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>> F. Borjón: Hello, good afternoon.

I hope you can take your seats please.

We will be beginning shortly.

Thank you, we're going to start our session shortly, please.

Take your seats.

Good afternoon.

We are going to start our Plenary 11 of today, Thursday, the 14th of October.

We have a busy agenda before us.

It's very relevant, with many items to deal with.

But before starting on that, I'd like to welcome you once more here to our work in the Plenary.

Which we are starting up again, and we've given some time here for the Committees and Working Groups to carry out their work.

Now I think we're going to start seeing the documents.

We have various documents that are being presented now from Committee 4, and we're going to look at them at the first reading and we're going to look at some other highly relevant subjects which are set down on the agenda.

At the moment I can't see the representative from Chile but I think we had the good fortune to hear extremely good news of the 33 miners who were rescued in Chile.

On Monday, we were referring to the subject, and there was ‑‑ it was a moment of hope, and now that hope has been made real.

These people have been reunited with their families and we'd like to congratulate Chile.

[ Applause ]

So with no further ado, and with that very inspiring news of constant and hard work, we're going to continue with our own work.

You have document PP10/ADM50 before you which has the agenda for this session of the Plenary.

The first point on the agenda for us is to approve the agenda.

I submit the approval of the agenda to you.

United Arab Emirates, you have the floor.

>> Representative From United Arab Emirates:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, we would like to add the Arab document 5642 ‑‑ I apologize 16/42, in order to modify Resolution 99.

So that's ARB16/42, dealing with Resolution 99.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I understand that you would like to make the presentation of the document.

Is that correct?

>> Representative From United Arab Emirates:  Yes.

>> F. Borjón: Okay, we shall include that under item 7 under other proposed amendments, so we're going to look at the other points.

So the agenda is approved.

Thank you.

As the next point on our agenda, the next item, we have reference to the date on which the officials were elected, the Secretary‑General, Deputy Secretary‑General, directors were elected last week, the date on which they're going to enter into office, into their posts.

Some who have been reelected and some who are entering the posts for the first time.

And then we have the Serment.

I'd also like to comment that in accordance with practice, which is usual, the date has been set and proposed is the 1st of January of 2011 for them to start their posts.

Those who have been reelected and the newly elected will enter their posts and offices on the 1st of January 2011.

I put this date before you for your consideration.

Any comments otherwise?

We see it approved.

Very well.

I see no one requesting the floor.

The date is very reasonable to start, the 1st of January 2011.

This date is approved.

As the next part of point 2 of the item 2 of the agenda, we have the Serment for taking up the Post.

In accordance with number 13 of the Convention as we've said, the date of 1st of January 2011 is accepted.

I should like Dr. Hamadoun Touré to present the letter of the extension of his Post, so I'm going to give the Secretary‑General a few moments.

It's been signed in advance.

[ Applause ]

Thank you very much.

Our congratulations.

We all know the results of the elections, and now I shall do the same for Mr. Houlin Zhao and ask him to accept this letter of the extension of his role as Deputy Secretary‑General of the ITU.

[ Applause ]

As you know, these are posts to which they've been reelected, in this case, and this would also be the case for Mr. Malcolm Johnson, who will continue.

I have a letter of extension for his Post as Director of the Telecommunication Standardization Bureau.

Mr. Malcolm Johnson.

[ Applause ]

So to continue, we have the Post of the newly elected Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau, Mr. François Rancy.

I'd like to ask him to approach the podium for the swearing‑in ceremony.

Mr. Rancy.

>> F. Rancy: 

I solemnly undertake to exercise in all loyalty, discretion and conscience the functions entrusted to me as a staff member of the International Telecommunication Union; to discharge these functions and to regulate my conduct with the interest of the Union only in view, without seeking or accepting instructions or assistance from any Government or other authority external to the Union in regard to the accomplishment of my duties. 

Thank you.

[ Applause ]

>> F. Borjón: Finally, it is a great pleasure to invite Mr. Brahima Sanou to join us on the podium for the receipt of his letter of ‑‑ and his swearing‑in ceremony.

Mr. Sanou, please.

[ Applause ] 

>> B. Sanou: I solemnly undertake to exercise in all loyalty, discretion and conscience the functions entrusted to me as a staff member of the International Telecommunication Union; to discharge these functions and to regulate my conduct with the interest of the Union only in view, without seeking or accepting instructions or assistance from any Government or other authority external to the Union in regard to the accomplishment of my duties. 

[ Applause ]

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

As you know, we have a very full agenda, so we're going to move on to Item 3 of the agenda, which also refers to the date in which the new members who have been elected or reelected will take up their duties in the RRB.

I'd like to tell you that in accordance with number 20 of the Convention, this conference, this Plenipotentiary Conference, will set the date, and so I put before you that as with the last case, the date for the taking up of duties for the members of the RRB should be the 1st of January 2011, and I put it before you for consideration.

Very well, it's approved by acclimation.

Thank you very much.

Item 4 of the agenda has the report by the Committee for the ‑‑ the Credentials Committee.

I'd ask Mr. Kisrawi from Committee 2, to please present the report, which is in document PP10/112.

Mr. Kisrawi, you have the floor.

>> N. Kisrawi:  Thank you, Chairman.

I have the honor to present the report of Committee 2 to the Plenary meeting.

I would like to refer you to document 112.

The presentation of this report is done on the basis of those of other Plenipotentiary Conferences.

The report itself and the annex containing the list of credentials.

Committee 2 held two meetings on 5th and 13th October 2010.

At its first meeting, the Credentials Committee set up a Working Group Chaired by the Vice‑Chairman of the Committee, Mr. Carlos Albernaz from Brazil to verify the credentials, transfers of powers and proxies of Delegations, in accordance with Article 31 of the Convention of the International Telecommunication Union.

The Working Group of Committee 2 met twice, on 5th and 13th October 2010.

During its first meeting, a total of 110 credentials were reviewed, among which, 106 were judged of being in order and 4 required further clarifications.

One transfer of powers was reviewed and found to be in order.

During the second meeting, a total of 51 new credentials were reviewed, among which 50 were judged as being in order, and one required further clarifications.

Three new transfers of powers and one proxy were reviewed and found to be in order.

Credentials received by fax were considered pending receipt of the original.

I would like to draw your attention, Chairman to annex 1 of document 112.

Of course, some changes happens since our meeting yesterday, the first slot, and today afternoon.

If you go to page 3, Chairman of this document, please add Australia after Armenia on the first row to the left.

And Congo at the bottom of this row.

Both administrations were ‑‑ their credentials were clarified and found to be accepted Chairman, proposing you to take them into consideration.

On page 5, Chairman, you have now under Section 3 ‑‑ sorry, under Item 2, credentials deposited by Delegations of countries without the right to vote and found to be in order.

These are the Marshall Islands, Sierra Leone, Nicaragua, and Somalia.

These four countries, Chairman, are not entitled to vote, but may sign the Final Acts if they would like to do so.

Now we go to Item 3 on page 5.

Transfers of powers deposited by a country unable to send their own Delegations to the conference under number 335 of the Convention and found to be in order.

Those were included in the documents 82, 94, 100, 104, plus two new ones.

Those the old ones were Andorra to San Marino.

Bahamas to Barbados.

Samoa to New Zealand, Vanuatu to Australia.

Two new ones came in yesterday, Chairman:  Guyana to Trinidad and Tobago.

Sao Tome and Principe to Brazil.

So we have now in total 6.

Originally 4 approved by the Committee and 2 which came after the meeting of the Committee chairmen yesterday, I propose to you to consider them valid.

Regarding the proxies, Chairman proxy vote deposited by Delegation unable to participate in one or more votes under number 336 of the Convention, and found to be in order.

See document 99.

From Panama to El Salvador.

Now, Chairman, is the final result Delegations participating in the conference having the right to vote which have not deposited credentials up to now, or whose credentials are not in order.

First of all, as we decided, we strike Australia.

This report, as I told you, was prepared before yesterday for our meeting yesterday.

So Australia at that time was not clear yet.

Now Australia is accepted, so strike Australia.

Belize Colombia should stay.

Congo Republic ‑‑ or Republic of Congo, it also should be taken out, Chairman.

Then we have the Czech Republic, Kuwait, and Mauritania.

All 4 countries, Chairman, we are waiting if they could provide their credentials, Chairman.

And for those 4 countries, Chairman, we would be happy if they provide their credentials as quick as possible in order for them to vote if there is any vote, and to sign the Final Acts.

So this is the situation, Chairman.

And we have in 6, Delegations participating in the conference without the right to vote which have not deposited any credentials, they were two countries:  Equatorial Guinea and Liberia.

Sorry for the pronunciation.

Now, Chairman, we would be asking you kindly to authorize me, with the help of the Secretariat, which I appreciated highly, to verify the original credential transfers of power and proxies received after this hour in order to inform you about any development regarding that.

The report, Chairman, that we have presented today, 112, will be revised to reflect the reality of the situation as of today in this Plenary.

With that, Chairman, I'm at your disposal for any question or for any clarification, and this is the report of the Committee, but still we ask kindly if you could authorize me to continue these duties with the help of the Secretariat in order to provide any additional acceptance of the credentials that have not been received up till now, or any proxy, or any ‑‑ sorry, any proxy or transfer of power.

Thank you, Chairman.

The report is presented, and as I promised, 112 will be updated to reflect the situation up till today.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Mr. Kisrawi.

I would just like to ask, I didn't take close note of the cases of the two extra cases which is referred to on page 5, point 3, the transfer of powers deposited by countries unable to send their Delegation.

Could you please give me the two additional names, Mr. Kisrawi?

Thank you.

>> N. Kisrawi:  I repeat, Chairman.

In addition to the 4 original ones, just for reminders, Andorra, Samoa, Vanuatu, I'll ask the two other administrations.

Guyana towards Trinidad and Tobago.

And Sao Tome and Principe to Brazil.

So in total now today at this moment we have 6 transfers of powers deposited correctly, Chairman, covering 6 countries.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Mr. Kisrawi.

Thank you to Committee 2 for this excellent work, and this clear report with the changes that have been indicated by Mr. Kisrawi on the credentials of Australia and Congo.

They've already been presented now and their names will be added to Point 1 as Mr. Kisrawi has said and removed from Point 5, as has also been clarified, as well as with the two cases of transfer of power, which were also mentioned just now by Mr. Kisrawi.

I think now we have a very clear vision of the Credentials Committee report, and perhaps there are still a few countries that could still credit themselves with the credentials Committee, and maybe we could look at transfers of powers or other proxy.

So we'd like to thank Mr. Kisrawi, and the Secretariat, for the work on verification of credentials.

Understanding that Committee 2 has now concluded and will not be holding any further meetings.

And the Chair of Committee 2, Mr. Kisrawi, will continue to support us, as mentioned, in Item 5 of this report by keeping me updated.

And I, in my turn, will keep you up to date on any changes to transfers of powers and proxies.

Thank you.

So that's how we will continue to work.

Thank you once more, Mr. Kisrawi, and thank you to Committee 2.

And I would ask for your continued support.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

So we continue with Item 5 on the agenda.

We have a note by the Chairman of Committee 6 which will be presented to Plenary meeting, the document is PP‑10/96.

I'd ask for it to be presented.

Thank you.

>> B. Gracie:  Thank you very much, Chairman.

Chairman, as I had indicated at your last Plenary meeting, this document was presented to you concerning the difficult economic situation with regard to the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

They had submitted a contribution to this conference in the form of a draft Resolution requesting the ITU to write off its unpaid contributions in order that they may continue to participate in the work of the Union.

So, Chairman, as you can see from this document, I won't read it through, I'll go to paragraph 5.

Now, as it indicates, Committee 6 came to the conclusion, it certainly didn't have the authority to take a decision in this matter, so it identified two basic options.

One to write off the Marshall Islands debts amounting to 1,047,929.95 Swiss Francs, or to follow the guidelines for repayment schedules according to Resolution 41 on arrears and special arrears accounts, and which would be as it appears on the second page.

Now, this would be over a period of 15 years, which is the maximum, for LDCs at the present time.

So, Chairman, this is the options ‑‑ these are the two options that need to be considered.

Now, I should mention that of the debt of over 1 million, this includes interest, as well.

So as you know, Council has the authority to forgive the interest.

However, there's no precedent for establishing a write‑off for an entire amount.

So, Chairman, I present this document for your further consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Mr. Gracie, for the presentation of the document.

As we see, there is a debt from the Marshall Islands of over a million Francs, and that includes interest.

The option put forward and proposed by the Marshall Islands is to write off this debt, that is option A.

Option B is to, in accordance with the guidelines in Resolution 41 that we set up a repayment schedule as set out in the note that that has been presented by the Chairman of Committee 6.

I open the floor for any comments on this matter.

Marshall Islands, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Marshall Islands:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And I want to take this opportunity and thank the Union especially the Council, for letting Marshall Islands have this opportunity to share its view with regard to this proposal.

Although it's enshrined in our Union Constitution Article 3, the rights of the Member States to participate and to engage with the Union in the conferences and meetings and consultations, we have never attended any Plenipotentiary Conference until now.

This is its first time.

And it is really indeed a great privilege for us to be here.

RMI is looking forward to continuing to work closely and in partnership with the ITU and perhaps one day to fully participate with the ITU.

To meet its objectives and mission statement.

Secondly, Mr. Chairman I'd like to take this opportunity to welcome on behalf of the President of the Cabinet, as a Minister of Transportation and communication representing the Government of the Marshall Islands and the people, congratulate east Timor for joining the big family of the Union.

RMI do welcome the wisdom of the Secretary‑General Mr. Touré when he alluded to the fact that the Council, the Union, cannot afford to lose any members, and furthermore, RMI like to proactively also in the same sentiment that the Union needs to proactively seek those countries that are not part of the Union at this time.

Mr. Chairman, and thirdly, as a small island developing state, Marshall Islands, with 60,000 people, that's right, 60,000, not 60 million, it's 60,000 people, living on over 1,000‑plus islands scattered in a vast water of close to 1 million square miles, like to take this opportunity now, Mr. Chairman, and present, like I said on behalf of the Government, the President, the Cabinet, and the people of the Marshall Islands, our proposal, which is document number 66‑E, as submitted to the Committee 6.

It is a very difficult time for us at this time, and Marshall Islands got a different and special unique situation.

Delivering a cost‑efficient and effective service to our people in the remote islands is at best very difficult at this time.

So, Mr. Chairman, if I may, at the indulgence of the members present here, the Ministers, Excellencies and the head of Delegations, especially the Council, to look closely at what Marshall Islands is asking in proposal document 66.

We're asking first of all, Mr. Chairman, if with the indulgence and support and lending of the head of Delegates a write‑off of our arrears.

These arrears have been here over 10 years, Mr. Chairman.

This I believe can and should be considered a receivable or a dead receivable because they have been there for a while and with our inability to continue, we cannot at this time pay off these arrears.

So that's why we're putting forth a proposal to the Union, and ask first if the Union can assist the Marshall Islands, a small island developing state with special circumstances to write off these arrears.

We got a letter from the Union asking, or proposing, a payment schedule of 15 years of the arrears, as stated earlier by the Chairman of Committee 6.

Regretfully, Marshall Islands was not able to sign off on that document, because the amount at this time is very unsustainable for us to keep up with.

So what we're asking is, if the Union can assist us in giving us a write‑off or a favorable arrangement that can ensure our continuation with the Union, and to meet the objectives of the mission of the Union.

So without further ado, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to again congratulate all Council members that have been elected, the directors, and all that have served the last term and are outgoing, and all of us here for a successful conference.

I'd like to allude to what Secretary‑General Touré, Dr. Touré, stated earlier, on the first Saturday of the Council meeting, that it is time that the Council now focus more and some more on the small island developing states and their needs.

So without further ado, I'm here to see if I can answer any questions, and I'm asking for a lending in of the bigger countries in this Union for the Marshall Islands.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Marshall Islands.

We have a request for the floor from Zambia.

Zambia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Zambia:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We just wanted to air our views on the matter.

We do ‑‑ we have taken note of the recommendation of the Committee, and we are of the opinion that we need to be careful with the decisions we make, as we don't want to create a precedent.

So many countries might have challenges, but it's important to respect the rules which are there.

Therefore, we are of the view that if we are to consider, let's consider option B, in which they have to ‑‑ because at the end of the day, even when you grant a write‑off, there's no guarantee that in the future they will not ask for another write‑off, so it's important, there should be some ‑‑ there should be see that repayments are being done maybe when after a period when there's a commitment to the other options can be considered but for now we think we need to adhere to this.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Zambia, for your comment.

Bulgaria.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Good afternoon, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, this administration is also in favor of option B.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Bulgaria.

Jamaica, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Jamaica:  Thank you, Chairman.

We endorse the Committee 6 second option, with interest, we'll forego the interest, but the principal should be paid over 15 years.

We do not endorse any precedent with regard to the nonpayment of the arrears.

Thank you, Chair.

>> F. Borjón: It appears that the recommendation from Committee 6 is option B, which looks at the removal and elimination of the interest, which is significant, which it comes to the sum of 270,800.10 Swiss Francs so it's a significant reduction.

Tunisia?

>> Representative From Tunisia:  Tunisia is in favor of option B, deducting the interest.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

So option B, as indicated, is in accordance with Resolution 41.

And this Resolution, there is the maximum period of 15 years.

Marshall Islands, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Marshall Islands:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, again.

And as I alluded and stated earlier to our proposal document 66‑E, we were given the opportunity to sign off on the scheduled payment of 15 years, and as stated, it is not at this time for us feasible, and I understand all the other countries of the concern of setting precedence.

In the same Resolution, Mr. Chairman, on the reasons clause, or the resolves clause, is saying that the request of the Marshall Islands as a small island developing state of over 16 unit contribution in arrears is in no way evoked as setting precedence.

So ‑‑ I'm trying to see what would be the best way to go about this.

But at this time, we've stated in our proposal that we don't have the ability at this time to sign off on the arrangement of the 15 years.

But if there's other favorable arrangements, we want to address these arrears, and we want to take part in ensuring that we continue in good faith with the Union, but we are having difficulties at this time.

So if there are other favorable arrangements, indeed, we will go along with that.

So thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Marshall Islands.

South Africa, you have the floor.

>> Representative From South Africa:  Thank you very much, Honorable Chairperson.

We just wanted the Chair of the group to clarify to us what the Council decision was on this particular issue.

I think before we can actually proceed, it's important to inform us the recommendation from Council, because I don't think that it was clearly articulated, because this is not an issue which just affects Marshall Islands, but I do believe that Somalia, as well.

Could we just get that sense?

Thank you, Chair.

>> F. Borjón: Committee 6, Mr. Gracie, Chairman, can you help us on this case?

Canada, you have the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, as I mentioned, Council has the opportunity to write off the interest on arrears but certainly not to forgive the arrears in its entirety.

So it's only the interest, not the principal, that Council is authorized to forgive, and there's ample precedent for Council to forgive the interest on the arrears for certain Member States, particularly those in ‑‑ that experience economic difficulties.

Or other circumstances beyond their control.

So that's the situation, Chairman.

There's, as I said, there's ample precedent in the Council for forgiving the interest on arrears, but not the principal.

So as others have noted in their interventions, there was concern expressed in Committee 6 concerning the precedent that would be established if the entire amount in principal and interest were forgiven.

We do sympathize with the situation of the Marshall Islands but there are other Member States in similar circumstances, so this is the situation as I understand it.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Chairman of Committee 6.

Korea, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Korea:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Republic of Korea is a member of the APT, and then the APT has a similar situation a couple of years ago.

One of the examples I may propose to you, Mr. Chairman, that we also had a similar approach that was proposed by Committee 6.

However, we didn't ask the country to pay right now.

We also add another generous conditions that 5 years or 10 years duration, and then after 5 or 10 years later, they paid 15 years obligations.

So, Mr. Chairman, that is the case that happened in the APT member countries, so I suggest to consider for this case.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: It seems, in fact, that the proposal that we have before us is to go to the maximum time that is set under Resolution 41, which is 15 years, so here there are different conditions set out in Resolution 41, 5 years for developed countries, 10 for developing countries, 15 for least developed countries.

So I understand that we are looking at the maximum possible time allowance.

Australia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Australia:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

While we agree that we do not wish to set a precedent in this situation, we do support the remarks by Korea.

Mr. Chairman, this probably is a situation with a number of countries that may have repayment schedules, but it does seem unusual that the level of repayment for the debt for the Marshall Islands in this case, if option B is considered, would be greater than their annual membership fee to the ITU.

Mr. Chairman, all I can simply urge at this stage is perhaps further discussion and consideration of the case of the Marshall Islands.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We could not relate any study to the case of the Marshall Islands.

We have sympathy for this situation, but we should not forget there might be other countries in this same situation and the example of Somalia as another state was raised here, Mr. Chairman.

So we could not say if there was any study it should be limited to the Marshall Islands.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Indonesia.

>> Representative From Indonesia:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

While we have sympathy with the present situation of the Marshall Islands, we also have sympathy with many under similar countries.

However, we do not object if this could be discussed further through you, Mr. Chairman.

As we have discussed this already in name Com 6 very extensively that all the members in the Plenary could hear from the Finance Department all what we are facing in similar situations as the Marshall Islands.

This is very important, Mr. Chairman, that we have all the information available, and, of course, sometimes there are compromises with precedence.

However, as indicated by the distinguished delegate from Syria, that we have to look at the wider horizon for the ITU as a whole, so if we could hear from the Finance Department as they have done in the Committee 6 regarding the arrears which face many least developed countries including.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Jamaica, please.

>> Representative From Jamaica:  Thank you, Chair.

We would like to propose a slight modification to the proposal B, which might be a better option.

That taking 15‑year time horizon, including 5‑year moratorium, which is that the first 5 years, they do not pay, excluding interest, and the payment is made over 10 years.

In present‑value terms it would be much lower than what the total payment schedule is, and that might be a useful solution in order to deal with this issue or this problem.

Thank you, Chair.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

From what I can hear it appears that we all would like the Union to be strong and we're celebrating 192 Member States.

I think everyone is reflecting the intention to keep the system.

We could discuss a little more, perhaps with help of the Chairman of Committee 6 and the Secretariat, we could find a little more effort to look at alternatives such as that put forward by Jamaica.

I would propose that we could set up a small group which would include the Marshall Islands, of course.

The Chairman of Committee 6, Secretariat, and myself to try and perhaps find an alternative, and come back to this subject to see if we can find some new ideas such as some that have been put forward.

That would be my proposal.

South Africa, you have the floor.

>> Representative From South Africa: 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

What we are trying to get at is the fact that it's not just the Marshall Islands which have this scenario.

We need to approach it globally because ‑‑ we've got Somalia as well.

And we've got other countries so we think that whatever, when you facilitate that group it has to look at other countries as well.

That's why we actually referenced the fact that this issue was discussed in Council, not per se to be against the resolution itself, as quoted by other countries like Zambia, but to say that we need to have a consistent approach to this issue, because it's not an issue that is only affecting one country.

It's also affecting other countries even within our region.

It would be welcome that we should look at this and how to step forward.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, South Africa. 

So, as you said this could create a precedent and we want to find fair treatment for all members of the Union.

Before I give the floor to the next speakers I'd like to ask the Secretary if he could give us some ideas on this.

Thank you. 

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I think we have a very serious case here.

We've been addressing that issue when we are trying to get some of the small island states to join the ITU.

The fee is simply too high for the income of the country.

We are talking about an amount that will connect the whole country.

We really having serious problem, that's why we ‑‑ the ability was very active over the past few years, was very active with the island states to try to get them on board.

And was addressing this issue very seriously inside the organization.

And I sympathize with them because the revenue is ‑‑ the payment is much higher than the average income in the country.

And it will be very serious economic burden to the country.

I would seriously consider ‑‑ seriously recommend you to consider not making this as a precedent, especially with small island states.

We can define the level of small island states to which it could be seen as a limit, as an exception.

We could also ask the country to prove that it will be investing such kind of amount of money in its own ICT sector rather than really paying it because it would be a difficult burden.

In this particular case we'll end up losing a Member State and I would not like to have that.

We are losing a lot of Sector Members because of the very loose structure we have in Sector Members, very heavy burden on our revenues.

We have to consider actually, that is another story, but we have to look at that as well.

Where we have big companies that make more than $30 billion are just associate members they make use of the Union.

Yet like any other Member States, and those companies' revenues are thousands time higher than revenue of those small islands that we're taking about here.

So, if we do a thorough study we could isolate this type of cases and be able to find a workable solution that would make everyone comfortable so that we'll not have another launch of requests of countries asking the same thing.

I believe this is a point here, if we do it right we can really isolate the case and make it a specific one so that will not be set as a precedent, thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Secretary‑General.

So, that's given us a more global view so we'd like to ask the Secretariat if they could give us a few words on this matter. 

Thank you.

A&F has the floor.

>> Representative from A&F:  Reflecting some of the comments today, one which strikes us of course that the repayment schedule be far in excess.  

Also that we have several other countries in this situation unable to sign an agreement.

We may seriously want to consider exceptional circumstances extending the payment period to a period longer than 15 years.

I would advise the meeting that under the old U.N. accounting standards leaving receivable on the books for Member State for extended period of time.

Was not a problem.

Under IPSAS it is a problem we may find if we cannot negotiate repayment agreements with all of our Member States the auditors may come in and force us to write off the receivable as uncollectible.

So, we would be well served to find a mechanism to allow all of our Member States that are unable to sign agreements today, to find a mechanism where they can.

Then they can participate in the work of the Union and they will not cause long term problem with either the financial system or the auditors.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Mr. Barr, I would like to close the list so that we can move forward, I think that the Marshall Islands' position to find ways of clearing the debt or finding favorable agreement which may be the option to look at finding a favorable agreement.

So perhaps your comments could be directed in this way.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

Where we listened very carefully to all the comments that have been made.

We do feel that we should avoid creating any precedent.

We also agree with South Africa that all the countries find themselves in the same situation have to be treated on the same footing.

We need to find a solution and I think that what Mr. Barr has said could be a solution.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mali.

I'm going to close the list with Bulgaria, Kyrgyzstan, Israel, Liberia, Mexico, the Philippines and Iran.

So that we can continue with our work.

It looks like we may find another alternative.

Bulgaria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Thank you, Chairman.

As the others, there should be no exception of the rule.

We are seeing that the present rule is not covering the realistic environment of this group of countries.

Therefore, there's a logical solution to the problem would be to have amendment of the current rule or new rule in which we would clearly specify for limits for the population of a given country and then perhaps if necessary the income and then we would extend this period for ‑‑ of the repayment for more than 15 years.

We would be in favor to forgive the accumulated interest rates.

But also we will be in favor, Mr. Chairman, to consider even the class of contributions for this group of countries if that level, the minimum level we have is too serious for the financial burden.

These are the number of officials which will be explored by this small group afterwards proposed for future action, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Bulgaria.

Also when we talk about small group it's not exclusive.

Something that I can participate in because the idea is that we can look at alternatives.

Kyrgyzstan.

>> Representative From Kyrgyzstan:  Thank you, Chairman.

We would like to support the point of view expressed by the Secretary‑General and your own opinion which you gave earlier that there may be some point in examining this matter within a small working group so that we could maybe come up with a third solution.

A third solution which might be more acceptable to the Marshall Islands.

And acceptable to all of us as well.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

It seems as there is consensus with regard to finding some other alternative solutions which can be fair to countries in similar situations so the proposal I say is to continue ‑‑ to set up a working group to include the Marshall Islands and to report back to with the results or as Bulgaria has commented if necessary to change the rules that may be a solution to ensure fair treatment.

Israel, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Israel:  Israel fully supports your proposal to hold further discussions, in order to solve this situation of the Marshall Islands and we agree with the approach of the Secretary‑General not to look at it as a precedent case.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Israel, for your support.

Nigeria.

Liberia, I beg your pardon.

>> Representative From Liberia:  Thank you, Chairman, the delegation of Liberia would like to strongly align itself with the Secretary‑General's comments, we find ourselves in a similar situation as the Marshall Islands.

And our situation was made worse by over a decade and a half of civil conflict which resulted in political and economic instability.

Our failure to pay was not a result of our unwillingness to do so, but an inability to do so.

Therefore, we would also like to be considered for similar treatment as this august body determines should apply to other countries in situations such as the Marshall Islands.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Liberia.

Mexico, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mexico:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

We understand and regret the situation of the Marshall Islands, a situation that many countries have experienced and continue to experience as has been mentioned by other Member States.

Unfortunately we feel that we cannot accept the writing off of the arrears but we can give our agreement to the writing off of the interest and we can accept that the repayment schedule should be debated asset out in this program.

So, we are in agreement with what you have put forward.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Mexico.

So, the option of this group is to look at alternatives so we ask you to have it very clear that we don't want to lose members.

Philippines, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Philippines:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The body right now cannot decide on the requests of the Marshall Islands because of their so‑called fear of the precedent.

On the basis of this I feel that we ought to know and understand better what the precedent is, precedent applies where, say, for example, in situations one and two or three.

The facts attendant to the situations are all the same.

I go by the suggestion of the Secretary‑General that indeed the situation of Marshall Islands should be looked far more deeper in to an understanding the uniqueness of the situation, because if the fact of the situation of Marshall Islands is so unique that we adapt and respond to the situation then that new rule to apply to the situation can never be called a precedent, there for our fear of the precedent can be called unfounded.

While I share the view of South Africa that this application of a new treatment for Marshall Islands may open the gates for other applications, nonetheless it's still for this body to examine carefully the fear of ‑‑ rather losing a member than gaining one by helping the member.

We talk of rules, but I do feel that rules ought to be applied not by the spirit that keep it ‑‑ spirit that gives it life.

Sometimes the rigidity of rules is a need for us to relax this rules.

Along these lines, the gentleman from Jamaica has opened up a third option, perhaps we should look at applying a payment for years, but for the time being because of the statement of the gentleman from ‑‑ that they simply cannot apply with the repayment scheme then we apply a moratorium.

This is an option but again we ought to understand, we ought to find the fact and uniqueness of the situation of the Marshall Islands.

That way in giving a new treatment for Marshall Islands, that new treatment can never be treated and should never be treated as a precedent.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think the proposal now, I think this working group can be set up as a new alternative to assess other options and since its very technical, when we're looking at alternatives and developing them, I had closed the list already so I don't know if we can now conclude this subject.

Because quite clearly now we are not in the situation to decide on this request.

In fact we are seeing new openings which we need to analyze carefully.

I would ask those who are requesting the floor if they could please be very, very brief because the list has been closed.

I think it's quite clear that we still need to have further dialogue in the search for alternatives and to take in to account what the Marshall Islands have said about finding a solution which is favorable but as South Africa has said that it should be fair.

Iran.

>> Representative From Iran:  I thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, the issue is inside resolution 41, perhaps having considered the difficulty one important point that the group may need to see what modification to instruct the Council, one of the resolution 41 could be carried forward.

In the sense that while we fully support the statement of the Secretary‑General that we are looking for new member but not losing the member, we should see whether the 15 years or 10 years indicated in that instruct could be modified in order to be linked with the amount of the contribution that will be paid by each members.

That is one important point.

The second point is, seems that might be general consensus that the group also look at the writing off of the interest, the third issue would be the moratorium for some years that should be defined.

Lastly, Chairman, yes, it is clear that we have to follow the principle, but there has been the cases in similar situations that we should look in to the case by case according to the merits, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think that strengthens the idea to subject ‑‑ Burkina Faso, you have the floor, briefly.

>> Representative From Burkina Faso:  Chairman, our delegation feels that treating the request of the Marshall Islands should not create a precedent, which is why the proposal to examine this request in greater depth within a working group is the best idea.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Burkina Faso.

Finally, India, you have the floor.

>> Representative From India:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I have been listening to the debates and discussions, I think the rules and logic cannot solve this problem.

I think the right medicine to make the ITU inclusive, I think it will be best to wave off the entire amount, as the amount is not much more than less.

Number two, not use the services of ITU so long that perhaps with to give the right medicine by ruling off the entire amount at one go.

In the interest of inclusiveness and in the interest of the ITU's future.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, India.

I think we're looking here at various alternatives.

We're not yet able to come up with a full proposal, so I think we'll set up a working group in which the Chairman of Committee 6, I would also accompany them with pleasure, Mr. Barr from the Secretariat would also be involved.

The Marshall Islands, of course who have also made proposal for some ideas such as Jamaica may want to be involved in this group.

The idea is to meet tomorrow at 2:30 in the afternoon, we'd find a small room and it would be very useful if we came to the meeting with some specific proposals so that we can work directly on the text that could be presented to the Plenary.

But I think what we can see in this whole discussion is an understanding by countries to have as much participation as possible from countries, be they large or small so this group will meet tomorrow at 2:30 in a room which will be made known to you.

Mali, would you like to add something?

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

We agree with your summary, but we need to stress the fact that all countries who are in the same situation need to be treated equally.

So maybe we could invite other countries who find themselves in this situation, particularly those countries in the African region.

>> F. Borjón: Of course it's an open group.

As I've said from the beginning, it is not exclusive, Liberia set out a matter with regards to this and no one is excluded from this group.

I just hope we will have enough room in the meeting room.

We need to find a way of moving forward in a dynamic way.

Thank you.

Ireland?

>> Representative From Ireland:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

We've listened to the debate with great interest and we sympathize very much with the Marshall Islands and the points of view that are being put forward.

Ireland would like to participate in the working group that you propose to set up.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Start discussing ‑‑ can you hear the English translation? 

English translation?

Yes.

Yes, can you hear the English?

So, I just like to repeat, I tend to listen to the floor but ‑‑ I'd like to repeat we're going to meet tomorrow at 2:30.

Thank you very much for your support and for any contributions that can be brought to this group.

So we'll move on to the next item, it's getting late now.

We have item 6.

On the agenda a series of texts presented by the editorial Committee to the Plenary, they are documents that have been printed in, white but we have to consider them blue documents.

They are documents that will be presented ‑‑ that are being presented at first reading.

I would ask the chairwoman of the editorial Committee, Madam Thérèse Alajouanine if she can present these documents, please.

>> T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

The editorial Committee is presenting document 109 for first reading.

The document as you said is blue.

It may not seem very blue to you, but I promise you next time you look at it, it will be blue.

So this document has texts that has been sent to us by Committees 5 and 6, document 109.

We have the decision Com 5/1.

Approved by our Plenary.

And our revision, modification of resolution 48.

Mr. Chairman, I'll go on to the other documents later.

At the moment we have this one.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Madam Thérèse Alajouanine.

Since this is the first reading on page 1 out of 8, does anyone have any comments on page 1?

No?

So, approved at first reading.

I apologize, Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, I would ask to postpone the discussion of this document.

This was raised at lunch time today by Committee 6, Chairman.

Because it affects a decision which might be relevant to the Committee 4.

Sorry, Committee 6 today and we hope that this will not do any harm because the issue was that what would be the position regarding creating a new group regarding the existing group.

So we would be preferring, Chairman, if we could defer the reading of the adoption of this document, Chairman.

Thank you.

4.

>> F. Borjón: Chairman from Committee 6 do you have any comment on this?

Mr. Gracie?

Canada?

Canada, please?

Seals that we're having a problem with the system.

Is there some way of giving the floor to Canada?

On the technical people?

>> Representative From Canada:  Chairman, the ‑‑ if I understood correctly, Mr. Kisrawi would like to postpone the consideration of decision five Com 5/1 on the creation of management of Council working groups.

I think that is the only issue that he has asked to defer until later.

So, Chairman, I think you can proceed with the remainder of the document and that would be my recommendation.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

That being the case, we will continue.

Madam Thérèse Alajouanine could you please continue with the document ‑‑ apologize, one moment.

We ‑‑ Saudi Arabia, has requested the floor.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you, Chairman.

I think that this document is not that urgent that we need to take a decision on it right now.

And I think that it would be appropriate to defer our decision on this, and I would also like to mention at this stage that the paragraph that deals with the members of the Union and the Council working groups, I think that these Council working groups have been set up in order to deal with very specific tasks.

And I think that when it comes to the wording as ‑‑ where it says "considering further" and the "considering further" should be reviewed. 

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón:  Thank you.

The proposal was to defer the reading.

If there were any other reviews and revisions there.

We could be discussed with Committee 5.

I understand that it was on decision Com 5 and that we would ‑‑ that's how I'm understanding it in terms of the creation and management of council working groups, which is the point that Mr. Kisrawi was making was that we were looking at the decision and defer this point in particular but continue with the work which would now be presented to us by Madam Thérèse Alajouanine.

United States.

You have the floor. 

>> T. Alajouanine: I thought I was given the floor? 

>> F. Borjón: United States.

>> Representative From United States:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, good afternoon to everyone.

Mr. Chairman, your decision to defer this matter may be considered in the light of the developments in the ongoing developments in the Committees, and we're in your hands with respect to that.

But we would wish to, at this stage to, emphasize the importance of this decision found in document 109.

Mr. Chairman, we begin our emphasis on this decision by noting considering further B.

That the constraints of the world economic situation also serve to further increase the growing demands placed on the activities of the Union and to highlight the limited resources available from Member States and Sector Members.

Mr. Chairman, as we have now finished discussion concerning the difficulty of some colleagues, some Member States in addressing their contributory ‑‑ their contributions to the union, it brings this point in to higher relief.

Further, Mr. Chairman, it would be important for us at this stage as we're now considering so many issues before the Union that we reflect on the need to rationalize these Council working groups.

We have asked ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: Just a second, United States.

We're not discussing the document right now.

Sorry to interrupt you.

But what we were saying is we were planning to defer this document, Com 5, page 1 of 8, document 109.

So right now just want to move a little bit along with the rest of the document.

I don't know right now if we are on the same issues.

Sorry, could you clarify a little bit, please?

>> Representative From United States:  It is our understanding that you have made decision to defer creation and management of council working groups, is that not correct, Mr. Chairman? 

>> F. Borjón: That's correct.

>> Representative From United States:  We're in your hands on that decision.

Our point, our intervention is only to note that the deferral of this decision in no way diminishes the importance of this decision for the Union as a whole.

And we are rising to make the statement that this decision while deferred should be considered as all Committees are going forward in their deliberation.

We have asked at an earlier steering group meeting to have a list of all proposed Council working groups made available to the Plenipotentiary.

So we can review all of them.

And we do that in a matter of urgency and that is why we have brought to the attention of the Plenary considering further B.

And that we say this with full consideration of what was the interventions made by the Marshall Islands and other colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, we should take this document extremely seriously and we should return to it as we have then a list of all the working groups proposed for council so that we may use this decision to determine how to go forward.

We wanted to make this intervention in order to emphasize that deferral does not mean the diminishing of the importance of this decision.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Very clear.

Mr. Beaird from the United States.

We will do that so that we can show another document to all interested parties.

It is, yes, an extremely relevant subject.

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

If we may continue on the next document.

>> T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

First of all, I'd like to dwell a bit further on document 109.

I understand that we have just postponed, deferred a decision on decision Com 5/1.

But we also have in this document resolution 48 modified.

And I wanted to be quite clear that we have approved this modification of resolution 49 as contained in document 109.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Madam Alajouanine.

Yes, in fact in document 109 what we are deferring is decision Com 5 on pages 1 and 2.

And taking in to account what has been said so on page 3, we have what relates to resolution 48.

I would ask if we have any comments on resolution 48 on page 3.

In that case, it is approved.

I move to page 4.

That is also resolution 48.

Any comments?

I apologize, Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

I don't want to hold things up.

But I wanted to take the floor on resolution 48.

We have a suggestion to make.

In particular to the Chairman of Committee 6.

When I look at the annex to this resolution you can see that the composition here can evolve before the next PP.

Wouldn't it be a good idea to ask the Secretary‑General under supervision of the Council, of course, to add other subjects here to this annex rather than wait for the next Plenipotentiary.

If it were to be adopted we could reflect that in the operative part asking the Secretary‑General to add to this list if necessary under the supervision of the Council.

This would give us more flexibility to the annex of this resolution.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mali.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, I apologize for asking for the floor.

It's just only that on page 2 document ‑‑ of document 109 we have a suppression of decision 7, Chairman.

And another suppression in this document.

So in totality, Chairman, we suppose this suppression of decision 7 we need the Plenary decision.

Also for resolution 48 we support the text as it stands, Chairman, coming out of Committee 5 without any modification.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

So, I will go back a little before we continue on resolution 48.

In fact there was a suppression of decision 7, which is on page 2 of this document.

Are there any comments on suppression of decision 7?

No.

So that is suppressed.

Now, going to resolution 48 we had a comment from Mali with regards to flexibility and Syria, it seems would not support this position.

I don't know if there are any further comments with regards to Mali's position.

There doesn't appear to be support to this suggestion from Mali and so I will move ‑‑ continue with resolution 48.

Senegal, I beg your pardon.

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

Just to say that we did not deem it necessary to support the proposal of Mali since it's quite clear that if during our Plenary we realize that something that needs to be taken in to account, it's quite normal that we should do so.

So, we obviously we support the proposal of Mali, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Yes, Senegal.

It's an interesting proposal but it seems that Syria felt that the document could be approved as it stands and it seems that the proposal is a constructive one, which is not too complex, if we can continue with the document my suggestion would be that we make the necessary changes with Committee 6.

So, that would be the proposal.

That's the text put forward by Mali in a constructive manner should some point be put in at the appropriate point in the text of the annex.

So, I'll continue on resolution 48.

I beg your pardon, Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali.

Thank you, Chairman.

We would like to receive some clarification on page 4, it says "Revolves, that with immediate affect within available financial resources and to the extent rack particular call vacancy should be made available" that's in English page 4.

Does that mean that there will be no more external recruitment taking place?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I would ask the Chairman of Committee 6, Mr. Gracie, if he could give us some clarification on this matter.

Committee 6.

Canada.

>> Representative From Canada:  That was not the intent that I simply indicates that internal recruitment should be used to the maximum extent possible without precluding the possibility of course of external recruitment.

So that was the understanding in the drafting of this revision to resolution 48.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Very good clarification.

It seems that the text stands on its own.

We continue, I put this to your consideration.

Any other comments on page 4.

Senegal, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

I think that if the Chairman of Committee 6 is as he has just described, might be a good idea to include that wording saying that it should be done in priority, but leaving the possibility for the ITU to recruit other staff without the skills when required if internally the demands cannot be met.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

I think that in the previous case with the annex it is an issue that can give greater clarity to the ideas in terms of the drafting without changing the substance.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Yes, actually I wanted to say the same thing as Senegal.

We should maybe include the words to make it clear that there are other possibilities.

Include words such as "among others." 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

So to avoid becoming a drafting group here in this Plenary, it is a rather large group, I think this is something that could be looked at with the chair of Committee 6, who I would ask to take the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Yes, thank you, Chairman.

I draw the attention of the meeting to revolves further, where it indicates that competent appointed staff shall continue to be recruited on an international basis.

I think the revolves further, addresses the point that Mali and Senegal have raised.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: That seems to be the case.

We were looking at this page by page.

I don't know if Mali has further comment on this or does the point seem to have been addressed?

Yes.

I see agreement.

I think this has been clarified.

So just to summarize page 4 is approved.

We move on to page 5.

Are there any comments here?

Very well.

I beg your pardon, Algeria.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We made a comment in Committee 6 and we thought it was taken in to consideration when it comes to this idea of the competent staff, recruited on a competitive basis.

And we stressed that this expression maybe wasn't altogether right.

It would mean that incompetent staff could be recruited outside of these constraints, the idea was simply to say that staff are recruited on this basis.

>> F. Borjón: I think that is sense in terms of competency.

But maybe the Chairman of Committee 6 could give us further clarification.

Canada, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Canada:  Yes, thank you, Chairman.

So in revolves further one, indeed there were concerns expressed with the word "competent" however there were equally those taking the floor who thought that the word competent would be necessary to emphasize in this particular paragraph.

So in the final analysis it was decided simply as a compromise to leave the word "competent" there are number of other possible changes that were identified in the discussion which were eventually deleted.

But that one word was kept and I hope it doesn't create any misunderstandings.

I think the meaning is clear in that context.

So for that reason it was decided to keep the word in revolves further 1.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Mali I have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  I apologize for taking the floor so much.

But we are trying to improve matters.

Having heard the explanations given by the Chairman of Committee 6, and having had heard what the delegate from Algeria said, we would suggest if we leave revolves further as such, that transfer it to the revolves.

Rather than have that separately.

That might solve the concerns we had.

So, it would just be paragraph one from revolves further.

We would put it under revolves, Para 1 of revolves further, that would take in to account our concerns, I'm sorry for coming back to this matter.

>> F. Borjón: I'd like to ask the Chairman of Committee 6, any comment?

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

If that's the wish of the Plenary then I have no objection.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Committee 6.

Bulgaria.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Mr. Chairman, we would also support the proposal of Mali, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Bulgaria.

The Chairman of Committee 6 also thinks it's possible to look at the changes there in revolves further.

Algeria.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

In spite of this proposal made by the delegation of Mali we still have difficulties in understanding this expression, but it might be a problem of translation in to French.

We have the text in French before us.

And this expression says ‑‑ competent appointed staff.

It seems to us it's an unusual way of formulating this.

We should maybe get together with the Chairman of the drafting Committee, the Chairman of Committee 6 and discuss this, maybe just a misunderstanding, maybe it's a new expression that we're not familiar with.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

I think it's understood that it refers to competition for the selection of staff, I wonder if by removing the word "competent" we would solve the problem since we all understand that staff that would be selected would have the necessary capacities.

So I wonder if that would be problem in removing the word "competent." 

With reference and a point in the constitution in 154 I'm going to read this in English.

A text that is referred to.

In the recruitment of staff and in to the terminations of the conditions of service shall be the ‑‑ highest standards efficiency, competence and integrity.

The reference to the word "competence" is already in the constitution.

Either we eliminate the word "competence" or we understand it as the way it was ‑‑ it is already referred at the constitution.

Just to make that brief.

Bulgaria.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  

Mr. Chairman if we accept the proposal we have to change the constitution.

This notion of competent staff, recruitment of competent staff, motivated staff was retained in the Council it was discussed over years, there was never a question of this issue.

Mr. Chairman, all indulgence of the Honorable delegate from Algeria, we would like to ask him kindly to accept and to make the compromise to, keep the text as it is proposed.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

The idea is to keep the text and to understand that the reference to competence is already as you could see in 156 ‑‑ 154 of the constitution.

So, if this is possible I would ask Algeria to comment on this.

But to understand that we already have this language used within the constitution so I would be very grateful to Algeria for their support on this.

Its language that's very used in the constitution and understood.

Algeria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We have listened very carefully to the statement made by the distinguished delegate of Bulgaria, we are, of course, well aware of the constitution of the ITU and we're not at all in favor of recruiting staff that are not competent.

But this idea of competence as it figures in the document is mentioned, so we don't know if recruiting this competent staff or not on the basis of CVs or curriculum vitae, basis of something written.

The competence in fact emerges afterwards as a result of being advertised on a competitive basis.

The staff recruited is usually put on probation and tested in the field.

And it's then that we can talk about competence whether the staff is competent or not.

But not when the request for recruitment are published.

That's our difficulty.

It's difficult for us to accept that the competence should be assessed in advance, it's only afterwards in the years after the staff member has been recruited.

That this can be determined.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

Iran, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

There are two issues here.

One is principle and the other is substance.

The principle is that any decision of the conference, Plenipotentiary Conference, should be consistent with the constitution and convention.

If the competence is already in the constitution of the convention we have to maintain that.

Second, Chairman, we are dealing very, very fundamental issue.

Competence is not something we establish after.

Before you recruit a staff you have to see whether they are competent for the job.

We are dealing with very important issues, day‑to‑day, there for I think Chairman it may not be appropriate to delete the word "competence" in this ‑‑ thirdly, you said if it is in the constitution we may not need ‑‑ we believe that the resolution should be self sufficient and should be quite clear, so we are in favor of retention of the competence in the text of the resolution.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Iran.

Saudi Arabia, please.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you, Chairman.

Now I'm looking at the Arabic text.

And here it says that ‑‑ it talks about the competent appointed staff.

So this word "appointed" is not really necessary.

Why do we need the word appointed here?

I don't think there's any need to have it here.

In this paragraph.

There are other words, there's a mistake in the Arabic text when it comes to the spelling.

When we talk about international basis, recruit on an international basis it's incorrectly written in the Arabic text.

But I think that we should remove the word "appointed" here.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Saudi Arabia.

I think that this might be a problem with translation.

We're talking about appointed staff.

That the staff will be in a way recruited as the rest of the paragraph tells.

I hope that we can get some sort of clarification later on while reviewing the text.

I will appreciate, I think that the ‑‑ on the Arab parted, the Arabic ‑‑ the note has been taken and your clarification I hope that this will be made properly within Committee 4.

This is the issue.

Senegal, please.

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

Senegal supports the position of Algeria on the word "competent" I think that the word "competent" as used here is not the same way that it's used in a convention.

Here when we say, the competent staff has ‑‑ shall continue to be recruited on an international basis, and so on.

It means that there's another category which is not concerned by this procedure.

And here this is where the word competent gives rise to problems F. we remove it, then all the staff of the ITU is subject to the same procedure.

But if we specify competent staff, that they are subject to some kind of procedure, it means that there's another kind of procedure which would apply to a different category of staff.

And of course what comes to mind is non‑competent staff.

So, I don't think it's a problem with removing the word "competent" here.

And I don't think it's enough to say that the word competence is used in the constitution.

>> F. Borjón: South Africa.

>> Representative From South Africa:  Thank you very much, Chairperson.

I think we have some concerns with regards to revolves further 1 and 2.

The way they are phrased.

If we look at the constitution when it talks about efficiency, competence and so on it's in one phrase together with the issue of recruitment on a geographical basis.

But when you look at the text as currently proposed we've actually separated the issues, we talk about competency in one.

And then we talk about geographical representative as if these two are not linked to each other.

So, I think that if you want to align our to 154 of the constitution we need to make that particular linkage because the constitution is quite clear that you look at this consideration, but then you have to have your regard to the issue of recruiting on a geographical basis.

Not as currently phrased in 2 which is saying that, if you don't somehow find that staff now you have to go and look at regions of the world, which are underrepresented.

I think those phrases need to be tightened up to ensure that we have that geographical balance.

Thank you, chair.

>> F. Borjón: Niger. 

>> Representative From Niger:  Thank you, Chairman.

I think that the level, on two levels.

The first one is ‑‑ relates to the word "appointed." 

I think that it should be deleted.

The other idea is that the term "competence" should be maintained, the idea should be maintained and then it should maybe be found after international basis.

In which case, it would say that staff and professional category shall continue to be recruited on an international basis and on the basis of their competence.

We would add that after "international basis" and I think if we worded it this way that may solve the problem.

>> F. Borjón: President of Committee 6, Mr. Gracie?

>> B. Gracie: Yes, thank you, Chairman.

I think, Chairman, that the meeting should bear in mind that there are very little modification to the original text of resolution 48.

Yes, indeed, the word "competent" has been added to revolves further 1.

The rest of the sentence remains as it was originally.

It was felt in revolves further 2, that rather than refer to regions in the world which are insufficiently represented it was felt by Committee 6 that the word "underrepresented" would be clearer.

So I think, Chairman, that for the most part there's very little change to what was in the text that was approved by Antalya.

And I think the application of resolution 48 since Antalya caused no difficulties.

So I would urge the meeting to accept the language here, we have discussed this thoroughly in Committee 6.

And we could spend many hours drafting and redrafting, so I think we should proceed and have the resolution approved.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Iran: 

>> Representative From Iran:  I thank you, Chairman.

I have a quick resolution for that.

You could delete the word "competent" in further revolves.

But you should paraphrase it that as follows:  That pursuant to number 154 of convention.

And then continue.

Of the constitution, sorry.

Pursuant to No. of the constitution.

Then you continue with the word.

You point out the reason of the resolution to the constitution that everybody agreed.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: That seems a proposal that could help us move forward quickly on this subject.

The constitution is a document that is understood by all.

So we could have here some language that might be favorable to all.

Switzerland, let's try to be brief, please.

We have many more documents to look at.

But if we cannot achieve this in two more times we'll have to take it back to Committee 6.

Maybe proposal of Iran will help us to move forward.

Switzerland.

>> Representative From Switzerland:  Thank you, Chairman.

I can see we have problems of language here.

Always problematic.

I can see that I saw that in Hyderabad, I know what confusion it can lead to.

The proposal for French would be adequate whether it's French‑French or Swiss‑French it's not at all easy to understand it here.

I suggest that we support the proposal of Niger.

However, if you find a better proposal through maybe the proposal of Iran that would be fine as well.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, in brief, if you go to page 38 you see recognizing number 154 of the ITU constitution, this is the start of this resolution.

I propose if possible now that you ask the Chairman of Committee 4 with the assistance of anyone interested to provide you the modification, Chairman, but not to go to the Committee as official because I think we could find simple solutions to all this intervention, Chairman.

Calling upon the help of Chairman 6, with the help of Algeria, Saudi Arabia, Mali, Senegal and Niger and anyone who would like.

Finish with this issue, Chairman.

That's best not to transform the whole Plenary as a drafting Plenary, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

So, to close this matter we have Saudi Arabia.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you, Chairman.

I thought I had made a comment before the representative of Iran took the floor.

I think that we should delete the word "appointed" in revolves further, if we can have Iran's proposal we could delete both terms.

Competent and appointed, in paragraph 1 of revolves further.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Saudi Arabia.

I think the suggestion from Mr. Kisrawi is very relevant because as has been indicated we're talking about some problems of language, of communication because there's a need for clarification.

I would ask as Mr. Kisrawi has said that those who wish to discuss it should meet with the Chairwoman of Committee 4 and Chairman of Committee 6.

So that we can find the most suitable text.

Because I think at this time we're not in a position to conclude the text, that would be the proposal.

We need to finish so some more comments from South Africa, Bulgaria and Algeria.

We won't be able to approve this now.

There will be a meeting with Committee 4 and 6 for all interested parties to try and find a solution to these three words we are discussing.

It may be a lot more simple that a drafting group could agree on this.

South Africa.

>> Representative From South Africa:  We wanted to support the proposal from Iran.

I think it takes care of our concerns.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Bulgaria.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Mr. Chairman, we do believe that first Committee 4 should carefully ‑‑ to correspond to the original proposal by Committee 6.

And then if necessary we can discuss it further in Committee 6, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

The aim is not to go back to Committee 6.

I think they sorted this out.

But we just have a small problem here with language.

So we're just trying to align the text to the constitution and there may be a matter that could be considered repetitive.

So it would be best to look at it directly with the Chairman of Committee 4 and also with Committee 6.

Algeria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I don't really want to go any further on this subject.

But given that it is Algeria that brought up this concern I would like to invite you, Mr. Chairman, to just make one last attempt at this before sending it to the two chair of 4 and 6.

Iran made a proposal which was amended by Saudi Arabia.

We can support Iran's proposal as amended by Saudi Arabia.

That is to leave out both words "competent" and "appointed" so, Mr. Chairman, if you could make one last attempt here and if there is still objections by the Plenary then we can go along with your proposal.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Canada.

Mr. Gracie.

>> B. Gracie: Yes, thank you, Chairman.

Taking in to account the comments made that reference to number 154 of the constitution has already been recognized in the ‑‑ well, in fact in the recognizing.

I would slightly modify the suggestion by Iran, revolves further, number one, could say, "That pursuant to the recognizing above" and then continue "staff in the professional and higher categories" so you could remove "competent and appointed" so that might be a solution.

Without repeating CS 154.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Very well.

We have some proposal.

Jamaica.

>> Representative From Jamaica:  Thank you, chair.

We support the proposal which has been made by the chair of group 6.

I think that would resolve all the problems.

We don't have to go back to the reconsideration of this document.

Thank you, chair.

>> F. Borjón: I think that could be good spirit so that we can move forward on this text.

Bulgaria.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Mr. Chairman, we could accept also the proposal of Mr. Gracie the Chairman of Committee 6 provided that you provide the link to the ‑‑ directly from this text of resolution to the statement, the text which we have in the constitution, 192.

So that the reader could go straight to this further.

Otherwise it will be only for the closed club of ITU administration here but, would have great difficulties to understand what is the meaning of this 192.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: So it could be text that is clarified so that we're looking at Mr. Gracie's proposal.

I would like to know if anyone opposes this or could we take Mr. Gracie's proposal with the modifications suggested by Bulgaria?

I see assent.

I'm very grateful.

It's been a long debate.

We would take Mr. Gracie's proposal along with Bulgaria's comments.

We were on page 5.

Revolves further.

I beg your pardon I'm going to change to English because I have an English version in front of me to see I don't miss anything out.

Instructs to the Secretary‑General, that section, we have this section of instructions to Secretary‑General.

I would like to know if somebody has a comment on this?

I see no one asking for the floor.

Then we can approve this section as well.

Then we have instructs to the Council.

The suggestion instructs to the Council, in English version is on page 6.

I send that for your approval.

I see no one is requesting for the floor.

Therefore, after the discussion I believe we are able to accept on first reading resolution ‑‑ this text presented to us with the amendments so mentioned by Mr. Gracie and Bulgaria.

Thank you very much.

This document is approved on first reading.

Regard to page 8 of the English version we have some suppressions of resolutions.

I'll ask first on resolution 47, compensation matters.

The proposal is to suppress it.

Do we have any comment?

No one is asking for the floor.

49, the suggestion of a compression.

Anybody has a comment?

We suppress it.

The blue document.

Suppression?

We request your approval.

Suppression approved.

Resolution 147.

Again for suppression.

No one asking for the floor.

We suppress it.

Resolution 156.

For suppression?

Okay, then we are finishing this second series of texts, sorry.

I see Sweden is asking for the floor.

Sweden, please.

>> Representative From Sweden:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to bring you back to the first part of this document, 5/1.

You indicated that we'll come back to this at a later stage.

We believe this is a very important decision and there is a need to have a discussion and hopefully adoption of this decision as early as possible.

But we understand also that the need for consideration further.

Could you there for indicate when you intend to come back to this, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Well, just having finished resolution 156 then just briefly on Committee 5, I will ask the present Committee 6 ever since this issue was linked with the work of Committee 6 what is your belief on progress that we will be able to achieve on this matter.

President of Committee 6, Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Yes, thank you.

Chairman, I must admit I wasn't absolutely clear what that link was right from the beginning.

I believe I will receive in Committee 6 information from Committee 5 with respect to the establishment of a working group to review the basic instruments.

Now, my understanding was that Committee 6 would be asked to indicate the cost implications of establishing such a group.

But that is really the only linkage that I can detect with this particular decision.

I think when the original intervention was made by Syria, I believe, I think he meant to refer the matter to Committee 5 not 6, but in any case, it was my understanding that that was the one issue that needed to be referred to in Committee 6 as far as the costing is concerned.

So, Chairman, unfortunately I can't give you any more clarification than that at this point.

We'll take up this matter as soon as possible in Committee 6.

I see that I only have one session left tomorrow, one half‑day session.

But I'm now considering the possibility of establishing an evening session in Committee 6 so that we can deal with all of the matters before us.

That's all the information I can provide you at this point, Chairman.

With respect to the linkage of items from Committee 5 to Committee 6 which affect the establishment of council working groups.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Yes, Chairman.

Just to remind our colleagues the Chairman of Committee 6 this issue was raised today about the dedicated group for the advisory of the meetings and so on.

People were asking to have a list of all this proposed groups, Chairman, before they took the decision.

I think it's not only the money, the principle is quite good here in this decision, Chairman but you ‑‑ before we took such a decision we should know how many groups are proposed, is all of them going to meet at the Council meeting or some outside council meeting.

And we agree totality of the idea of United States that this is an important issue under the existing circumstances, Chairman of finance and we don't ‑‑ when we discuss issues like that the colleagues in Committee 6 were not aware of such a decision appears as Com 5 decision here, Chairman.

This was the reason why I asked to postpone this ‑‑ the adoption of this before we have the picture more clear about how many working groups are proposed as you say yourself it would be more wiser to know exactly, because there is proposals going to the working group, there is proposal going to Committee 5 and there is proposal going to Committee 6 for creating groups, Chairman.

So I think it would be wise that we have a final list of these groups and then we could take final decision of Committee ‑‑ on this proposed resolution, Chairman.

Taking in to consideration the reality of those groups, the idea here is this groups as proposed here meet, parallel to the council or some of them might meet outside the Council, clustered or something like that.

This is the idea that we could do whenever we know exactly how many of these groups are proposed and agreed upon.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I believe we can post this list of groups of the council working groups hopefully just after the meeting today.

Then this could be used as input for this work.

With respect to be addressing this issue in the next Plenary next Monday.

What I would like to do now is try to close on this part.

There's work to be done at the other Committees.

And try to address just the issue that was raised by the United Arab Emirates but before that, briefly, if you can, Iran, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you very much.

Yes, Mr. Chairman, I will be brief.

In this decision, there is an issue that we should be very clear.

We understand that the reference working procedures consistent with the rules of procedures of the Council does not mean that any group of Council unless otherwise specifically mentioned is open to all Member States.

We would not like that this rules of procedure of the Council be interpreted that the group is not open to all Member States.

And I said that, unless specifically mentioned otherwise all Council group will be open to all Member States.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: So, we're not really discussing the document for the moment.

We deferred the discussion.

I believe, I will urge the people participating in Committee 6 to talk with Chairman and Vice‑Chairman of Committee 5 if there is a need for clarification on this matter.

Sweden, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Sweden:  Thank you, Chairman.

After having heard the explanations to why administration wanted this draft decision to be deferred or discussed in other groups, I have to say that I am now convinced that there's no connection between this issue and the list of groups that has been requested in other Committees.

I believe that this is a self‑standing decision that will guide the work in the further work regarding Council working groups.

So I would request that you put this on the agenda for the next Plenary meeting as you indicated that it could be discussed separately from the list of groups.

The list of groups will be used for when we finally decide on the number of groups and so on.

But the decides in this draft decision is really independent on the number of groups, it's more general regarding the management of the council working groups.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Sweden.

I think while this issue is deferred we'll try to make it to the next Plenary.

Hopefully with information that will be provided, everybody can make his own judgment in regard of the need of taking in to account all the groups that are created or not.

And then we can discuss this issue later on.

I'm afraid we have run out of time on this issue.

Unfortunately we'll request that we go later with series of documents and fourth series for the next Plenary.

In order to continue the works of the Committees.

We defer this issue of third series and fourth series of documents for next Plenary.

Since we have just run out of time.

Just in a quick address we'll request United Arab Emirates to please address your documents 1642 and resolution 99 and addendum.

Please, United Arab Emirates you have the floor.

>> Representative From UAE:  Thank you, Chairman.

Yes, I wanted to present the second revision of document 10/16 add 2.

This resolution 42 was ‑‑ in 42 as adopted by number of countries, Arab countries.

There was some amendments made to this resolution.

In the light of changes that have taken place in participation of Palestine at the conference of 2012.

Palestine should be able to take part in all radio conferences.

And in 06.

And Palestine should be able to participated in the work of the Union, given the changes that have taken place as far as Palestine is concerned and the need to give assistance to Palestine in the field of ICTs, has led to the need to be quite sure of the application of resolutions taken in favor of Palestine and the fact that The Union is fulfilling its obligations.

So, Mr. Chairman, in our proposal we're asking that Palestine in accordance with resolution 99 should have a status within ITU, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, I'd like to thank you for presenting the document.

I'd like to comment to the assembly that we are dealing with the subject with a great deal of attention within an informal working group which includes the Secretary‑General, myself and the interested parties and we are making good progress and we hope we will have results to present to you very soon.

Here we are also looking at the request for the formal presentation of the documents made by United Arab Emirates.

If there is no further business, I would invite Committee 5 and 6 to continue with the work and thank you very much for having worked on the advancement that we have made so far.

And we have a request to give information from the Secretary of Plenary.

>> D. Bogdan: Committee 5 will begin immediately.

The side event on accessibility and ICTs will begin in ten minutes.

And Committee 6 will have a full session starting this evening at 7:30.

So, Committee 6 will not meet now, it will meet this evening at 7:30, 19:30 that is.

Another point, if anyone is in need of borrowing a laptop in order to access the documents online, we do still have a few laptops available so I would invite you to see our colleagues in their corporate governance office should you wish to have a laptop.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: The Secretary‑General would like to take the floor.

Thank you.

>> H. Touré: To ask you, I have one bit of information, before we continue this afternoon session I'd like to make a special announcement that I hope will add more excitement to compensate for the very hard work you are putting together in this important conference.

ITU is launching a competition that will give every PP delegate and observer the chance to win one of three iPads, wi‑fi enabled tablet computers which have been generously donated by TeleMex.  

To enter this competition, simply visit the PP10 website at www.ITU.int/plenipotentiary.

And click on competition.

You will be asked to answer one simple question, your name will be automatically entered in to the prize draw which will take place at the end of next week.

I want to encourage all delegates to participated, even if you are not here until the end of The Conference.

If you win ITU will be happy, very happy to ship your prize to you wherever you may be.

The competition website will go live at 9:00 a.m. tomorrow morning.

So don't forget to try your chances.

You could be one of the lucky winners.

This does not apply to ‑‑ it doesn't apply to ITU staff, but I learned that Secretary‑General is not ITU staff so I can go for it.

[Laughter]

I've been appointed.

This is the news that I wanted to pass to you and the other thing that, Mr. Chairman, if you allow me I'd like to invite the former ‑‑ out going RRB members to join me just now for a small celebration.

We want to present them the ITU silver medal and certificate just now on the podium and have a family photo together.

This is for all the out going RRB members.

I would like to invite them here and we'll call on them to give them this certificate.

I have here, Mr. Hassan Lebbadi.  

Mr. Aboubaker Zourmba.

Mr. Shola Taylor.

That's it.

Those are the outgoing members of the Board of the Radio Regulation Board, I'd like to present them with certificates.

If you allow me I would like to do it in front of the session here.

Mr. Hassan Lebbadi are you in the room?

Please come forward.

We'll pass it to his administration.

He is here.

[ Applause ]

Mr. Hassan Lebbadi, on behalf of the International Telecommunications Union, I have the honor to present to you the ITU silver medal in recognition for the work you have done for eight years in the Radio Regulation Board.

Your work has been appreciated.

[ Applause ]

Can I call on Mr. Shola Taylor.

[ Applause ]

Mr. Shola Taylor, I have the honor and privilege to present to you on behalf of the International Telecommunications Union, the ITU silver medal in recognition of the hard work you have done for the Radio Regulation Board.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

Mr. Aboubaker Zourmba.

[ Applause ]

Friend and brother, Mr. Aboubaker Zourmba, I have the honor to present to you the silver medal on behalf of the ITU in recognition of your enormous contribution within the Radio Regulation Board.

[ Applause ]

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We hope to do this for the outgoing elected officials in another session.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

We know that's given to only those who are present here.

But there are some outgoing members of the Radio Regulation Board who are not here at this conference.

Of course, their certificates will be given to their administrations to be provided to them.

I would like to hear the following members out going members of the Radio Regulation Board.

Mr. Bob Jones from Canada.

Ms. Martine Limodine from France.

Mr. Alam Malik from Pakistan.

Mr. Wladyslaw Moron from Poland.

That's it.

Those will be provided to their administrations.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

I'd like to say we very much highly appreciated the work done by the Radio Regulation Board.

I have personally focused that I have attended all the radio regulation meetings except ‑‑ all except one because I was not in town, unfortunately.

But I really appreciated the hard work they have been doing for the Union.

Very valuable and intended ‑‑ I intend to give it this Board the direct support it needs to fulfill its function.

This is very viable for the organization.

Thank you very much.

[ End of Session - 17:10 ] 
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