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>> F. Borjón: Hello, good night.

I know you have been working, most of you, in Committee 5 or the Working Group of the Plenary.

I think that all discussions are progressing, and basically we need to get our work done.

So that's the reason we're having this night Plenary, and you have in front of you document ADM/71 which has the draft agenda of this 14th Plenary meeting.

These issues are there basically the presentation of texts, work of the conference, and minutes.

So this agenda is put to your approval.

Any comment?

Okay, the agenda is approved.

Number 2 of this agenda is report of Committee 3, the Budget Control Committee, to this Plenary meeting.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 3 to please provide us with your report, Chairman of Committee 3, Korea, please, you have the floor.

>> K.J. Wee: Good evening, Mr. Chairman.

The report of the Committee 3 is the Document 147, and in this document we included the terms of reference.  

In order to complete our terms of reference, we issued one note to the Committee 6.

Also we received note from the Committee 6 that is the DT/63.

We worked together with Committee 3, I believe we completed our terms of reference.

In the second page of this document 147, bottom of the second pages, we also noted the supplement and the supplement amending document between the Government of Mexico and ITU.

That is the document 35.

We reviewed and noted page 3, further organization of the ‑‑ and facilities made available to delegate, the mandate for Committee 3.

We had the organization of the conference and the facilities made available to Delegates.

We wish to express our thanks and appreciation to the Government of the united Mexican states for the human and the material resources that have been deployed to enable the Plenipot conference to carry out its work in the most efficient manner.

And then we considered the financial contribution of organizations of an international character and Sector Members to the expenses of the conference, that is Document 17.

We reviewed that document is issued by the Council and according to the financial regulation of the Article number 7, this conference was budgeted as a direct budgeted cost 1,816,000 Swiss Francs for the direct cost.

And then it was divided by the whole members unit, that is 348 units, and the dividend is 5,218.

So we believe the organizations and the Sector Members need to pay on this area.

Also October 18th, yesterday, there were 36 organizations and Sector Members in this Plenipot, and then 19 need to share in defraying the expense of the conference, so those participating organizations are stated in Annex A.

The budget of the Plenipot as a whole including the direct costs and indirect costs, indirect cost is 2,399,000 Swiss Francs.

The whole cost, and including the direct and indirect cost is recorded in the Annex B.

And then the expenditure forecast of the Plenipot as of Monday, of yesterday, we forecasted that the currently, the 1,755,000 Swiss Francs estimated so that is under the budget assigned by the Council.

In this page 4, Mr. Chairman, Item 17, indirect cost, 2,150,000 Swiss Francs is being estimated for this conference, so some part of the work, like typing, is anticipated over the assigned budget.

However, we can offset by the other kind of budget items translation and reprography so we believe this conference is being operated within the budget assigned Council.

As the final comment, Mr. Chairman, we submit this report for your considerations, and after your considerations, this report needs to go to the Council of the 2011 session.

The document is in hand.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Wee, Chairman of Committee 3.

So this is the report of Committee 3, and I invite the Plenary adopt this document.

I believe it's a very clear document, very well explained.

The Annexes are there with all of the information that regards these issues.

So invite you to adopt once again this report.

Okay, so the report is adopted.

And I want to congratulate the Chairman of Committee 3, Mr. Kyu‑Jin Wee, for the excellent job, as well as the Vice‑Chairman and everybody who participated in this group.

Thank you very much for this very hard work.

[ Applause ]

Sorry, Syria, did you ask for the floor?

>> Representative From Syria:  Sorry, Chairman, but I was reading the report and I would seek your advice, Chairman.

On page 2 of this report, under point 7, it's stated, "therefore, in order to facilitate," et cetera, et cetera.

How this will be implemented, Chairman, this number 7 about that any proposal should have a financial estimation.

Question for clarification, Chairman.

Although we have no comments about ‑‑ no objections to the report, but I would like to see, Chairman, how this would be implemented and what would be its repercussion on future work.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I believe this is a question for clarification.

This in no way affects our adoption.

Ever since there has been a very joint work between Committee 6 and Committee 3, I will invite the Chairman of Committee 6, Mr. Gracie, to please clarify on this question.

Thank you.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Yes, thank you, Chairman, and good evening, everyone.

Chairman, as you can see from this text, this is being presented in the context of a revision to Resolution 72.

I would suggest in the interest of time, Chairman, that we defer discussion of this until the document is available for first reading.

It has been ‑‑ it is in the ‑‑ it is being processed at the moment, so once we come to that item, then we can have a full discussion on the amendments to that Resolution.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So basically, as we said, this doesn't affect the report, but we are able to ‑‑ will be able to address your issue, or your question, properly when we discuss Resolution 72, Syria.

Thank you.

Now we move back to the tenth series of text submitted by the editorial Committee.

This is document 144.

This is where we left this morning.

And we have in front of you Resolution 91, cost recovery for ITU products and services.

This document was presented by Committee 6 so I kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 6 to tell us a little bit of this document, and if you see an issue that needs to be addressed by this Plenary.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

Chairman, this is one of the more important Resolutions that we dealt with in Committee 6 on the subject of cost recovery.

Having said that, however, there were only limited number of amendments to the Resolution, but I draw your attention in the first place to a new "recognizing" that sets limits on the indirect cost allocations that should be applied.

So I draw your attention to that particular "recognizing" D that was discussed in the Committee.

And in the resolves, we have clarified text with respect to the application of cost recovery.

And it is implemented, for example, in to ensure that direct and indirect costs of providing products and services are recovered and the reference is to the "noting" C in the earlier part of the document.

So formerly, Chairman, there were expressions such as full costs, actual costs, and they were somewhat ambiguous.

So we have now made it clear that what we're talking about, or what we're including, in the cost allocation methodology are direct and indirect costs of providing products and services, so that's one very important clarification in this particular Resolution.

So I think the Resolution itself is straightforward, but I'd be very happy to answer any questions.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Gracie.

I think this document that is presenting by consensus, does not have any bracket at all, and it's a modification to a current Resolution as has been said, with the clarifications made by Mr. Gracie.

So I'll go page by page quickly.

This is Page 11.

Any comment?

Okay.

Page 12, document 144.

Cuba, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Cuba:  Chairman, thank you very much.

Unfortunately, I wasn't able to attend all the meetings of Committee 6, but in this Resolution on cost recovery and it's the same thing that happened in Antalya, my attention was always caught by and I was always caused concern by how far cost recovery can actually go.

This cost recovery is something that has gained strength over the years, when with the satellite network filings requested of cost recovery were made and we needed it to have some kind of cost recovery the purpose of which was two‑fold.

One of which was to recover the costs involved on staff, computer equipment, paper, which all the procedures involved but there was also the issue of points relating to space based equipment as well.

In the current situation of both countries and the Union, particularly in the current circumstances of developing countries, I think this could be a considerable burden on them.

I say this because there are some questions, for example, VH or HF or shortwave frequencies, there's going to be a factor with a cost involved so I think I'm taking this to the extreme but I do so because I do think some developing countries are going to need protection.

We don't want to see cost recovery measures being taken on issues which are very sensitive and important to them, and particularly concerned about the Radiocommunications Bureau.

You get a lot of documents, CDs, DVDs.

We get a free of charge copy for each administration at the moment, and cost recovery might start to cover that, as well.

I think basically we need something in this Resolution which makes it clear that the services provided today by the Union and there aren't very many of them and I'm talking only about the Radiocommunications Bureau, should not be affect.

If we are going to start implementing cost recovery on all these things, the situation is going to be very difficult for developing countries.

I don't know quite how we can get this dealt with quickly because I do understand we're running very short of time, and I think that perhaps the best thing we could do in the resolves part in 2, on this page which you mentioned, 12, where it says, I quote, "that further application of cost recovery should be considered by the Council, and, if appropriate, implemented," we could, for example, say, "taking into account the economic situation of developing countries and least developed countries," and add those words.

This would put a little bit of a break on these procedures so that cost recovery, and I understand that the Union's embarking upon it because it needs income, that's understandable.

It's not allowed to have a negative impact on developing countries.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: This issue could be discussed at Council.

Do we have any other comment?

Thank you.

We go to Page 13.

Saudi Arabia, please.

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

On "instructs the Secretary‑General in consultation with directors of the Bureaux, Member States, and Sector Members," my question is as follows:  How can we consult the Member States, and how can we also consult the Sector Members?

How is the Secretary‑General to consult the directors, the Member States and the Sector Members?

Thank you.

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

I think this issue is already in the Resolution.

This text has not been modified, so I think this text has been revised at the Committee 6, and I think we need to move forward.

This was not modified at all.

I'm sorry, but we're addressing this and I think we need to move forward on this matter.

Please, very quick, Saudi Arabia.

This text was not modified.

Please, quick, Saudi Arabia.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  My question relates to the Secretary‑General.

What is the mechanism available to the Secretary‑General in order to consult the Member States and the Sector Members?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think this is in the report but I would ask briefly if the Secretary‑General could please give some sort of indication on this matter.

However, I will insist that I believe this addresses a report of work of Secretary‑General, and is not really relevant to this Resolution in this moment.

This text was revised.

However, briefly?

Maybe from Secretary Mr. Barr can help us clarify.

Canada, Mr. Barr?

>> B. Gracie:  Thank you, Chairman it's not Mr. Barr, it's Chairman of Committee 6.

You're quite right in pointing out this text has not been modified.

This has been in existence for quite some time.

The Secretary‑General has raised mechanisms available to him through circular letters or any other consultation arrangement, so I don't think there's a particular issue here.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

And I would appreciate if we can concentrate on the matters that we are really discussing which is in the Resolution.

Now I go to Page 14.

Any comment?

Okay, no one's asking for the floor.

Now I believe that in those terms, we're able to approve on first reading Resolution 91.

Thank you.

We continue with Resolution 153, scheduling Council sessions of Plenipotentiary Conferences.

This modified Resolution, Mr. Gracie, could you make a brief introduction of the document, please?

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

Yes, Resolution 153 concerns the scheduling of Council sessions and Plenipotentiary Conferences.

I think, I believe the text is quite clear, that normally, Council sessions will be held in the autumn, at least in the northern hemisphere.

And that normally, Council sessions will be held in October, except in the year of a Plenipotentiary Conference, of course, where it must be held 6 months prior.

Now, Chairman, there was one oversight in this Resolution, the drafting of this Resolution, that I would like to point out.

It is in the "recognizing further."

It was agreed at Committee 6 that there would be an additional reference.

This would be a "recognizing further" E, and the text would read, "the need to consider major religious periods as contained in Resolution 111."

So I would ask that the Plenipot agree to that additional text.

It was agreed by Committee 6 to make reference to that Resolution.

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

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Gracie.

I think that that clarification is quite significant, because I believe we are already doing that, and it's better that it's quite clear on Resolution 153.

So once again, this is a document made by consensus, and we have this clarification made adding Item E in the resolves further.

So we go to Page 15.

Comments?

I see no one asking for the floor.

Page 16?

United Arab Emirates, please.

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

A brief editorial comment to add more clarity to the proposed changes, under resolve 2, the line where it says ‑‑ our proposal is to say for which when the final Council session is to be held, 5 to 6 months before.

So change the word in the second line "when" to "for which," just to add more clarity.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think this is an editorial matter and I believe that could be addressed clearly by the Chairman of Committee 4 when the time comes.

It's an editorial matter.

Any other comment?

Okay, thank you.

Very straightforward Resolution.

And we take note of the giving comment on this editorial part.

So therefore, I believe we are able to approve on first reading the modification to Resolution 153.

Okay.

Approved.

We move forward to another modification.

This is on Resolution 157.

It's a very once again straight forward, this matter of precision but I will ask the Chairman of Committee 6, Mr. Gracie, if you could please briefly present this document.

Thank you.

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

Yes, Resolution 157 concerns the strengthening of the project execution function in ITU.

Now, I draw your attention to the only substantive change in this Resolution.

It is now in the resolves to instruct the Secretary‑General, in close collaboration with the Director of the BDT.

This is number 6, and as it reads, to ensure that a minimum support cost of 7%, associated with the execution of projects under UNDP or other funding arrangements, is set as the target to be recovered, while allowing some degree of flexibility for negotiation during the funding discussion.

Chairman, this text was agreed by Committee 6 by consensus, and I present this to you for your further consideration.

Thank you. 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So once again this Resolution has been discussed at Committee 6, and this document with no brackets is a clean document, based in consensus.

So on Page 17, Document 144, does anybody have a comment?

Thank you.

Page 18.

No comment, thank you.

Finally, Page 19.

Comments?

Okay.

Thank you very much, very straightforward document, so therefore we're in a position to approve Resolution 157 on first reading.

No modification, approved.

We move now to the 11th series of text submitted by the editorial Committee.

This is document number 145.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 4 to present the document.

Chairman of Committee 4, Madam Alajouanine, France, you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Yes, Chairman, thank you.

The texts contained in document 145 are submitted to your Plenary meeting for approval at first reading.

The document contains Resolution 151, or rather the revised version of Resolution 151, forwarded to us by Committee 6.

In this connection, I would like to make a comment.

When you look at "resolves to instruct the Secretary‑General one," you see there's an Annex to this Resolution.

The Annex is not present in the text in document 145, for the simple reason that the Annex is quite large, and for the time being, it exists only in the English language.

Therefore, when the final version of the text is available, a solution will be found to deal with this problem.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: So basically, I will ask the Chairman of Committee 6 to please make a comment on this document.

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

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

Chairman, this is a very straightforward Resolution.

It simply reflects the continuing efforts to implement results‑based management in ITU.

One of the consequential changes to the modification to this Resolution was the agreement to suppress Resolution 107, which was focused on results‑based budgeting.

The relevant parts of that Resolution are now incorporated into this modified Resolution 151.

Now, Chairman, on the second page, resolves to instruct the Secretary‑General, number 1, as the Chair of Committee 4 has noted, there is a reference to the Annex to this Resolution.

Now, this was subject to some discussion.

The Annex is rather large, because it includes the biennial budget.

What we had suggested is that we make a simple hyperlink reference to the biennial budget.

This would mean that there's no necessity to reproduce the actual budget itself, but only the hyperlink would be noted in the Annex.

So this still has to be agreed ‑‑ not necessarily agreed, but implemented, so I think a simple reference in ‑‑ to the hyperlink for the biennial budget is all that's required in order to make this Resolution complete.

So with that, Chairman, I present this Resolution for your further consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

And therefore, we'll go, as well, page by page.

Document 145, Page 1.

Do we have any comment?

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, we propose that in considering B, to use the following language, former Resolution.

Because this Resolution 107 was a decision to suppress, so when we refer to it in the considering, Chairman, we should say "former Resolution 107," thank you.

>> F. Borjón: We take note of that, Syria.

And I believe it's an editorial matter, as well as all the references to the Resolutions.

Thank you.

Any other comment?

Okay, thank you.

We go to Page 2.

This is only a two‑page document.

Do we have any comment?

We have a clarification made by the Chairman of Committee 4 and the Chairman of Committee 6.

On matter of the Annex.

Anybody has a comment here?

Thank you.

This has been discussed clearly in Committee 6 and it's a consensus document.

France ‑‑ is it France or is it Committee 4?

France.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

I'm speaking to you as the Chairman of Committee 4, actually.

I just wanted to indicate that concerning the references to Resolutions such as Resolution 107, for example, which have been suppressed, we never indicate in the text that these are former Resolutions.

There are enormous numbers of Resolutions to which reference is made in the text of current ITU Resolutions, and the way of dealing with them is exactly the way in which this is done in Resolution 151.

Therefore, Chairman, we will not be changing the reference to Resolution 107.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: With that clarification, I think we have to be consistent with the work that we usually do, so we'll keep it that way, then.

Mali, please.

>> Representative From Mali:  Chairman, thank you.

Through you I'd like to ask for a legal explanation.

Should we be making a reference at all to a suppressed Resolution, one that doesn't exist anymore?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: So basically your question is if we are able to make reference to a Resolution that has been suppressed?

That is, I believe, the question.

And I will request the legal adviser if he can give some advice on this matter, if there's some problem, as a matter of reference for this purpose.

Arnaud, you have the floor.

>> A. Guillot:  Yes, thank you, Chairman.

I'm very sorry, but I was trying to sort out something else which means I didn't hear the initial question.

What I heard through the interpretation was whether reference should be being made to a Resolution which is no longer in force.

Or is it possible to make reference to a suppressed Resolution?

I think that's the way the question was actually put.

The answer is yes, it's possible to do it and there are many examples of it being done.

It is also possible to refer to it in paragraphs which are not operative paragraphs but paragraphs which simply put the Resolution concerned in it particular context.

So it's not a legal impossibility.

It's something that has already been done in several cases.

Thank you, Sir, and as I said, you'll find many examples of this including in Resolutions adopted at other Plenipotentiaries.

I hope with that, I've responded to the Mali Delegation's question.

>> F. Borjón: It's been addressed.

It's like part of having all of the history in this matter to make the proper address in the Resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Guillot.

Any other comment?

Okay.

So we have to go through the two pages of Resolution 151.

And I believe we are in a position to approve the proposed text on first reading.

Thank you.

We go now to the 12th series of text submitted by the editorial Committee to the Plenary meeting.

This is document 146.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 4, Madam Alajouanine, if you could please present this document.

Chairman of Committee 4, France, you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Yes, thank you, Chairman.

Document 146 contains two new Resolutions which are submitted to the Plenary for approval at first reading.

They have been sent to us by the Working Group of the Plenary.

The first concerns ITU's role with regard to international public policy issues relating to the risk of the illicit use of information and a communication technologies.

 the second which is also a draft Resolution from the WGPL concerns telecommunications/ICT and telecommunication technology for persons with disabilities including age related disabilities.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you to the Chairman of Committee 4.

I request the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary Charles from Kenya as this document is clean there are no brackets in it, both of them.

Charles from Kenya, do you have some further comment on these documents?

Kenya, you have the floor.

>> C. Njoroge: Thank you, Chairman, and good evening.

The two Resolutions were as a result of extensive consultation.

It's one of the documents where we came to a consensus, and it is a landmark for our group.

Here is hereby submitted for your consideration and adoption.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Sir.

This is a consensus document, highly discussed as mentioned by the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary.

I go to page 1, Document 146.

Comments?

Thank you.

We go to page 2, Document 146.

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

Page 3 of this document, regards Resolution WGPL/1.

No comment.

So then we are in a position to approve this Resolution, Resolution WGPL/1, approved.

We go now to Resolution WGPL/2.

I think it's basically the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary has been very clear that both documents represent a landmark of the progress of the Working Group of the Plenary.

This regards telecommunication/information and communication technology accessibility for persons with disabilities, including age‑related disabilities.

Once again, this is a clean document.

Page 4, Document 146.

Comments?

Thank you.

I go now to Page 5, Document 146.

Comments?

Thank you very much.

And we go to Page 6, Document 146.

Comments?

Thanks.

Last page is Page 7 of this document.

Comments?

Thank you.

Once again this is a consensus was reached in this document.

Thank you very much.

We are now in the position to approve this document on first reading, approved.

We move to the 13th series of text submitted by the editorial Committee to the Plenary meeting, Document 149.

I kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 4, Madam Alajouanine, if you could please present these documents.

Madam Alajouanine, France, you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Yes, thank you, Chairman.

Document 149, which is submitted for the approval of your Plenary at first reading includes various texts which have been submitted to us by various committees.

First of all, you will find a modification to Article 28 of the ITU Constitution, number 165.

In this connection I would like to draw your attention to the fact that in the second line of this Article, you will see square brackets.

It is the responsibility of your Plenary to choose the percentage indicated.

You have a choice between 15% or 20.

We then have a new Resolution from Committee 5.

This needed an awful lot of work put into it as far as I hear, and it's very important.

It's Resolution COM5/1, establishment of a Council Working Group on a stable ITU Constitution.

On this subject, I have a comment I need to make.

On Page 5, where we're dealing with the terms of reference of the Council Working Group, in paragraph 6, it has been drawn to my attention that the Chairman of Committee 5 has been holding very intensive consultations with certain countries in order to try and reach an agreement on this particular paragraph, number 6.

The text which is in front of you has been modified, and the new text which I'm now going to read to you has been the subject of agreement by all the parties involved.

Since the text was discussed in English and 6 is in English, that is the language I'm going to read it to you in, and I apologize in advance.

Paragraph 6.

Shall be posted on the group's website commence from Sector Members on the annual reports prepared by the group in 2011 and 2012.

The second part of this paragraph, these comments shall be posted on the group's website, is deleted.

I repeat, deleted.

So what I just read out to you replaces paragraph 6 as you have it in the document.

In this document 149, Chairman, we also have from Committee 6 a draft revised Resolution 72, this dealing with linking strategic financial and operational planning in ITU.

It's also proposed in this document which as I say is from Committee 5 ‑‑ is to suppress Resolution 134.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Chairman of Committee 4.

I have a request for you, Chairman of Committee 4.

I was reading the translation, and I was reading the French, and then again translating when you were reading in English so, sorry, could you please repeat the English text you were reading, please.

Sorry to ask for this but I got mixed with the translations here, just to have it completely clear, could you read it once again in English, please?

Thank you.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Yes, Chairman.

As I said, it's on page 5, paragraph 6.

The new paragraph 6 reads as follows, in English:

"To Post on the group's website comments from Sector Members on the annual reports prepared by the group in 2011 and 2012."

The second part of the original paragraph, the words, "these comments shall be posted on the group's website," are deleted.

I hope I got through this time, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: It was very, very clear.

Sorry, we're just mixing ‑‑ ever since I was listening to you in French, I was on channel 2, and I was confused with this change.

But thank you, I think it's very clear.

And I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 5 ‑‑ sorry.

I kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 5, please, Mr. Riehl, if you could please give some orientation on the part of the brackets that we have on the text on Article 28, 165.

So please could you give some orientation on the part of the brackets and any other comments that regard all the documents that you have been presenting to Committee 4.

So Switzerland, Chairman of Committee 5, you have the floor.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

Committee 5 received this proposal with brackets, as you can see in the document from Committee 6.

In fact, it's Committee 6 that put in these brackets around the figures 15 and 20, referring to the percent.

I think it's now up to Plenary to make a selection between one percentage and the other.

So 15 or 20, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I will ask the Chairman of Committee 6 to please give us some orientation on these two alternatives.

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

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

Yes, this matter was discussed in Committee 6.

In fact, we had three alternatives, one of which was not agreed.

But we could not agree on 15 or 20.

In fact, the entire Committee was almost split 50/50 on the choice.

I should mention, Chairman, that in the final analysis, it's not a great ‑‑ it's not a large difference, but nonetheless, there was no consensus in Committee 6 on which of these figures to choose.

So unfortunately, I can't give you any more clarification at this point, but as the Chairman of Committee 5 had indicated, it will be up to Plenary to make a choice between these two figures.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

So we are on this proposal of modification to Article 28.

I have Malaysia.

Malaysia is asking for the floor.

You have it.

Malaysia, you have the floor.

Okay, so Iran is asking for the floor.

Iran, please.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

In view of the very heavy agenda that you have, and since this issue relates to the class of contributions of those Member States who contribute more than 3 units up to the 30, perhaps you should opt for the figure which satisfy those categories of Member States.

And simple mathematical exercise indicate that that value would be 20%.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Iran.

Saudi Arabia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you.

Saudi Arabia chooses 20%.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

It seems to me when we're discussing this, there was a majority for 15%.

Mali opts, therefore, for 15%.

Let me take this opportunity to thank and congratulate the Chair of Com 5 for all this hard work.

And the diplomatic and skillful guidance of the debates.

I'd also like to thank the vice Chairs and the Secretariat.

Thank you.

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

Grenada, please.

>> Representative From Spain:  It's not Grenada, it's Spain representing the Member States of the CEPT.

We would be in favor of 20%.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Spain.

Korea?

Korea has the floor.

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

In the consideration of the financial stability of ITU and the flexibility to choose contribution unit of Member States, Republic of Korea on behalf of APT would like to prefer 15% rather than 20%.

However, if there is a preference for the 20% among the Member States, APT would follow the decision.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

That's quite flexible.

Thank you very much.

I see nobody else asking for the floor.

Mali again, I think you have made your statement.

Would you like to make it again, Mali?

You have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Following Korea, I'd like to remind you that in the African groups document, the African group also opted for 15% if we are to speak in terms of group.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

I'm sorry, Senegal?

Senegal is asking for the floor.

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

Senegal for its part supports the proposal of Korea.

This is a justified proposal.

If we look at the problem of a balanced budget and the financial problems encountered by our organization, then a 15% reduction seems to be far more advisable than a 20% reduction.

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

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you very much, distinguished Chairman.

I should like to point out that the countries of the RCC were initially in favor of 15%.

We think that's a compromise between 10 and 20%, because the financial stability of the Union is exceedingly important to us.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Indonesia, please.

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

We re‑confirm the support for the APT proposal of 15%, likewise the African group and with the endorsement of what Russia has stated.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Indonesia.

Burkina Faso, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Burkina Faso:  Chairman, our Delegation supports the proposal of the African group, which is a reduction of 15%.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So I believe we have positions from different parts.

Unfortunately, these are not concurring.

APT is mentioned in some things 20%, Korea mentioned something 20%.

RCC, 15.

The African group is mentioning 15.

Whilst Senegal and Korea could be flexible, 15 to 20.

As you can see, this is clearly divided.

I would like to remind you that the current texts, if we don't get to an agreement, will be the one that could be remaining, and that is the one that is saying, when choosing its class of contribution, a Member State shall not reduce it by more than 2 classes of contribution.

That is the current text.

I will kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 if he could please tell us on this part of the two classes of contribution, which is the closest one to the reference of 15 or 20%.

Chairman of Committee 6, could you tell us where we're standing on we guard to the current text, please?

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

I will pass the microphone to Mr. Barr, please, to give you a response.

>> R. Barr:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Good evening, everyone.

We did do a calculation of the two percentages for Committee 6.

I see we haven't duplicated it here.

It's not a smooth curve, because the current text does not give a smooth curve unfortunately.

At the high end of the scale of existing contributory units, the original proposal from the RCC was almost identical to the current reduction limits, so 15% worked at the top end.

However, at the bottom end, say, lower than 20 contributory units it dropped away not as fast, so below 20 units, 20% is closer to the current existing agreement.

So that really is our problem, that we don't have a smooth curve for either.

And I guess is also leading to the confusion and inability of people to choose, because even mathematically, there isn't one that's preferred over the other, I'm sorry to say, Mr. Chairman. 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I was looking for some objective method, but let's follow a little bit but I'm afraid if we don't have an agreement, then the percentage, I will just propose that we reject this modification.

Grenada?

And keep the text as it is.

Grenada, you have the floor.

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

Earlier, we expressed the preference of the CEPT but having heard the views expressed by our colleagues, the CEPT could accept 15% as a consensual solution as long as we're assured that the rounding ‑‑ excuse me, I'm sorry.

As long as we're assured that there would be a rounding down rather than a rounding up.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Spain.

Thank you, Spain.

And I would now ask Mr. Barr if he could make that clear as to the rounding up or down.

Mr. Barr?

With that clarification, would that be okay?

Is that the case?

Mr. Barr.

>> R. Barr:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Yes, we did discuss that in Committee 6.

We can confirm, we will put in the report of Committee 6.

When it comes to rounding, we will round in favor of contributory unit, rather than in the favor of the Union, if you take that text.

And I believe that's the question.

So we will round down in terms of the number of contributory units ‑‑ round up to make the number of contributory units which are dropped to be the higher mathematically.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Thank you very much to CEPT for that flexibility.

And therefore it seems that we're able to remove the brackets.

Delete 20.

We remove the brackets on 15 and 15 is a consensus document.

Thank you for much for this effort and for this very good compromise.

So this, I think with this position we're able now to approve this modification to Article 28, number 165, as mentioned.

Approved.

I will continue with the documents of Committee 5.

This regards establishment of the Council Working Group on the stable ITU Constitution, one of the things that we have been discussing from the beginning of the conference, another very important issue.

I would kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 5 if you can tell us a little bit more about this document, and we have to take into consideration the note that the Chairman of Committee 4 has already made.

So Chairman of Committee 5, Mr. Riehl, you have the floor, Sir.

Switzerland.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

At this late hour, I shall not take up too much time.

This is a document which took some 20 hours at Com 5 before it was ready.

So between now and 2014 through a Council Working Group, we want to develop a stable Constitution.

As the Chair of Com 4 said, we've made an editorial modification following "consultations" in the Annex to this Resolution as regards terms of reference of the Council Working Group.

You will see in Paragraph 6, the text which was modified after "consultations," which was about comments by Sector Members, so I therefore propose to you, Chairman, that you invite adoption of this document which is the result of a very lengthy amount of work, and of consensus following many discussions.

So please, could you propose it for approval.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much to the Chairman of Committee 5.

As has been said, this is a consensus document that reflects a lot of work.

That is of the highest importance to the Union.

China, you have the floor.

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

Mr. Chairman, concerning Com 5/1, its Annex, I would like to draw the attention of the Chair of the Com 4.

The Chinese version has an error in the 6.6, because in the Chinese version is to inquire idea of Member States instead of Sector Members.

It should be Member States here instead of Member States in Chinese version.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Yes, we're talking about Sector Members.

I think that Committee 4 can deal with this.

I kindly request you, China, to please check with the Chairman of Committee 4 to have the proper translation to the text.

Thank you.

Going back to Page 2 of Document 149, the beginning of Resolution COM5/1, do we have any comment?

There was consensus on this document.

Thank you.

We go to Page 3.

Do we have any comment?

Thank you.

Now we go to Page 4.

Document 149.

No comments, thank you.

Document 5, where we take note of the comments of the Chairman of Committee 4 and Committee 5.

And the request for making the proper adjustments in the translation for the Chinese document, Page 5.

Thank you.

Now we have Page 6 of this document, the last page, one paragraph.

Comments?

Thank you very much.

I'm very happy to say that we're in a position ‑‑ sorry, we were almost in a position but now we have comments from Egypt.

Egypt, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Egypt:  Thank you, Chairman.

Just an editorial note.

In the Arabic text, and if you allow me I will switch to Arabic.

Thank you, Chairman.

There are some errors.

I should like to draw attention of Com 4 to the need to change this in the Arabic version, where it says, "stable Constitution," because the English word "stable" is not correctly translated into Arabic.

The Arabic translation really means "fixed" Constitution rather than stable Constitution.

Please align the Arabic on the English.

On Page 5, it is just made a last‑minute comment.

When we are in number 2 of the terms of reference in page 5 of the English text, the words "without modifying the text of Constitution and Convention," having followed the discussions in this matter, Mr. Chairman, I think the intention is not modifying the text.

Rather, it is without proposing modifications.

Council Working Group is by default they cannot change Constitution and Convention and maybe we can also deal with this editorially to replace the word modifying by "proposing modifications to."

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Well, actually, yes, I believe it's ‑‑ well, they would not even make proposals.

I think they would make some arrangement but I kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 5, Mr. Riehl, could you clarify this issue, please?

Thank you.  

Switzerland?

>> Representative From Switzerland:  Thank you, Chairman.

I couldn't make any comments on the Arabic language of course but as to paragraph 2 of the terms of reference, the proposal from our Egyptian colleague is very wise.

Because of course, the Council Working Group could not modify the text of the Constitution, but only propose modifications, so it is much better to say, "without proposing modifications" as proposed by Egypt, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for the clarification, and we can consider the proposal by Egypt and of course, we request to the Chairman of Committee 4 to make the proper adjustments on the Arabic version.

Iran, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  If you make that modification you need to do the same thing in paragraph 2.2.

Because paragraph 2.2 says "without modifying the text," thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think we can make that adjustment without problems.

It is consistent with number 2 and the rest of the numbers 2.2, 2.1, every one has to be consistent with the major one.

I believe there's no problem with this.

Okay, once again, we have gone through the pages of this document, very important one.

And we are in a position then to approve this as a blue document on the first reading.

Document is approved.

Thank you very much.

I request briefly that you can brief us on resolution 134 which regards number of Member States of Council.

Something that we have been addressing as well from the beginning of The Conference.

Switzerland you have the floor.

I would just keeping resolution 1, sorry, resolution 72.

Just to finish with Committee 5 but as you wish just to avoid any sort of confusion I will go back and go first to resolution 72.

Which is of Committee 6.

Not Committee 5.

This seems to be very straight forward document.

I can request Mr. Gracie to address resolution 72, page 7 of document 149.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

We had referred to resolution 72 in the report of the budget control Committee.

And the modifications to the text of resolution 72 that were directly reflected in the report of that committee.

Chairman, this resolution addresses two distinct issues one as the title clearly indicates, the linkage between strategic financial and operational planning has been the reference point for the development of results‑based budgeting, results‑based management in the ITU.

But the modifications to this resolution at this conference as was the case in Antalya in 2006 addressed the issue of the financial implications of decisions taken by various, conferences, meeting, assemblies of the Union.

What this text tries to do is provide more precision with respect to the procedure involved in trying to estimate as accurately as possible the financial impact of various decisions that would be taken at these conferences.

Chairman, we have provisions of the convention in article 34 of the constitution in various provisions concerning the responsibilities of conferences to estimate as accurately as possible the financial impact of decisions to be made.

Now, we also have as we noted at the beginning of this conference in the general rules the terms of reference of the budget control Committee.

Which had the responsibility or has the responsibility to make such estimates as part of its agreement.

Now, in terms of the modifications, Chairman, I draw your attention to recognizings E, F and G.

Now, what has ‑‑ what was discussed in Committee 6 was that when developing new proposals for conferences, the expected work plan should be discussed with the Secretariat at an early stage so a clear basis for costing the proposal can be identified.

Now, this has never been really done in the past, but what this resolution highlights is that this procedure would facilitate the development of estimates, cost estimates for various decisions that could be taken.

So, it would be the responsibility of those proposing certain actions to be taken by ITU to work with the Secretariat to try to develop an estimate of the cost involved in those proposal.

So you see number F that proposals for new or modified objectives shall, to the greatest extent practicable, be accompanied by information and appropriate work plans that would allow the Secretary‑General or the Directors of the sectors to identify probable cost of such objectives. 

So, this would assist in the whole process of assessing the priorities for inclusion in the relevant strategic and relevant and financial plans when there is a clear indication of the financial implications of adopting any particular proposals.

So, this is the essence of the modification that took place or that was brought to this resolution, and I would like to refer this to you for further consideration, Chairman, thank you.

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

We have this document for approval.

Page 7, document 149.

Resolution 72.

Comments?

Nobody is asking for the floor.

We have a thorough explanation of the document by the Chairman of committee 6.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

Just an editorial, "urges Member States" we think should be after "instructs the Council."

Just change the order because then it would be more in line with the other resolutions.

>> F. Borjon:  I believe this is an editorial change and would like to request the Chairman of Committee 4 if could you help us clarify this.

Chairman of Committee 4, Madam Alajouanine you have the floor.

France.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

For resolutions usually provisions on Member States do precede those concerning the Secretary‑General, et cetera.

So usually the order ‑‑ so basically this order of this resolution is the customary order.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think this is addressing the concern of Mali.

Syria is asking for the floor.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I am on page 8.

Have you reached page 8, Chairman?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Yes, indeed, Syria.

Syria, you have the floor, we are on page 8.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

When I read the text of E, F and G.

When we say that "when developing new proposals for conferences, the expected work plan should be discussed."

Chairman, it's not clear, I have never thought that because here, Chairman, and again in F, the word "objective", Chairman, what we propose to conferences, Chairman, in reality, either new resolutions or modification to resolution.

And there is the strategic plan.

So, I don't understand first what we mean by "modified objectives."

And how could be coordinated with the Secretariat.

Do we anticipate that any proposal should be accompanied by work plan.

And who is going to estimate the cost in F, it's clear that the Secretariat will estimate the cost.

But in E, Chairman, it's not clear who will do the estimation.

So, it's not solving my question when I see that language appearing in the document of the Chairman of Committee 4.

So, Chairman, the 3 E, F and G are not clear to me, Chairman, how a proposal by any should have a work plan, then what we mean by modified objective.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

We're working on new proposal for conferences.

Somebody has any proposal for conferences, expected work plan has to be developed and so on.

If we go to the results of the instructs to the Secretary‑General there's matter, to assist Member States in preparing estimates of the cost of the proposals to all conference and assemblies.

It seems that it's a coherent text we read them.

Any way, probably the Chairman of Committee 6 can help us clarify this issue.

Of this document that is bringing us with consensus from Committee 6 and that's a clean document, Chairman of Committee 6, Canada, you have the floor.

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

The Secretariat can only make estimates if a proposal is accompanied by a work plan.

So, what this is suggesting is that those who have proposals for certain actions to be taken by ITU that in order to provide some substance to the financial implications of whatever that proposal is, that an accompanied work plan needs to be produced.

So on the basis of the work plan, the Secretariat can assist in assessing the financial implications that's the indication in number E.

Now, if you read number F carefully, it indicates "that proposals for new or modified objectives", I think all that means is that perhaps you could even use the word "actions" to be undertaken.

Should be accompanied by information and appropriate work plans so that this would assist in clarifying the financial impact of those proposals that are being put forward.

All this is trying to do, Chairman, is to underline the process which would assist in ‑‑ would assist the budget control Committee, would assist the conference in assessing the financial impact of decisions that were about to be made.

This could help in the long run, Chairman, particularly in the context of establishing a financial plan and in assessing the decisions on the basis of what the financial possibilities are within biennial budgets or within the financial plan itself.

So, that's all that's being proposed here, Chairman.

I think the text is clear and that it would be beneficial in the long run to enable us in the future to be able to better estimate the cost implications of decisions to be made.

Thank you.

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

Indonesia, is asking for the floor.

You have it.

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

The intention of this modified resolution 72 is, of course, to improve the works of the Union.

At the other end, if there are no clear details in how to come up with the estimates this would lead to difficult works, for instance, for the budget Committee.

Further, Mr. Chairman, this deimplementation of this resolution of 72, we are a little bit concerned that if there are no facilitating factors from one side it could suppress ideas of coming up with projects or resolutions which could lead for the best interest of the Union.

So, Mr. Chairman, we don't have specific objection to this resolution, but members should take account that the other way of facilitating the growth of the union should also be considered aside from controlling its expenses, which of course is also very important.

But most important is that the bottom‑up approach for the financing should also be facilitated.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Saudi Arabia, you have the floor.

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

As distinguished delegate of Syria has made clear there are some expressions which are less than clear that have been used in this document and these terms or phrases could conceivably in the future limit us in our ability to submit proposals to conferences, particularly developing countries.

Since the estimating of costs the preparation of a work plan, all of that, has ‑‑ represents an expenses a cost.

We believe that we should amend the language in order to avoid stopping developing countries from submitting such proposals.

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

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

Senegal entirely agrees with Indonesia and perceives difficulties in this proposal while Indonesia sees difficulties for those who prepare the budget.

In our view these difficulties concern rather those who are making the proposals.

We believe like Saudi Arabia, that this could serve as an obstacle to those wishing to make proposals believe that the programming of the activities which should lead to the making of a proposal is not easy for everyone to undertake, requires some expertise.

Very often if one does not have such an expertise, very good ideas cannot be proposed or taken forward.

We could perhaps ask that it be sent at an earlier stage, but it is up to the Secretariat to find the necessary skills in order to ensure that the proposal can be implemented, the implementation of a proposal from the Member States.

That plan could be evaluated in order to determine its cost.

But I believe that this exercise is not something that everybody is able to do and certainly our own countries might find that this was a handicap and might in fact block the proposal of things which are of interest to those countries and indeed, of use to the union.

So, I think we need to draft this to make it clear that this work should be undertaken by experts within the Secretariat.

>> F. Borjón: Mr. Gracie, Canada, you have the floor.

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

First of all, Chairman, I'd like to remind the conference of the provisions of Article 34 of the convention, concerning the financial responsibilities of conferences.

Which states in part, that the conference of the Union shall take account of all the Union's budgetary provisions with a view to ensuring that they will not result in expenses beyond the credits which the Council is empowered to authorize.

And perhaps more importantly, that no decision of a conference be put in to affect if it will result in a director indirect increase in expenses beyond the credits that Council is empowered to authorize.

So, Chairman, this is the context within which this new language has been drafted.

Perhaps I might suggest that in E, rather than use the word "work plan" we use the term "level of activity."

So the expected level of activity should be discussed with the Secretariat.

The onus on the Secretariat to help to identify the financial implications of any proposal that's put forward.

Now, I do agree that perhaps in F, the word "objectives" is somewhat ambiguous, as I had suggested earlier perhaps the word "actions" should be replaced ‑‑ should replace the word "objectives."

So that it is clear and we have used the words "to the greatest extent practicable" so it's not an absolute requirement that all proposals be accompanied by their financial impacts, but this is simply to try to assist in reaching the objectives outline the in Article 34 of the Convention.

So, that is the aim of this modification, it's only objective to try to assist future conferences in assessing the financial impact of decisions that would be made at those conferences.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I will kindly request the floor, I think some people are asking for the floor.

Let's see if we can ‑‑ with the proposals that are made by the Chairman of Committee 6, we are able to move in this document.

We have four requests from the floor.

Iran, Uganda, Australia and Syria.

Please, if we can comment on the proposals of Committee 6 if you believe that this could help us in moving forward.

And Spain.

Iran, you have the floor.

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

Yes, we agree with the proposal of the Chairman of Committee 6 that on E, first line instead of "the expected work plan" we say, "the level of expected activities."

And then add, should ‑‑ after should, "to the extent practicable be discussed."

We just add that qualification for item E.

For F, Chairman, we agree with other colleague, is that the modified objective or even what proposed by Committee 6 Chairman, may not address the issue, perhaps we should modify F to read, to this effect, appropriate information shall to the extent practicable again, be provided and read the rest, in order to allow the Secretary‑General or director of the bureau to identify the probable cost of such objectives.

We take out this new, modified objectives or action plan which, to this effect appropriate information shall to the extent Practicable be allow to read the rest of the sentence from second line, Secretary‑General and director, Chairman.

This may help to the colleagues the problem ‑‑ provided it make it possible for developing country to make the proposals.

Currently may provide some difficult and obstacle to them.

But if you put the ‑‑ to the extent practicable that may facilitate.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: We have this proposal made by Iran, I hope we don't turn this in to a drafting group.

Because otherwise will have just to move on from this.

Uganda, you have the floor.

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

Mr. Chairman, the spirit of the proposed proposals is good, but, Chairman, as Senegal observed it is going to be a challenge to some of us who may not have the expertise to prepare proposals according to the new format.

I can imagine a lot of our proposals being rejected because they don't comply to the proposal format.

I think Iran was trying to address the matter, but, chair, it would appear that we visit the new provisions because minimal proposals may not comply to the preferred format.

I thank you.

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

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

We support the proposed resolution and we would also like to support the comments made by the chair of the Committee 6.

We support the thrust of the statement made by our distinguished colleague from Iran.

And would like to suggest that perhaps we could undertake further discussions on this particular text off line if that's okay.

Otherwise I have couple amendments I would like to suggest, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think that's the way that we will be proceeding ever since there are some proposals.

But there could be discussion of the text.

Basically proposal now is that I will invite Syria, Indonesia ‑‑ Syria, Indonesia, sorry, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Uganda, Iran and Australia probably with Spain to get together with the Chairman of Committee 6 to see if we are able to produce something that addresses all of the concerns that have been made because clearly we don't have a consensus on this matter for the moment.

Syria.

Fast, thank you.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We could follow willingly your proposal.

Chairman, this proposal was put to Hyderabad, we refuse it.

Expecting this ‑‑ sorry, I am speaking on behalf of the Arab states.

Also, refuse it.

We have been acting and proposing many proposal Chairman and conferences were able, already conferences without exception, Chairman, were able to estimate the cost of the proposals.

The Secretariat of The Conference with the help of the Financial Committee was able to estimate the cost, Chairman.

Because when you ask for a plan and now ‑‑ A, E, F, G, Chairman, are new elements which have ‑‑ we have difficulty in understanding how we could do the job and in order to find a good reasonable solution, Chairman, we would be happy with your proposal and we could work with this small group to find a better language, Chairman, with clear indication what this means and for those countries who are unable to put any financial estimation, Chairman, this is not something that they could prevent them from making the proposal.

So we agree to your proposal, Chairman to, create this group chaired by the Chairman of Committee 6 or by Australia or whatever you like.

And try to find an acceptable solution.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

As we're saying I believe we hopefully can get back to this document after discussions and this group that will be headed by the Chairman of Committee 6.

One suggestion, maybe it's a good idea if we can focus to the resolves then work backwards.

Try to get as much possible progress as we can on this existing resolution.

We have to move forward and we have the proposal for suppression of resolution 134.

Had to do with number of Member States of the Council.

As I was mentioning as you know this number has changed from 46 to 48.

But maybe the Chairman of Committee 5 can make us a brief comment on this matter.

Chairman much Committee 5, please, you have the floor. 

>> Mr. F. Riehl:  As you have just stated this resolution has been implemented since we now have a new resolution which was adopted at the outset of this Plenary so resolution 14 no longer has any reason for existence and can be pressed.

>> F. Borjón: Consistent with our previous work, I don't see any problem.

Does anybody have a comment here?

No.

First reading we're suppressing resolution 134.

Approved.

Going fast to the pink documents.

We are in document 150.

Kindly request the Committee of Chairman 4 we have seen this document before.

Chairman of Committee 4 could you make a comment on this document.

Madam Alajouanine?

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

Document 150 contains the modification to resolution 71.

And this document is submitted to the Plenary for your approval at second reading.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

As we did last time I think there was some slight arrangements from our first reading.

You have the document in front of you.

We discussed the document yesterday.

We were looking at this document as a bloc, as a whole.

This reflects a lot of work from the Council working group on the strategic plan.

Now this is a pink document.

Revised version so kindly request your approval on this document if there are no comments?

I see no one asking for the floor.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We totally agreed with your proposal and we agree to this document, Chairman.

However we made comments yesterday when we dealt with this and we were waiting now to when you come to the minutes of the Plenary to see if this is reflected, Chairman.

By Syria, when we adopted this plan, Chairman.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We take note.

Somebody else?

I think we're in position to approve resolution 71 regards strategic plan for the Union.

Approved.

We now move to document 151.

Madam Alajouanine, would you like to make a comment on this, Committee 4?

France?

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

No particular observations to make regarding this document, resolution 70 which I submit to Plenary for a second reading for your approval.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much to the Chairman of Committee 4.

This is the document that's presented as pink document on second reading.

We reviewed this document yesterday.

My knowledge there were no comments.

I kindly request your approval for this matter.

Do we have any comments?

The whole document.

Resolution 70.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Resolution 70 is approved on second reading.

Approved.

We move to document 152.

Regards several resolutions.

And suppressions.

I kindly request Madam Alajouanine from Committee 4 to please address these documents.

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Document 152 contains a number of modified resolutions submitted for approval at the second reading.

And the suppression of a number of decisions and resolutions.

I think it serves no purpose to reread the numbers of these decisions and resolutions.

>> F. Borjón: Just for clarification, I will go document by document.

I kindly request your approval for resolution 126, we're on the second reading of this document.

Pages 1 and 2 of document 152.

Any comment?

We are approving the modification of resolution 156 on second reading.

Approved.

Now we have modification to resolution 152.

On second reading.

Pages 3, 4 and 5.

Of document 152.

Kindly request your approval for this document on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

We approve modification of resolution 152 on second reading.

Approved.

Now we have several suppressions to different documents.

This is decision 6, decision 10, resolution 52, resolution 88, resolution 107, resolution 110.

Kindly request your support, your approval in order to suppress these documents.

Anybody has a comment?

No one is asking for the floor.

We will proceed on second reading with the suppression of decision 6, decision 10, resolution 52, resolution 88, resolution 107, resolution 110.

Thank you.

We go now to the fifth series of texts submitted by editorial Committee to the Plenary meeting.

This is document 158.

Madam Alajouanine, as usual, Chairman of Committee 4 I kindly request your presentation for this document.

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

Document 158 contains documents submitted for a second reading, modification of 207 of the specific rules of procedure of the general rules of conferences assemblies and meetings much the Union.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Chairman much Committee 4.

As has been said we have already been applying this procedure.

We applied during the elections, this is for your approval on second reading on modification of the general rules of conferences, assemblies and meetings of the Union.

Chapter III.

No. 34, article 34, number 207.

I kindly request your approval for this.

I see no one asking for the floor.

So, we approve this modification to 207 article 34 chapter III of general rules of conferences.

Approved.

We go to resolution PLEN/1.

Regarding the allocation seats of Council Member States.

Once again we have been applying this and would like to know if we can have the approval of this document.

Somebody has a comment, seeks approval on second reading.

This is a pink document.

No one is cog for the floor.

No one is asking for the floor.

Allocation ‑‑ resolution PLEN/1 is approved.

We move to the sixth series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee.

This is document 159.

I think my glasses are failing.

Document 159 Madam Alajouanine, I kindly request your explanation of these documents if may.

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

Thank you.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Document 159 has three proposals for second reading.

New resolution Com 6/1 regarding admission of universities to the work of the Union and here I should indicate that at the very end of the document I have the English text before me.

I ‑‑ where the ‑‑ instruct the Secretary‑General and the Director of the three bureau at the very end of this resolution we should delete the phrase "as soon as possible."

We had forgotten to delete the phrase at the very end of the document "as soon as possible".

There are two modifications, two resolutions, 143 and 154.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: We have this clarification, this regards resolution Com 6/1.

New resolution.

As has been said, the last phrase that says on instructs the Secretary‑General and the directors of the three bureaux we are deleting the phrase "as soon as possible" as you may recall this was agreed yesterday, I believe there is no doubt about it.

With that clarification I request your approval for resolution Com 6/1.

Comments.

Nobody is asking for the floor.

We this clarification made by the Chairman of Committee 4 we were able to approve on second reading resolution Com 6/1.

Approved.

We have resolution 143, this is once again very straight forward document.

We revised it yesterday.

Some modification to existing resolution, I kindly request your support for the approval of this modification.

Comments.

Nobody is asking for the floor.

We're in a position to approve resolution, modification to resolution 143 on second reading.

Approved.

We have resolution 154 regarding the use of the six official languages of the Union.

This document was presented for first reading already as you know.

We have it now for second reading as a pink document.

I kindly request your support in order to approve this modification to resolution 154.

Any comment?

Syria, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  I apologize to you, Chairman, I should have made that proposal yesterday, Chairman.

Because this resolution has close relation to another resolution adopted already which is resolution ‑‑ document, Chairman.

I would be kindly asking if you could put recalling A, B, C then add D.

Put the resolution we have adopted already now about the publication, Chairman.

Because this resolution has direct relation with this resolution adopted by this conference, Chairman.

64 or 66, I apologize, I am so tired that I don't recall exactly the number.

It's either 66 or 64, it was presented by Committee 4 and approved by your meeting, Chairman, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I believe document is resolution 66.

I think we can make that change without any problem regards publication.

This resolution regards use of the six official languages.

We are only putting a D under "recalling" this is resolution 106.

I think we can make this change without any other comment, this is just for consistency of the document, I believe.

Do we have any other comment on this matter?

Otherwise I will request your approval with this modification as proposed by Syria.

We will make the proper arrangements on the document.

Do we have any other comment?

There for we are in approve resolution 154 with this note of putting little "D" on resolution 66.

Approved.

We go now to the seventh series of documents.

We're finishing item number 3 of the agenda.

Kindly request the Chairman of Committee 4 to please introduce this document, Chairman of Committee 4 you have the floor.

>> M.-T. Alajouanine: Thank you, Chairman.

Document 160 contains a number of texts submitted to your Plenary session for approval in second reading.

The revisions of resolution 131, 135, 137 and 139.

The document also contains suppressions, suppression of decision 9 and of resolutions 67, 141, 142 and 149.

Thank you, Chairman. 

>> F. Borjón: We have resolution 131 on information and communication technology index.

This modification to modification to existing resolution.

Resolution 131.

Kindly request your approval for this modification.

Comments.

I see no one is asking for the floor.

We are in position of approving resolution 131.

Approved.

We move to modification to resolution 135. 

We revised this document yesterday.

I believe we're now in a position to approve it.

I kindly request your approval to this document.

Modification to resolution 135.

Comments.

No one is asking for the floor.

There for we are in a position to approve modification to resolution 135.

On second reading.

Approved.

We continue with resolution 137, modification to existing resolution, we had this document put in pink, this is second reading.

Kindly request your approval for this modification. 

Anybody have a comment? 

I see no one asking for the floor.

Document is approved.

We to go resolution 139.

Modification once again to existing resolution.

This is put on second reading, I'm submitting this for the approval of the assembly.

Do we have any comment?

No one is cog for the floor.

Therefore, we are able to approve this modification resolution 139 on second reading.

Approved.

Now we have some decisions, resolution ‑‑ decision 9, resolution 67, resolution 141, resolution 142, resolution 149.

However I'd like to maybe recall these on Chairman of Committee 4.

I believe that we postponed the discussion on resolution 67, 142 and 147 ‑‑ sorry, 149 yesterday.

Maybe you can clarify because I believe we were not able to discuss this because we were waiting for the input of the working group of the Plenary.

In the meantime, while we clarified this, I will put to your consideration the suppression of decision 9.

Syria.

You have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Regarding resolution 76 ‑‑ 67, 142, 149.

We support the deletion because we have discussed the issue at the working group and we find a solution, Chairman, and satisfying those who have accepted to suppress this resolution conditionally, Chairman.

The treatment by the working group was fine and speaking on behalf of the Arab states to this issue, so we could delete 67 ‑‑ 142, 149.

Regarding 141, Chairman, we have been told that a solution was found by the Secretariat to refer to that issue also allowing the Secretary‑General to invite any stakeholders in the activities related to the World Summit.

So would could consider now that we could suppress 67, 141, 142, 149 without any difficulty, Chairman.

There is no need for another reading because this should be considered the first and second reading.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria, I appreciate your proposal.

As we resolved yesterday on the matter of this comments to 141 I think the issue was addressed yesterday.

Yes, indeed.

Thanks for the comment, thanks for the input of the work that has been done on regards to terminology and definitions, I'm very happy to hear that.

I kindly request first ‑‑ we're approving then the suppression of resolution 67, 142 and 149.

First reading, if I may, we can also be considering this to be the second reading, unless somebody wants to make clarification on this matter.

We're putting decision 9, resolution 67, resolution 141, resolution 142 and resolution 149 for approval.

Iran is asking for the floor, you have it.

>> Representative From Iran.

Thank you, Chairman, for the reason that I have provided yesterday, I don't want to repeat for the sake of time we have no problem with the suppression of resolution 67 provided that in the minute of this Plenary it will be recorded that any changes accepted by a conference to definition which are in the annex to the constitution and The Convention in Geneva, 1992, should be submitted by Secretary‑General to the Council for subsequent transmission to Plenipotentiary Conference.

Just how this definition, if it is changed by the radio conference should be submitted to the Council to the Pp.

Most simplest course of approach should not have any impact on the deletion of resolution 67.

The text is in the instruct Secretary‑General of the current resolution 67.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Sweden.

>> Representative From Sweden:  Sweden can support the proposal from Iran.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We take note for the minutes.

I see nobody is asking for the floor.

This matter of suppression we'll understand that we are having the two readings regarding resolution 67, resolution 142, 149.

Yesterday we did first reading on decision 141 of the suppression.

Just in order to have the proper procedure being addressed.

Nobody else is asking for the floor.

We have taken note of the comments made.

Therefore, we're able to suppress decision 9, resolution 67 ‑‑ suppress resolution 67, suppress resolution 141, suppress resolution 142 and suppress resolution 149.

Approved.

We're finishing with this documents we have to say we have done the work of item 3 of the agenda.

I kindly propose to have a short break in order for us to breathe a little bit and stretch our legs just for some moments.

Thank you.

We'll be back in 15 minutes.

By the way the coffee bar is open at the cybercafe.

If anybody wants to have a coffee break is able to do so maybe water break or something like that.

Thank you.

[ Coffee Break ]

>> F. Borjón: Sorry about this.

We're resuming now the Plenary work.

And I have to tell you that there's some very constructive work on the matter of the proposals of the work of the conference.

I have left that room for a moment.

Secretary‑General is continuing with negotiations.

However, considering your time, we could maybe ‑‑ sorry, we could be able to advance in some other matters while this work is progressing.

Hopefully we'll get some news in a short time.

But just in order to make the best use of time, I've been informed by the Chairman of Committee 6 and Mr. Barr from the Secretariat that we seem to have an agreement on the Resolution 72.

So you can bear with me, we are once again on document 149, this is document 149.

The 13th series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee.

We have just had a very good discussion on the matter of Resolution 72.

Yeah.

And now we'd like to go back to this because it seems that we have a consensus, so I will kindly ask Mr. Barr or the Chairman of Committee 6, who are working very much together in a very good fashion, I shall add.

They informed me that they have this consensus.

So please, Chairman of Committee 6, if you can tell us of your text that has been agreed on this document 149, 149.

We're on Page 7 that regards Resolution 72.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

Chairman, I should tell you, we're not able to consult everyone, but for those that we did consult, I believe that the text that Mr. Arasteh had proposed in this particular area of Resolution 72 under the "recognizing," seems to have been agreed by all those we were able to speak to.

I would draw your attention to number E.

Now, it would now read, that when developing new proposals for conferences, the expected level of activities should, to the expect practicable be discussed with the Secretariat at an early stage so that a clear basis for costing the proposal can be identified.

That would be number E.

For number F, it would begin, "to this extent, comma, appropriate actions shall," and then "to the greatest degree practicable, be provided that would allow the Secretary‑General/directors to identify the probable costs of such actions."

So that would be the proposal, Chairman.

Hopefully that will have the agreement of everyone who is concerned about this text.

Thank you, Chairman.

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

I think that there have been some consultations on this matter during the break.

So Syria.

Syria is asking for the floor.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Unfortunately, we have not had time to discuss these issues.

Our difficulty, Chairman, is not only this, is the relation of the Secretariat, because as you know now, the proposal is coming to the conferences or meetings.

Now there is a proposal by Bulgaria and Canada on a limit.

We would be happy if the issue would be limited to inject some materials in the proposals, but to say, and we would be happy if you have a form of this, or an Annex which shows what would be the proposal, what the proposal can contain, Chairman.

Because to say the Secretariat, it means we're supposed to start working electronically with the Secretariat on the proposal, tell them something.

So Chairman, we need the practical solution, the practical solution could be that proposals coming to the conference should include, and then we said some feasible and so on, some elements, which will help the Secretariat later to evaluate, but we need this, when you say work plan, nobody have identified what you mean by work plan.

When the Resolution started to be implemented or what, and so on.

So, Chairman, we don't think we have a good solution now to that, and we hope ‑‑ because I discussed with Mr. Gracie and we agreed that we'll meet tomorrow to discuss this issue.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Saudi Arabia, please. 

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you, Chairman, we support the statement by the delegate of Syria. 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

And nevertheless, it seems that good progress has been made.

I think that the phrase ‑‑ I mean, that the reference to a work plan has already been eliminated.

I'd really like to put that to your attention.

Some of the more probably practical language has been addressed, expected level of activities.

However, I believe that adding the text that was proposed by Iran on the matter of establishing to the extent practicable is really opening a very broad route for this matter.

I think that the spirit of this Resolution is really on assessing the costs and trying to be moving forward in the more precise work, but the part of establishing that this is to the extent practicable means, my understanding, that if somebody's not able to really fulfill whatever concerns there are, this is not to be understood as a limitation.

I think this is opening the door for the good work to be moving to a more cost‑based approach on addressing proposals.

We're not establishing any straightjacket.

This is open, this is broad.

I really would like to call your attention to this.

I believe that we could be able to go through the document of Committee 6, once again, because work plan is no longer there.

It's level of activities, expected level of activities.

The words to the extent practicable I have to insist a little bit are really opening a broad door to be assessing these issues, and as well on the left.

Once again, we have this phrase "to the extent applicable," so once again, it's opening doors to try to make the work move forward on this matter.

I don't believe that it's really putting limitations on proposals.

This is a comment I wanted to make.

New Zealand, you have the floor.

>> Representative From New Zealand:  Thank you, Chair.

This proposal, in part, came from an APT proposal which was worked on with Europe and indeed some representation from the Americas.

Chairman, we support your interpretation.

We believe you've clearly expressed the view that this is not a limiting or a mandating type thing.

What it the does is it allows proposals to be considered carefully so the Secretariat can provide costings to help us all make better decisions.

Chairman, we support your views and believe the proposal as stated is satisfactory.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, New Zealand.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

I just wish to ask you whether the Chair of Com 6 could read the text again at dictation speed so we can note it.

>> F. Borjón: I think that was quite a good clarification, and maybe that's the reason we're getting a little bit of confusion.

So I will kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 6 that we can go through the text once again, slowly and maybe repeating sometimes, so everybody's able to get the proper message.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

Thank you.

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

So again, Chairman, we're in the "recognizing" part of this Resolution.

And the first sentence is recognizing E.

And I'll read at dictation speed.

Now, the first part of this sentence remains as it was originally drafted, that is, "that, when developing new proposals for conferences, the expected," and then we add new text.

So it would read, "the expected level of activities should, to the extent practicable, be discussed," and then the remainder of the text remains as it was originally drafted.

So again, I'll read it in its entirety.

"That, when developing new proposals for conferences, the expected level of activities should, to the extent practicable, be discussed with the Secretariat at an early stage so that a clear basis for costing the proposal can be identified."

So that is the text for "recognizing" E.

>> F. Borjón: Just sorry to interrupt you.

You're clearly deleting the reference to "work plan," just to emphasize.

Sorry to interrupt, Mr. Gracie.

Carry on, please.

>> B. Gracie: Yes, that's correct, Mr. Chairman.

So we delete the words work plan and should.

So in number F, it begins, "to this extent, appropriate actions shall, to the greatest degree practicable, be provided that would allow the Secretary‑General/Directors to identify the probable costs of such actions."

Now I'll read it again, Chairman.

So the F would begin, "to this extent, appropriate actions shall, to the greatest degree practicable, be provided that would allow the Secretary‑General/Directors to identify the probable costs of such actions."

So, Chairman, again I should point out that the objective of this language is to fulfill the texts that appear in Article 34 of the Convention concerning the financial responsibilities of conferences.

This is simply an effort to try to be more accurate in the future in trying to predict the financial implications of proposals that are put forward.

So I believe that with the words "to the extent practicable" would indicate that there's no expectation that all countries would be in a position to do this work themselves.

And this is why there is a reference to the Secretariat.

They would contact the Secretariat.

The Secretariat would assist in providing the necessary financial information so that that information can be conveyed to the conferences.

Then again, it's simply to try to fulfill the objectives outlined in Article 34 of the Convention.

Thank you, Chairman.

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

Iran is asking for the floor.

Iran, please.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

I never could compete with the British Canadian pure English of Mr. Gracie, but I said "appropriate information to be provided," but not action.

In my poor English, I don't think that we can provide action.

We provide information, but not action.

So to this extent, "appropriate information," and then he read, "shall, to the extent practicable, be provided."

If it's still causing a problem I could replace the word shall by should, saying that to this extent, appropriate information should, to the extent practicable, be provided to allow Secretary‑General/directors, and I would add directors of the Bureau, with X at the end, so on and so forth.

Is just to remove the difficulties and problem because we're at the beginning of the process.

Perhaps we should go step by step and replace the word "shall" by "should."

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for clarifying and this is not an English speaker who is speaking.

I understand the change from using shall to should is very important.

Shall is mandatory.

Should is happening possibility.

So I think it's quite relevant and I would agree with the comment from Iran on the matter of providing appropriate information rather than action.

That might be a little bit confusing.

Chairman of Committee 6, please, could you comment on this, please, Sir?

Canada?

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

Yes indeed, Chairman, I could fully support the comments made by Mr. Arasteh.

I think that's a practical approach to this.

Shall as you mentioned is a mandatory expression.

I would fully support the idea of using the word "should."

So I think that Mr. Arasteh offered a constructive proposal and we would support it.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, this relation with the Secretariat, we don't agree to it at the beginning.

We could agree with the second part, that Mr. Arasteh now have put a language for and this should be the only language.

Chairman, we discussed that at length in Hyderabad because the same proposal prepared for Hyderabad, Arab States, African states, and other developing countries refused that.

Now I have heard that APT plus Europe, this was an original Europe proposal, Chairman.

We refused it at Johannesburg.

We refused it at Hyderabad.

So now, Chairman, we could agree to a trial as it has been proposed by Mr. Arasteh but only one element, that this proposal should contain to the maximum possible informations on any financial implications or something like that, Chairman.

We would be expecting that the general Secretariat would work 34 Chairman is applicable for years.

If a Committee is not able to evaluate and find the cost, Chairman, I remember that in already conferences without exception, all Resolutions were able to be evaluated by the financial Committee, reflecting the cost of the proposal, Chairman.

And there was no difficulty whatsoever.

And not to make it a burden on the developing countries, we could agree to the proposal, but not to have three elements.

Only one single element, Chairman, which invites those proposing, and then we continue the language of Mr. Arasteh proposed.

A single item, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I'm not very clear on what you mean a single item.

I believe that the reference to Secretariat is to provide a clear indication of who can provide assistance.

Once again, this is not compulsory.

This is a "should," and this below is a "should," so it's a proposal.

This is just in order to make more accurate expectations on the budget that will be needed.

And I think we are seeing a very restrictive situation on the financial part.

So it seems while we're looking for measures to achieve a better exercise of the budget, we need, as well, to be assessing this as a possible way to progressively be getting to a better exercise of the budget, and that begins with a clear perspective of it.

So I think, I'm not very clear on what you mean with one element on that part, and we're opening it with a should.

However, Saudi Arabia is asking for the floor.

Please, you have it.

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

In the first paragraph, where we speak to the possibility of discussing this with the Secretariat, the proposals of the Member States would be discussed with the Secretariat, and the Secretariat will express a view as to the proposals of the Member States.

And to my knowledge, this is not a practice at the ITU.

On the second point, reference is made to "information."

What information are we talking about?

Is this specific, precise information?

There are elements of this language which are not clear.

I would ask Plenary to specify the information that will be asked of the Member States.

In order to allow the Member States to introduce such information.

And to allow the Member State to identify such information as they are unable to present.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Saudi Arabia, for these comments.

I believe we're making good progress on this text, but we probably need to work a little bit more on it, probably, well, considering what you have mentioned, Saudi Arabia, trying to be more clear in these matters, if needed.

I have to insist that this is opening possibilities, so I would kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 and all the interested parties to please come back again, concur, maybe as early ‑‑ we have another Plenary tomorrow, so I think ‑‑ I hope you will be able to talk about this very important issue.

Again, I'll invite, I see Mali, Iran.

We have heard from New Zealand, we have heard from Syria, and Saudi Arabia, please join the Chairman of Committee 6.

And I'm sure you will get to a final document.

I think this has been very constructive but I'm afraid we can't keep on drafting the whole night and we don't have it.

So let's move on.

As I mentioned, for the moment, we will be going to Item Number 5.

Item Number 5 regards the approval of minutes.

These are presented in document PP10/95, PP10, that's the first Plenary meeting.

Second Plenary meeting is PP10/97.

Third Plenary meeting is PP10/102.

Fourth Plenary meeting is PP10/103.

The fifth Plenary meeting is PP10/106.

I kindly invite you to approve these minutes.

So we are in Item Number 5 of the agenda.

Syria is requesting for the floor.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Sorry, Chairman, I requested the floor because you nominate certain names that we're ready to work with the Chairman of the Committee 4 but you forget our colleague from Africa so you should invite them to join us also, Chairman, because this was a common position by both of us, Arab group and African group and other developing countries, Chairman, at Hyderabad.

So we would be kind enough that Mr. Bruce Gracie get those who have at least invite some of the colleagues of Africa to his meeting tomorrow when we are going to craft a possible such convenient text, Chairman.

Now, this was my comment, not on this issue, Chairman.

Yes, we have five Plenaries, already minutes of fifth Plenary, so go ahead, Chairman, with your plan.

Thank you.

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

Yes, you're absolutely right.

I don't mean in any way to be restrictive to this group.

I think that there have been many interesting comments previously by different countries.

I remember some of them:  Mali, Senegal and some others, as well as Australia.

Of course, I invite them all.

Of course, Saudi Arabia has been very active on this discussion, this debate.

I am not being in any way restrictive in this sort of invitation.

However, I'm just trying to see what were the people who are participating the latest debate but by no means I have the intention of being restrictive.

Thank you, so with that clarification I think we can move on.

Saudi Arabia is asking for the floor.

Please, you have it.

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

As to the minutes of these sessions of Plenary, I would ask the editorial Committee where the Arabic version of these minutes is concerned, and the names of the persons referred to, these names were provided in Arabic, and were properly spelled in Arabic, so I would ask the editorial Committee to please check those names and reproduce them as they were originally submitted in Arabic.

Thank you.

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

I think editorial Committee has taken note of your request, and I will kindly request from you, as well, if you can help us, maybe we can use some help with the Committee so we can properly address your concerns, your proposals.

Thank you.

Iran is asking for the floor.

You have it.

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

In order to save the time, it has been the usual practice in all other Plenipotentiary Conferences if a specific Delegation reading these minutes of sessions found that there is a need to reflect what he has said, he may be authorized to contact the Secretariat for any suggestions.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Indeed, Iran.

With these general comments, I will first invite you to ‑‑ sorry, before that, Syria, you have the floor, Sir.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I was waiting for the red to appear, Chairman.

Thank you, I support Iran.

It's quite logic Chairman, and Syria have no comment on all the five Plenary meetings, Chairman.

Thank you.

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

Syria.

Then again, I will invite you to approve the first Plenary meeting, this is document PP10/95.

With the clarifications made by Iran and Syria.

Thank you.

So we are approving the first Plenary meeting.

Now we go to the second Plenary meeting, PP10/97.

I request your approval.

Thank you.

Document is approved.

Now we have document PP10/102.

This is the minutes of the third Plenary meeting.

Do we have any comment?

Thank you.

Approved.

We have now the fourth Plenary meeting minutes, that would be document PP10/103.

I submit these for your approval.

No one's asking for the floor.

Thank you.

Fourth Plenary meeting PP10/103, approved.

And we have the fifth Plenary meeting minutes, PP10/106.

Submitted for your approval.

No one's asking for the floor.

So we're approving then this document PP10/106, approved.

I'm afraid I will have to ask for another break to see how are the discussions progressing on Item Number 4.

I hope this will be a short one.

The night is progressing.

We have progressed a lot with all of your comments and cooperation.

In the meantime, maybe you can get together with Committee 6 with the Chairman of Committee 6, and I have to come back.

I apologize for this need of a break but I believe it's absolutely necessary to continue with this very important matter of Item Number 4.

So we'll break for a moment.

[ Brief break ] 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for being here.

Some people have left the room.

Thank you very much for your patience, for your good manners on being here and bearing with all of us on this long day of work.

We have made very good progress today, and now we're going to Item Number 4, a little bit late at night.

It's a proposal for the work of the conference.

We have document ARB/16A2C4/42.

Document ARB/16A2/47.

I would kindly request the Secretary‑General please inform us on the matter of the progress that we are able to share with you on this matter.

So Secretary‑General, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I regret to tell you that we've been discussing all day today on those two documents, 42 and 47.

42, which is resolution 99, status of Palestine, and on this document, Mr. Chairman, we are very close to finding an agreement, but unfortunately, at the last minute, things did not work out.

I'm really a little bit frustrated because it was really very close to reaching with just one word that was between us, and I would like to say that unfortunately, I didn't get the agreement from ‑‑ on this document, so, Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that this document be postponed for tomorrow again.

And same for document 47.

That is Resolution 125.

I also see that there is a lot of distance between the two parties.

I very much regret that we are doing all these things on the basis of the original document by the Arab group.

There were a lot of concerns from the Israeli part, which we tried to solve, and the Arab groups have agreed on the last three points, the last three points were a problem were agreed, two of them were agreed by the Arab groups.

One was not.

And we could not have any how do you call it, agreement from the Israeli side on it.

So I'm really a little bit disappointed that we didn't reach a point.

But at least it's not a failure.

I would say that a failure is a failure to try.

So we did try and I will continue to try it again tomorrow.

At this juncture since it's a late hour and the interpreters are really tired, I suggest that we only visit the document 75, if that can be presented and any mileage that can be gained on that so that we save time for tomorrow.

Thank you, Chairman.

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

I believe that the parties have been very flexible trying to reach an agreement.

I think that maybe as we say, maybe we can sleep on it.

Maybe we can try to reach more consensus tomorrow.

Once again, positions are very, very close here.

I believe that every one of the parties is really putting on their part, putting very much, being very constructive, and I will encourage you to carry on with this work.

I think just because we have some small difference, I believe we will be able to solve it, I'm very sure of it.

I see a lot of progress on this matter, and I'm sure that with the help of the Secretary‑General and the very good will that all the parties have shown, this will be possible.

However, for the moment, it seems that we will need to postpone this discussion, hopefully not discussion.

I believe we are very close to a compromise document.

We could be sharing these with you tomorrow with the commitment of every one of the parties that participated.

Thank you, and thank you for being here.

We have as proposed we have document 75, ARB/16A6/75.

Due to the hour where we are, I think we will request from Lebanon, if possible, or from the Arab States, the Arab States.

Lebanon, who would like to present this document?

Lebanon is asked to present this document.

Please, Sir, you have the floor.

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

I was hoping for the general Secretary to present his proposal that we talked about.

>> F. Borjón: Secretary‑General has the floor.

>> H. Touré: From the original text that was proposed by Lebanon, I've made some changes, some proposals, in order to find compromise on the text.

I will have the text projected here on the screen for you.

I hope somebody can do that for us.

Basically what I said to change in the document is in the "recalling," the Resolutions, different Resolutions, Resolution 48, 74, 64 and 159.

We have put on those Resolutions only the text that ‑‑ the title of the original titles of those Resolutions to avoid any misinterpretation of them.

>> F. Borjón: We can wait.

Could we have some support from the technical side?

Just one second.

Sorry to interrupt the Secretary‑General.

But I think we can carry on when we're ready with the text.

I hope you can make that bigger.

Thank you.

In any case, the text will be made available for you tonight, so that tomorrow we'll have it first thing in the morning, because we'll not be able to take a final decision on this tonight in any case.

But we would like to hear from both parties, I hope, Mr. Chairman, and then we will resume for tomorrow.

We'll adjourn for tomorrow.

So in the "recalling," Resolution 48, we're only putting the title of the Resolution itself, the original title Resolution 74, the same thing.

We're putting the original title, same as 64.

Same as Resolution 159.

The original title as it is in those documents.

We are deleting in the "recognizing" A, the words "wars of aggression," and replacing by "actions."

In the recalling ‑‑ sorry, in the "recognizing D, there is a D that is added here.

That is something ‑‑ the concept that is taken in the resolves 2 that we're now bringing over here as a "recognizing," so that we don't get ITU involved in compensation issues, which is difficult to identify, since there's no tribunal to identify how much compensation should be made.

So we're adding here a small D, full rights of Lebanon to compensation for damages caused to its telecommunications network.

>> F. Borjón: Could you scroll the document, please?

>> H. Touré: To do what?

>> F. Borjón: Meaning that they can scroll the document.

>> H. Touré: Can you scroll up the page up?

>> F. Borjón: Can we see the lower part of the document, please?

>> H. Touré: That's too small.

Now it cannot be seen.

In any case, I will read this document.

We'll not take a decision on it tonight.

The two party have the document.

They have seen the document.

Mr. Chairman, if you allow, there will be no discussion on this document tonight.

I will just read the part so that the audience has an understanding of what we're talking about, but we'll leave statements to the two parties tonight, and then tomorrow we'll discuss it in detail, if necessary, and take a decision on it.

So in the ‑‑ there is a recalling further that every state member of the ITU should respect the fundamental principles set forth in the Preamble to the Constitution in numbers 5, 6 and 7 of the Constitution, and the resolve is changed.

The resolve 1, "to condemn all attacks and violations by any ITU Member States against telecommunication networks in any other Member States which harm the National security, and is added here, inter alia, those perpetrated by Israel toward Lebanon.

We delete, to compel Israel to compensate Lebanon for the damage caused by these attacks.

We delete, "to instruct the Secretary‑General and the directors of the three Bureaus to follow up implementation of this Resolution and to inform the Council and the Plenipotentiary Conference of the outcome of this implementation."

But we add, another instructs the Secretary‑General and the directors of the Bureaus, which says, "to monitor cease of the hostilities or harmful transmissions across the border and report to Council in this respect."

And the philosophy behind this is that if there is any continuing hostilities that hoping, that knowing that there will be a monitoring of this situation that those hostilities will cease, and I hope that through this Resolution, there will be peace in the region and that the hostilities will cease.

This is the philosophy behind my proposals.

Of course, it has not been accepted by all parties and there is still room for negotiation.

Mr. Chairman, this is the end of my presentation on this.

Thank you.

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

And I think that as was explained, this is only for presentation.

There might be some room a little bit more room for negotiation, and I'm afraid we'll have to continue on this issue of the agenda tomorrow.

Hopefully with proposals that could be closer.

And in the meantime, I really would like to thank you all for being here, for being so participative, and I think I am losing my brain.

Sorry about that.

You have been so patient with us and I'm very grateful for that, as well as for the interpreters, because we have run out of time for that case.

I believe that before we leave we only have less than 10 minutes, we might be able to be able to hear from each one of the parties, in this case from Lebanon and Israel.

Lebanon, I invite you to briefly take the floor, if you may.

Thank you.

We will address this issue tomorrow.

Lebanon has the floor.

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

I also would like to thank the General Secretary and the team that worked with him continuously to try to get consensus on this very important subject.

Not only for Lebanon but also for the ITU and for each one of its member statements.

The General Secretary has tried hard to propose different ideas, and made multiple attempts and suggestions to try to get the parties to reach consensus, but unfortunately, we are where we are.

Lebanon and Arab States and every one of the states that support our submitted Resolution would have loved to reach a compromise leading to a consensus that does not cause some members additional agony.

It has been our consistent approach without a doubt that we work diligently to try to avoid getting where we are today.

In our efforts to reach consensus, we have made major compromises through discussions, starting even before the beginning of this conference.

In our efforts to reach consensus, we have accepted to take out of the Resolution major articles and statement that are extremely important to Lebanon and to the ITU.

We even accepted most of the changes that were suggested by the General Secretary in a sincere effort to reach consensus.

Each one of the distinguished Delegates could look at the document for themselves and see the level of changes that were introduced.

I would like to reiterate what we have stated earlier during the conference, that is, it is the responsibility of the ITU and its Member States to uphold the Constitution, and take a firm stand against different kinds of attacks by Member States of the ITU against telecommunication network of another Member State.

I assure the distinguished Delegates that Lebanon's people want to live in peace and harmony.

Our people want to be able to develop our commercial civilian telecommunications network without worrying about its security or the security of the users, or their personal data.

We sincerely want to enjoy what other Member States are enjoying:  Telecommunications services free of attacks and security concerns.

I remind you that there are no military hostilities at the Lebanese borders, however the attacks on our telecommunication network, civilian telecommunication network have continued without stop.

We have been hoping to focus on the technical issues and make sure that the ITU help us attempt to put an end to the actions against our telecommunication network.

Mr. Secretary, even though the proposal made by the General Secretary falls too short of what we strongly believe should be done by the ITU, we will accept the proposal made by the General Secretary and shown on the screen today with the minor change related to the last paragraph.

We propose that it reads, "to monitor cease of above‑mentioned violations or harmful transmissions across the border and report to the Council in this respect."

Mr. Chairman, to save this conference valuable time needed for other documents and items, we would ask for a secret ballot on the revised Resolution as presented by the General Secretary tomorrow morning after the Delegates have had time to read it.

We definitely look for everyone's support and thank all of you for your understanding and your support.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman again.

Thanks to all the Delegates.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Lebanon.

Israel, you want to make a statement?

Israel, you have the floor.

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

My Delegation regrets to engage in such a political debate in an organization which should and usually does focus on telecommunication challenges.

Israel objects, as all other Member States and Sector Members should, to politicizing the ITU.

This kind of allegations if they're based on facts or if they are completely baseless, as in this case, should be brought to proper U.N. organs, the security Council or the General Assembly.

The ITU is not the place to discuss and investigate the truth and the facts regarding matters of peace and security.

Moreover, this distinguished international institution should not be part of the political maneuvers of any Member States.

Mr. Chairman, in the 2006 war, Israel's telecommunication systems were seriously harmed by thousands of rockets launched from Lebanon on Israeli cities and are still affected by the presence of radical Hezbollah organization in Lebanon.

Nevertheless Israel did not bring these complaints to the ITU.

The allegations of Lebanon in this Resolution are clear, even in the current draft Resolution.

They are false and baseless, and are detached completely from the reality.

It is shameful proposal which is motivated politically and meant to bring the conflict into this room.

It intends to spend our precious time instead of discussing critical questions of telecommunications and development.

Mr. Chairman, distinguished Delegates, the Lebanese proposal is unprecedented, because it is not connected to any event or conflict which has happened recently.

This proposal is irrelevant and not justified.

The proposal is motivated by internal political reality in and out of Lebanon, both within the Government of Lebanon, as well as among the different factions.

ITU is not the place for this kind of involvement in debate.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, all Delegations in this room should object to this proposal in order to give a clear message to the proponents:  Leave the ITU out of your politics.

Let us guard and preserve the debates here in this ITU global professional agenda.

Failing to do so will set a negative precedent, will result in damaging the reputation and power of this organization, and certainly be exploited by others for various political reasons.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Israel.

I'm afraid that we ran out of time and the interpreters are going to cut us, so please bear with me and we will resume on this issue tomorrow when we resume Plenary, 9:30.

Thank you.

Have a good sleep.

Good night.

Sorry, session is closed.

[ End of session – 24:00 ]

* * *

This transcript is being provided in a rough-draft format. Captioning is provided in order to facilitate communication accessibility and may not be a totally verbatim record of the proceedings.

* * *

