if you have other points.  

>> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  Thank you, Chairman, for your 
explanation.  We must include the Arab Document Number 21/2 on 
the list of documents which will be considered because the 
modifications from the group of Arab states on questions covered 
in that Document all affect the relevant resolution.  We would 
like these modifications in 21 ad 1 to be discussed.  But 
according to your instructions, Chairman, this Document, so I 
would like to once again underline this is Document 21 ad 2, this 
should be added to the list of documents which will be handled by 
the ad hoc group.  Thank you, Chairman.  

>> CHAIR:  Thank you distinguished delegate from United Arab 
Emirates, rest assured this Document will be considered in the 
consideration by the ad hoc group.  Is there any other point you 
would like to raise, please?  I see that United Arab Emirates is 
satisfied fully, and thank you very much for your understanding.  
Now, we go to Jordan. 

>> JORDAN:  Thank you, Chairman.  Since I'm taking the floor 



for the first time, I would like to convey to you my thanks for 
the way in which you are leading our committee's work.  We are 
reassured as to how the questions are going to be handled.  We 
talked about a drafting group which will be established after 
considering all of the contributions including the contribution 
on behalf of the Arab states as was mentioned by the UAE, 
however, to insure that things are clear, will there be a 
compilation Document prepared by the Secretariat which will cover 
all of the contributions in order to facilitate the work of this 
group during the discussion of each question or will the group 
consider each contribution based on the basic text?  Will every 
party present their contribution on that?  I propose that there 
be a compilation Document which brings together all of the 
proposals on each question in order to insure that the work that 
the drafting group is as clear and simple for everyone as it's 
possible to be.  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you my colleague from Jordan, yes, by all 
means the Secretariat together with the management team of Com 3 
have endeavored to prepare a compilation of one proposals and 
that will be provided to the drafting group to facilitate the 
work of the drafting group.  Would that be satisfactory to 
Jordan?  Did I answer your question properly?  Jordan? 

>> JORDAN:  Yes, thank you, Chairman. 
>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  Next, we go to Cote 

D'Ivoire.  You have the floor. 
>> COTE D'IVOIRE:  Thank you, Chairman.  Good morning, 

everyone.  Chairman, one issue not to be forgotten during our 
consideration of the various different contributions it must note 
that there are contributions on the basis of questions 
themselves, and some of them are about methods of work.  So how 
are these issues going to be considered?  We are not sure whether 
or not this falls under the mandate of the drafting group.  As 
regards a compilation of all of the contributions affecting 
questions, namely merging, revision, and all of the contributions 
which pertain to working methods including working parties and 
all of that, these proposals contain modifications to questions, 
but they also propose the framework in which these notifications 
should be handles.  So or greater efficiency it would be useful 
in our view for these documents to be separated clearly for these 
contributions to be correctly allocated and correctly structured 
so as to facilitate the work of the drafting group. 

We would also like to add that the Document 19 ad 5 should 
also be included in the list of documents.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you my distinguished colleague from Cote 
D'Ivoire.  Yes, we would include this Document in the 
consideration by the drafting group.  As to your other point with 
respect to establishment of working parties and other working 



methods, of course, my understanding is that that falls outside 
of the mandate of this committee.  It is more relevant to 
committee four, and so those would be discussed properly by 
committee 4, not by us. 

We would be only providing the substance of the questions, 
not the methods or not the structure of the Study Groups.  I hope 
that I answer your question properly.  Cote D'Ivoire? 

>> COTE D'IVOIRE:  Yes, Chairman.  We have noted that the 
working methods fall under the mandate of committee 4, so we 
agree that all of the contributions in the drafting group should 
focus on the questions and proposals relating to questions 
themselves.  Thank you very much, Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much.  Next there was a request 
from Germany.  Germany, you have the floor, sir. 

>> GERMANY:  Thank you, Chairman.  I think, first I think 
that due to the use of different versions of Microsoft Word, our 
proposal in Addendum 17 to Document 24 with regard to question 
4/1 is not correctly indicated, but just to mention for the 
drafting group that the European proposal is not to continue with 
question 4/1.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you Germany for this car indication.  Yes, 
we understand this and this will be considered by the drafting 
group.  Thank you very much.  Other points?  None.  Thank you.  I 
think we are now very clear on how we would be proceeding further 
in our discussions.  We have about 15 to 20 minutes left, and I 
would like to use the time that is available to us to start 
agenda item 3 on our agenda today, which is regional initiatives.  
We would start with this and continue to the extent the time 
allows us.  I would start with Document AFCP/19A3 and ask the 
focal point for Africa to present this.  South Africa, you have 
the floor. 

>> SOUTH AFRICA:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  As we 
are taking the floor for the first time, we would like to wish 
you success in this committee, and assure you that you have our 
support on the work of this committee.  Mr. Chairman, I have the 
pleasure on behalf of the African region introduce to the 
committee the African common proposal on new regional 
initiatives.  Mr. Chairman, the African region adds two Regional 
Preparatory Meetings for this Conference.  The first meeting took 
place in Gegali from 6-8 December 2016 at the kind invitation of 
the Government of the Republic of Rwanda. 

Mr. Chairman, the second meeting took place in Victoria 
Falls from 3rd to the 4th of July 2017 at the kind invitation of 
the Government of Zimbabwe.  The second regional preparatory 
meeting adopted the five regional initiatives that I am 
presenting today.  The regional initiatives are intended to 
address the specific telecommunication or ICT priority areas for 



Africa.  The proposals seek to address issues of core interest to 
Africa taking into account emerging trends and technologies as 
well as the need to build digital economies and addressing 
related challenges. 

Mr. Chairman, the African region proposes five regional 
initiatives for Africa.  The first one is building digital 
economies and fostering innovation in Africa.  The countries in 
African region or in need of intervention that will help them 
transform into digital economies.  It is necessary that ITU 
assist Member States in the Africa region repeat the full 
benefits of the digital economy by addressing emerging policy and 
regulatory challenges. 

The next initiative, Mr. Chairman is promotion of emerging 
broadband technologies.  And the objective in the main is to 
promote the recreation of emerging technologies to assist the 
African region get the full benefits of high speed and high 
quality broadband.  As a matter of health, Mr. Chairman, from the 
presentation from various ministers from the African region that 
we are facing challenges in relation to this speed of broadband 
as well as the quality. 

The last initiative is building trust and security in the 
use of telecommunication or ICT.  In the main, the objective is 
to assist member states in developing and implementing policies 
as well as strategies including standards and mechanisms to 
enhance the security of information systems and networks and 
insure interoperability of digital technologies including 
protection of data, people and guaranteeing digital trust.  
Mr. Chairman, the fourth initiative is strengthening human and 
institutional capacity building.  The countries in African region 
are in dire need of human and capacity intervention that will 
help them transform the entire society in preparation of the 
emerging digital socioeconomic development. 

The African region is, therefore, desires the ITU's 
assistance in enhancing the capacity of the region in this 
transformation.  The last initiative, Mr. Chairman, is in 
relation to the management and monitoring of the radio frequency 
spectrum in transition to digital broadcasting.  The objective in 
the main is to assist Member States in insuring the transition to 
digital broadcasting and the efficient and economical management 
of radio and orbital resources.  I present to you and the 
committee, Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, South Africa and thank you 
for your kind words.  Next, we go to Document ARV21A33, but 
before going to this Document, I think that there are requests 
for the floor from Niger.  Niger, you have the floor. 

>> NIGER:  I think the request for the floor was in error.  
Thank you. 



>> CHAIR:  Thank you very much, Niger.  Next, we go to 
ARB/21A33 and I invite the focal point from the Arab group to 
present this Document. 

>> UNITED ARAB EMIRATES:  The focal point from the Arab 
group, please.  Could I ask member states from the Arab group to 
clarify the situation?  Tunisia, you have the floor.  

>> TUNISIA:  Thank you very much, Chairman.  Mr. Alamazuki 
is not here, but I can replace him to introduce this Document.  
As regards the regional initiatives for the Arab states, the 
first initiative is on the environment and emergency 
telecommunications.  The aim, the objective is to raise awareness 
of and provide support considering major challenge in 
telecommunications to establish regulatory frameworks to coach 
with these challenges. 

I would like to move onto the next initiative, the second 
one.  This is on confidence and security in the use of 
telecommunications and ICTs.  The objective of this initiative is 
to promote confidence in the use of telecommunications, 
particularly Child Online Protection, and combating all forms of 
cyber threat and the misuse of ICTs.  The expected results are 
numerous.  I will not introduce them all so as not to take up too 
much time. 

The third initiative is on digital inclusion access to 
financial services, digital financial services, that is.  This is 
in order to improve quality and to insure everyone's digital 
inclusion.  Next initiative is on the Internet of Things, smart 
cities, and big data.  The objective is to raise and spread 
awareness of the importance of future challenges in the era of 
Internet of Things and big data and also how to address such 
challenges, to establish regulatory frameworks and take measures 
to follow rapid changes in the field of ICTs and to work to 
insure that smart cities and communities are established. 

The fifth initiative is on innovation and entrepreneurship.  
The objective is to build capacities and raise awareness with 
regard to the culture of innovation and entrepreneurship in 
particular for young people and women.  The aim of this is to 
insure that ICTs are harnessed to launch projects which focus on 
job creation.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Tunisia.  United Arab Emirates, you 
are not asking for the floor anymore?  No.  Thank you very much.  
We are getting close to the end of our session.  We have a number 
of announcements to be made, and in that respect, I would like to 
invite Japan to make the announcement that they requested 
earlier.  Japan.  No.  United States?  

>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Chairman.  This is just to 
remind all delegates that there is a reception this evening 
hosted by members of U.S. industry.  It will be from 6:00 to 8:00 



p.m. at the fine arts centre.  For those of you who attended the 
Burkina Faso event, it's the same location, and there will be 
Transportation this evening from the hotel.  Thank you.  We hope 
all of you will be able to attend.  All delegates are invited. 

Thank you. 
>> CHAIR:  Thank you, United States.  Secretariat is asking 

for the floor.  You have the floor, Madame. 
>> SECRETARIAT:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Distinguished 

Delegates, ladies and gentlemen, Argentina kindly offers a gift 
to all delegates which can be collected from the gift room.  
After this session a joint Argentina BDT side event on academia 
and ICT for SDGs will be organized at room Pecara on the fifth 
floor starting from 12:35. You are kindly invited for that.  The 
last but not least the United Kingdom United Kingdom will host a 
lunch from 1230 to 1430 at the Calima event for health of 
delegation plus one.  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you.  Any other point, distinguished 
colleagues?  None?  Yes, Canada. 

>> CANADA:  Thank you, Chairman.  Thank you to the 
Secretariat, and all of the colleagues.  Just for clarification, 
and this is a question to the Secretariat, is it our 
understanding that there will be no ad hoc meetings this evening 
or if there is one, could you please confirm?  Thank you. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you very much for 
the request from the Honorable Delegate from Canada.  We are 
looking into that, and then as the Chairman just concluded, we 
will have drafting group on Study Group based on the proposals 
received from the delegates today, and we will actually identify 
exact room and time and then it will be announced by the Chairman 
when we start the next session.  Thank you very much. 

>> CHAIR:  Tentatively for your information, tentatively we 
are looking into a meeting by the ad hoc group from 6:00 to 8:00 
this evening, but that is not finalized yet, so give me more time 
and I will brief you in the afternoon session.  Thank you.  Any 
other points?  None?  Japan? 

>> JAPAN:  Thank you, Chair.  I know we have some -- we also 
have reception and we have ad hoc group but during the ad hoc 
group we would like to inform of Japan reception starting at 730 
tonight.  The benefit is on the second floor of this meeting.  
After the U.S. reception and the drafting, we have the pleasure 
to invite you to our reception.  Thank you very much for your 
kind attention. 

>> CHAIR:  Thank you Japan.  I do appreciate that.  Any 
other point?  None.  Thank you very much.  The meeting is 
adjourned. 

>> (Meeting adjourned at 12:29ART).   
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