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>> F. Borjón: Hello.

We've had this break, this suspension, that's requested.

Now we need to reconvene where we were.

Going now to the discussion of the point said by Australia.

I believe now I have a request from Australia on this matter.

We can continue.

Please, Australia, you have the floor.

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

I've discussed this issue with colleagues and the relevant parties, and I would like to put forward a proposal.

This proposal is taken in the interest of time, as we have a heavy agenda, and which I know that we must get through.

The proposal is also conditional.

The proposal being that Australia will formally with draw its request to postpone debate on this important issue, provided that we agree that it is the compromise text or that clarity is given over which text that we actually will be discussing going forward on this point.

I would like to propose the compromise text negotiated by the Secretary‑General with the relevant parties be the text that this Plenary considers from this point forward.

I would also like to request that this matter be deferred until 9:30 tomorrow morning, until 9:30 tomorrow morning, in order to allow not only Australia, but also other administrations, to consult with capitals on the proposed negotiated text by the Secretary‑General with the parties involved.

I would seek your comments on this particular proposal, and if it's acceptable, I will then at that point formally withdraw the motion to postpone debate on this particular issue.

Thank you.

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

I think this proposal of yours could save us a lot of time.

As you know, we can go into very complex motions, and we just have a little, how can I say, a little demonstration of what can happen when we get into these sort of motions.

And I think we're all eager to try to advance in the work of the conference, so I think this is a very constructive proposal on first clarifying on the text, I believe as has been commented by Lebanon.

This text is a compromised text.

This text might well be document 16, addendum 2, has a date of 19 of October.

Sorry, have to be more clear about this.

This is Corrigendum 4 to document 16 addendum 2 from 19 ‑‑ I'm very sorry.

In order to avoid any confusion which might happen, I believe this is a compromise text but ever since it's an Arab proposal, I will kindly request to the United Arab Emirates that they clarify just in order to be completely clear of what we're discussing and address your first concern on the text that we are really talking about.

So please, United Arab Emirates, you have the floor.

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

Clearly as you mentioned, today when we presented this document, it is the compromised document that provided by the Secretary‑General to this Plenary, and that document we are discussing right now.

It is corrigendum 1 to document 16, Add. 6, which is dated 20 October 2010, and as mentioned, or clearly stated by my colleague from Lebanon, this was a compromised document or text provided by Secretary‑General and we as Arab group accepted.

So this is what we are going to discuss, or we are presenting to the Plenary for discussion.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, United Arab Emirates.

So this is on the part of the compromise text, and then I believe you were then asking or proposing for some time for consultation for 9:30.

I believe that this could be something that could be feasible in order to go through.

However, I have Israel asking for the floor.

Please, we are addressing this motion.

Israel, you have the floor.

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

Just to avoid any confusion, I would like to make clear that what is called the compromise text is not a compromise with Israel, since my country's name is still mentioned in the Resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for the clarification.

I believe the document is very clear in itself.

We have clarification now on the document.

I think it's very, very clear.

Thank you very much.

I think we will be in a position, then, to, if we are in agreement and if you're in agreement, Australia, maybe you have proposed to with draw the ‑‑ this motion.

I would only like to confirm with you on ‑‑ based on this information if this is what you were waiting for.

So please, Australia, you have the floor.

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

I'd just like to clarify that the Plenary is happy for this issue to be deferred until 9:30 tomorrow morning, if you could provide that clarification, that would be much appreciated.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Yeah, I believe that this could give us some time, hopefully, for two things.

Then will be consultation with capitals, if needed in some of the cases, and the other could be trying to reach some other sort of an agreement.

However, I believe that if it's not the case, we will need to solve this issue as proposed in our documents, probably through a vote, that will be the alternative.

As we know, this is not the alternative that we are used to.

We're used to consensus.

However, this is a very difficult issue, and maybe that will be the way to solve it.

However, we have then the use of time for both things, consultation with capitals, where needed, and hopefully get is some sort of an alternative solution for this case, if possible.

Hopefully we can avoid a vote but if we want, then I would really like to propose that we begin sharp, 9:30, if that's agreeable with you.

And that you have made the consultations that you need to make in order to be ready, if needed, to go through this process in order to decide the destiny of this document.

Okay?

Morocco.

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

If we understood correctly, the debate regarding this item, we believe that tomorrow, we're going to vote directly or are we going to opening the debate again over this document?

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you,  

Morocco.

I believe that if we open the discussion now, it will be very difficult to follow.

Probably we'll try to make a last effort, Secretary‑General and myself, to try to find some solution.

It has been very difficult but we're still trying and what I'm putting to ourselves is a deadline of 9:30 tomorrow morning in order if we're not able to produce this and we fail, it would be a pity, I have to add a personal one.

Then we'll probably need to go to a vote in this case.

So that's the reason that in order to go and to pursue the work of the conference which we have been stopping every now and then, we will need to be going very fast in this process.

So I can assure you we will be ready with the logistics, if needed, to whatever scenario we could be elaborating, taking into account, the procedures that we have at our document.

So that is the proposal, to provide this space for consultation to capitals, where needed, to provide the space hopefully to get to some other solution.

We have a time to do both things, but if we don't, at 9:30 we will know the result, and we will go, I believe, I hope, in a smooth fashion in the fastest fashion possible, through this process.

So please, that is the proposal, to postpone the debate ‑‑ well, it's not the debate.

To postpone the final solution to this issue I think has been mentioned, and then resume at 9:30.

I hope this is acceptable for you.

Lebanon?

>> Representative From Lebanon:  Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the effort.

I'm just trying to make sure I understand it clearly, that the Chairman and the Secretary‑General are going to do their best between tonight and tomorrow morning at 9:30 with the parties, and the Delegations are going to consult with their respective Governments or offices.

If not, at 9:30 tomorrow, there will be no debate, but we will get into voting.

>> F. Borjón: Well, that what I mean by deadline.

That we have to go to try to finalize this issue.

We need the work of the conference to progress.

That is my main concern, as I have been telling the parties.

I'm absolutely neutral on this matter, and our main interest is to make this conference a success.

Regarding the part we need to do, so if time comes and it would be very difficult to follow.

United States, please.

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

And good evening to all colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, as we have now decided to postpone the issue on the agenda related to the Resolution until tomorrow at 9:30, to among other things give Delegations time to consult with their Foreign Ministries on this particular issue, it would be appropriate, it would seem, for you to allow the opportunity for statements, debate, and discussion on the issue tomorrow at 9:30, assuming that there is no satisfactory Resolution of the issue.

So we would ask that you make that clear after Delegations have had opportunities to consult with their Foreign Ministries on this issue, which is outside the agenda of the Plenipotentiary.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: We have that proposal.

My comment will be on that matter that we both try to make this fast, as fast as possible, so if we need to make statements, maybe we should be limiting these to no more than 4, I would propose, maybe 2 in favor and 2 opposing.

Just in order to have a clear idea and to follow with the time frame that we have.

I might remind you that tomorrow is Thursday, and we're very close to the end of the conference.

So that would be my proposal, trying to limit this arguments and hope that we are able to make short, concise, and concrete arguments and statements.

I have to emphasize that this is regardless of the other alternative that can go later on, there will be declarations and reserves on the matter of the final acts.

This will be just for the purpose of the I would propose a short debate for that matter.

So this is the proposal.

Try to limit these statements.

I don't believe it would be very good to make a debate.

I believe it's already a very difficult issue.

United States, please.

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

Mr. Chairman, we would only suggest some caution as to imposing limitations on Delegations on this issue.

We're not at this point certain as to what instructions they may receive, as they consult with their capitals, and that since this is a complex political issue that is outside the regions of most of the Delegations in this conference, that they may be receiving very detailed instructions that may require further debate and discussion for them to be clear on exactly what is being proposed coming from a region outside of their own regions, and a political matter that is highly complex.

So, Mr. Chairman, we would suggest that you not limit the opportunity for Delegations to make statements.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Well, then, the idea would be just if we ‑‑ the statements are clear and we avoid repetition on these matters, we can keep having an open mind on this, and I will appreciate if everybody can make an effort if they really need to say something to be extremely concise, extremely concrete on the matter in order to make the best use of the time for the conference.

Would be the proposal.

United Arab Emirates?

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

Just want to clarify, if we open a statement then what will happen?

We'll go for voting later?

Or what exactly?

Because still I'm not clear if the discussion will be there from now until tomorrow morning, and then later open for the statements and then later we'll go for voting, or what?

Still I'm not clear because what we have you said earlier we will start at 9:30 voting if there is no consensus or agreement or any proposal.

But now there is a statement after stating what we'll do.

What does it mean a statement?

Giving just statement, a discussion, or what?

Still it's not clear for me, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I believe it's a statement establishing conditions on the matters of or maybe to try to establish a diplomatic position for the matter.

We'll respect that right, but we'll request to make it very, very short.

However, if during the debate we're not able to go further, I don't intend to spend the whole day on this, as you know.

We probably would need to go to vote.

There's a high probability of that matter, unless somebody shifts his position a little bit during that part.

But ever since there will be a consultation with capitals, then probably being something that some countries may consider of a diplomatic nature, then they will have to make a short statement on that matter, being respectful of their right.

I hope this clarifies the issue.

But I want to emphasize again that from the Secretariat point of view we will be ready in order to pursue this issue as fast as possible.

And I hope we can carry on with this.

Iran, please.

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

We appreciate your efforts and efforts of everybody.

We understand that the motion has been withdrawn, and we understand that decision on the matter has been postponed until tomorrow.

We do not discuss how you proceed tomorrow.

That is your conduct, the way you proceed tomorrow, and you will discuss that tomorrow, Chairman.

We cannot today decide on what to do tomorrow.

You prepare the agenda and you conduct the meeting as you have done skillfully up till now and you allow what to do tomorrow when we arrive tomorrow here.

Chairman, tonight only we discuss that the motion withdrawn, and decision on the matter was postponed for tomorrow morning, 9:30.

That is what we understood.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Belgium?

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

We also would like to support your proposal to start tomorrow at 9:30 on this issue.

Also that we would not limit the number of statements, but that at least we keep it short in order to make the debate efficient, effective and not too time‑consuming.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Belgium.

Egypt?

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

We wish to support your proposal on allowing further negotiation on this compromise text, I must say, till tomorrow at 9:30, but I'm somehow confused like the Delegation of UAE on the issue of the statement.

Now I have heard a comment from a concerned party that this is not a compromise text for him, naming and framing or pointing out to where his problem is.

I believe this is, by this, we are putting too much burden on the shoulder of the Secretary‑General, giving him connotation of telling him what to do.

And then I've heard the statement asking to give chances to Delegations for voicing out official statements on the issue in case the compromise language of the Secretary‑General tomorrow is not satisfactory.

I'm somehow confused, Mr. Chairman, if someone wants to make a statement, why don't they make it now, and if they wish to keep this till tomorrow morning at 9:30 on what exactly they will make a statement, since we may not have a compromise text anymore tomorrow.

So I would like to seek clarification on the way forward, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

It's very fair what you're asking.

Sorry if I have been confusing.

I think what's requested, the original spirit of the request from Australia, was to have some time for consultation with capitals.

What has been said is that what happens tomorrow when time comes for this debate will be on the matter of any sort of statement that results from that consultation.

So where we're giving time ‑‑ sorry, we are providing time for these things to happen, but I am saying, as well, that we are going with the rest of the issue on the part of trying to make efforts to find alternative solutions, if possible.

But I think that the main issue of the time is the need for some administrations to make consultations on this matter.

Now that the text has been explained, what is the text that is being addressed, this corrigendum, document 16A6, corrigendum 1/75.

So now that everybody is clear on what is the document, they are able to continue with this matter.

That is the idea.

My other point was on the matter of what may happen tomorrow is I'm trying to keep everybody a clear expectation.

This is not a matter of delaying.

This is just a matter of I think of respect of every Delegation that needs time to make consultations.

I think we're addressing that.

So what we're saying and for that reason we're saying we will try ‑‑ well ‑‑ sorry, we will begin sharp 9:30, and trying to move as fast as we can.

Appreciate if you can bear with me.

I think the issue is quite clear and hopefully we can move to the rest of the documents that we have in front of us.

So I'd just like to close now the list if they're needed for a couple of clarifications.

We have South Africa and then Saudi Arabia, and then we close the list, please.

Saudi Arabia, you request the floor, please.

You have it.

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

We can conclude from this discussion that Australia has withdrawn its motion.

We have also understood from what you have said that this matter will be dealt with subsequently, that is, tomorrow morning at 9:30.

And I don't think, as far as I'm concerned, that any statement may bring any contribution to our discussion at this very late hour.

I think that these declarations are part of the discussion on this matter.

And that is why I think that we need to come back tomorrow to the matter of procedures and declarations.

Now the time has come to go on to other items of the agenda.

Since if we were to make statements now, all the Delegations would wish to take the floor, and it would be impossible to limit the length of the discussion and the declarations so I think that we should be sensible here and go on to examining the other items on our agenda.

>> F. Borjón: South Africa, please.

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

We realize that this is quite a difficult issue, but we wanted to support your ruling.

I think you were very clear in terms of how we should proceed that when we discuss such difficult issues, we always try to find a solution, and you suggested the way forward of continuing the consultations I think is a positive way forward.

We do believe that we've had a tradition in the ITU which we've tried to maintain, but we equally realize that, you know, the difficulties that are presented by various parties.

We think we should not preempt the process, Chair, by outlining issues of procedure which will come tomorrow, because I think the debate now is taking us into actually processes which would be well discussed tomorrow once we've heard from you and the Secretary‑General.

In the meanwhile, we would encourage you to go as you indicated and try to facilitate the process in the remaining time.

Thank you, Chair.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think we have listened to everybody.

I concur that the latest statements are very clear on the matter that we need to move forward.

So finally, Australia.

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

I'd like to thank you for your comments and for the agreement to our proposal.

We'd also like to thank Delegates for their understanding in this issue.

We'd like to encourage the parties to continue discussions with the Secretary‑General and yourself in order to find text which is acceptable to both parties.

We would, therefore, formally like to withdraw our motion for postponement of the debate on this particular topic.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, and we will resume on this matter tomorrow, 9:30, as indicated.

Thanks to everybody for your understanding.

I encourage everyone to make the proper arrangements that each Delegation needs to make.

Thank you.

We will continue now with document PP10/175.

I believe this is a new document.

Presented by Greece.

I will request kindly for Greece to maybe make a short presentation of this.

I hope you have been pushing for consensus on this document, because this document is now coming us.

So, Greece, you have the floor.

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

Document 175 is presented to this conference following the European Proposal 47/11 on the translation of ITU recommendations that has been approved by the Committee 6 at the 15th meeting of last Monday, and is contained as draft this new Resolution COM6‑X in document 180 which has just been published.

This European proposal addresses the issue of disposing ITU recommendations in various National languages in addition to the official ITU languages which we believe will increase the visibility of ITU and encourage wider participation in ITU activities.

Greece being the coordinator on behalf of CEPT countries on this proposal, has taken almost from the beginning of this conference the task to seek the advice and the agreement of the ITU's general Secretariat, so there has been a number of meetings with ITU in order to arrive at the common agreed text with the participation of Anders Jönsson from Sweden, Chairman of the CEPT Council for Policy, Mr. Malcolm Johnson, Director of the TSB Bureau.

I would like to thank very much all of them for their valuable assistance in order to reach a common position and the complete agreed text with ITU.

So for the information of the Plenary, I would like to present the amendments that document 175 has in the proposal 47/11.

Beginning from paragraph 5 ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: Greece, Greece, Greece.

>> Representative From Greece:  I would like to inform the Plenary that paragraphs 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and the next one is completely new text, and in the paragraphs 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the resolves part, there have been certain editorial more or less modifications.

Which I would state that is in paragraph 1, the word "translation" has been deleted, and it is replaced by an administration may translate.

The word "any languages" is deleted.

The part made under the possibility of the respective administration whose country, that language is National one, is deleted.

It has been replaced with "for the administration's official use."

The part without the ITU of the document 47‑11 has been deleted, and it has been put in paragraph 7, and in paragraph 4, the words "publication of the recommendation," this has been deleted and it has been replaced by the text that is on the paragraph 4 of document 175.

With this, I would like to stop here and I would like to hear if there are any questions or comments to our proposal.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Maybe the Chairman of Committee 6 could help us on clarifying this issue.

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

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

Good evening.

Everyone.

As the Delegation of Greece has just indicated, this is a revision to the document that was presented to Committee 6 earlier.

There are a number of modifications that have just been outlined, is so not withstanding the fact that Committee 6 reviewed this document, I do believe that the additional text would require the approval of this Plenary, given that there is a substantial number of additional points that are now contained in the document.

So I think that's all I can say at this point, Chairman.

The document has been extensively modified so it's before you and before this Plenary for its consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I'd like to know if there's support for this proposal.

Brazil, you have the floor.

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

Brazil supports the proposal, but we would like one comment on considering B.

The need to expand National access to ITU recommendations which are offered free to the general public.

It's now written in the considering B, and we suggest that after the word "free," we would put now, "online," since only the online free access will be granted for free to ITU recommendations.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Japan?

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

And I'd like to thank Greece for this proposal.

It seems that there were coordinated efforts to compromise this text and this administration does not have specific objection, but I'd like to seek a minor clarification of the meaning of payment of royalties in the item 8 of the resolves Section, whether this is a fixed percentage or subject to negotiation for each case.

And I think there's an editorial mistake in item 9.

It might have to say, resolve above instead of 9, in this paragraph 9.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Yes, there's a typo there and we see an item 9 but I don't see any fixed amount.

Whenever I don't see a fixed amount, I will understand that it's subject to negotiation.

That would be my understanding.

In the meantime, if we are able to support this, we can move.

But if we're going to turn this into a drafting group, then we can move.

Russia has the floor.

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you, Chairman.

We have some difficulties with understanding this Resolution, in particular, the administrations don't always give permission for translation or recommendations.

This could be a commercial company, and at the same time, there are obligations to the administration.

The administration has to send notification to ITU on the number of publications and the number of copies.

Now, once the recommendation has appeared in a certain language, say, English, and has been translated by commercial company to another language, and does the administration have to overview this, how much it has sold, how often does it have to notify?

Once a week, once a month and so on?

There's a whole process involved here and that's what we don't understand.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

As you see, this is a document that's presented without any further consensus.

I can see that.

I would like to request Secretary‑General if you can make a comment.

Secretary‑General, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I will be very brief because the presentation of the document was long enough but I just wanted to say two things here.

One, we are ‑‑ the concerns of ITU, the Secretariat, were taken into account in the document in the resolve 5 and 8, where we wanted ITU to be officially recognized when its recommendations are being translated in any other language that is not in an ITU official language so the way to put the logo along with the official text was important for ITU and I believe that's the case.

And the second also is that if the those translations are being used on a commercial basis that we do find some revenues out of it.

Otherwise people will translate our documents and make revenue out of it and we'll lose money potentially from our own official languages, and that's not acceptable, and therefore those two concerns have been taken into account and we fully support the document in that sense.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Saudi Arabia, please.

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

I would like to ask for clarification on resolves 2.

Number 6, rather, the delegate corrects himself, number 6.

When it says that the ITU shall receive two copies, two copies free of charge, I don't understand what is meant here in this provision.

Is there a procedure?

Will the ITU archive the document in some way?

What will be the procedure for obtaining those two copies?

So what procedure will the ITU follow after it has received the two copies.

Now, in paragraph 8, still under resolves, where it states that the translate publications, if they were to be sold, we would have to establish a price.

The ITU will be obliged to receive some kind of a payment, must necessarily receive some kind of a payment so "shall be subject to payment," rather than may.

So may shall be changed to shall.

Thank you.

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

We have a couple of issues from Russia and Saudi Arabia.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  In brief, Chairman, at this late hour, we should encourage our colleagues from Greece to put this proposal to the Council, Chairman.

It might need discussions with the Secretariat first, then the Council could take the necessary decision.

It's empowered to do so.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: This could be an alternative solution.

Thank you, Mr. Kisrawi.

Sweden, please.

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

Sweden obviously understood fully support this proposal and I think that Mississippi of the comments that has been raised by Delegates is probably due to the late discussion of this document.

There was unfortunately not enough time in Committee 6 to have a detailed discussion.

I just want to highlight that the major part of the text deals with the right of administrations to translate the document and for the official use, they can do it for free.

All other let's call it outstanding issues relating to the copies and possible royalty and so on is covered in number 8, where they shall require the prior agreement by ITU.

So with this paragraph, there is the possibility for ITU to set the correct procedures.

So even if this Resolution is accepted at this meeting, there's still the possibility for the conditions for number 8 to be discussed in Council.

So I would propose that we adopt this Resolution at this meeting, and then if there's a need, Council can continue to discuss the prior agreements necessary when you're going to sell the publications.

And finally, I would like to thank the Secretary‑General and the Secretariat for the support in the negotiations of this document.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Sweden.

United States.

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

Mr. Chairman, we would like to associate with the intervention of Syria.

We believe that this subject which comes to us at this point is a very interesting one, but we have many questions with respect to resolves 8 as to its full implication for the ITU, and for documents sold under copyright by the ITU, and that needs to be more thoroughly reviewed.

So, Mr. Chairman, we would see this as an item that we would invite Greece to introduce at Council for discussion.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Sir.

I believe there are many questions right now about the document that Sweden has established.

This is probably due to the late arrival of the document and the lack of discussion, probably, of it.

I'm afraid we were not able to have this discussion right now.

So my proposal will be to encourage CEPT through Sweden and Greece the to try to see if you are able to find a consensus with Saudi Arabia, USA, Syria, Russia, and whomever may have a concern on this matter.

Because clearly, we don't have a consensus right now, and we're not able to be clarifying these issues during Plenary.

So that would be my proposal.

Did you try to clarify that?

You have maybe until tomorrow if we have time.

I might remind you we need to produce the final acts.

So if you're able to produce that consensus with interested parties and provide us with a document that reflects that consensus, or at least clarifies the issues that have been raised on the floor, maybe we're able to adopt it.

But otherwise, I would like to emphasize, as well, that Syria and USA have really put the path forward on the way to go that could be Council.

So this is not a matter that is not important.

It is very important.

We need resources.

But we're not able to have this discussion at Plenary.

So that is my proposal, and just briefly, I see Iran and Gambia asking for the floor and I will close that just to make some brief statements.

Iran, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

In brief, we support the proposal of Syria.

However, the very constructive proposal of yourself we fully support your proposal.

If the issue is resolved by tomorrow without any difficulty and without any concerns, we agree with it.

Otherwise, it should go to the Council.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Iran.

Gambia?

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

We agree with the comments from Sweden and I think this has been long overdue that we have established a Resolution that would have implemented number 495 of the Convention which has agreed to translate ITU recommendations into other languages, other official languages.

In that spirit, I wanted to maybe agree to Saudi Arabia's proposal that the may will change to shall, and maybe include in 8 of the resolves, the ITU Council to also participate in the development of the agreement, or consider royalties and percentages that would be paid, the detailed agreement towards these translations.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So as mentioned, my ruling on this matter will be that I urge CEPT to try to reach a consensus with this document, clarify the issues that the interested parties have been made ‑‑ sorry, have made, and hopefully you can bring us something back tomorrow if time permits.

However, I would like to emphasize that we're not dropping this very important issue, and the other path that we have is Council.

So thank you.

We move from this document.

Now we go to number 3 of the agenda ‑‑ sorry, we were coming back from the discussion.

We have to go through the approval of the agenda but if you bear with me maybe we can continue now to the Seventeenth Series of texts from the editorial Committee.

We have the 16th series of texts from the editorial Committee, document 179 as regards COM4.

And Madam Alajouanine, if you could please present this document.

France, you have the floor.

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

Document 179 that is put before the Plenary session for the first reading includes a document that comes from the drafting Commission ‑‑ Committee.

It's something quite simple.

It's an introduction and then a conclusion.

The amendment instruments to the Constitution and to the Convention.

I'd like to call your attention to the fact that on page 2 and then page 4, we have some brackets wherein we should include a date.

The Plenary session should decide the date for the enforcement of these instruments.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for that.

I will say that based on previous experiences, I've been informed that one proposed date we may have is 1st of January 2012.

For this case.

That would be the proposed date for this case.

Maybe we can try to look at the rest of the document.

We have Page 1.

Does anybody have a comment?

No.

Page 2, we're putting into brackets 1st of January 2012.

Anybody has a comment?

Thank you.

Page 3, comments?

It's a very straightforward document, I believe.

And then we have Page 4, where we have, as well, brackets on the second line.

On the same line of thought we will propose 1st of January 2012 to fill these brackets and eliminate them.

Anybody has comments?

Very straight forward document.

I believe we're able to approve it on first reading.

And ever since this is a very straightforward document, I would like to propose that we put our pink glasses in order to move forward with the work that we need to do, and then we could be able to accept ‑‑ approve this document on second reading already.

I see some nodding.

So I kindly request your approval then to approve this document on second reading.

As a pink document now.

Comments?

Thank you very much.

So with the amendments made, we can approve this document on second reading, document 179.

Approved.

Thank you, Chairman of Committee 4.

Could you please present the following document regarding the second series of texts document 182.

Could you please present this document, Madam Alajouanine?

Thank you.

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

This document 182 includes text that is presented to the Plenary session to be adopted after first reading.

It was put to us by the Working Group of the Plenary, and it's about revision to Resolution 122.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Madam Alajouanine, I would kindly request of the Working Group of the Plenary to clarify us on the matters of the modifications and consensus that was reached.

I don't see any brackets here.

So I believe it was, there was a consensus, or if there is any matter that we have to consider in particular for this document which regards Resolution 122.

Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary, Kenya, Charles, you have the floor.

>> C. Njoroge: Thank you, Chairman.

This document is on Resolution 122, is a consensus document.

It was amended and accepted.

We now present it for your consideration and adoption.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary.

Following our procedure now on this first reading on this blue document.

I will go page by page.

So we're on Page 1, Document 182.

Do we have any comment?

No one's asking for the floor.

Now we go to Page 2 of this same document.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Thank you.

We go to Page 3 of the document.

No one's asking for the floor.

Seems to be a very straightforward document, built with consensus.

So I believe we're in a position then to approve on first reading Resolution 122.

Approved.

Being the case that once again this is a document that as we have seen reviewed just seconds ago seems to be a very ‑‑ it's a highly consensus document, I would like to propose to you that we put our pink glasses on again and then see this document on second reading, if acceptable.

So then I request your approval on second reading of this document.

Which is very straightforward.

So no one's asking for the floor.

So we're able to approve this document on second reading, approved.

Now we have document 183.

This is the 18th series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee to the Plenary meeting. 

I understand this document has only been distributed.

Maybe we can go to ‑‑ in the meantime while everybody gets the document, I'd like to propose to you that we go then to Item Number 4 of the agenda, it's the report of the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary to this Plenary.

This is document 178, Revision 1.

So I kindly request the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary to please present this report.

Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary, Charles, Kenya, you have the floor.

>> C. Njoroge: Thank you, Chairman.

The Working Group of the Plenary was created by the Plenary.

The terms of reference as referenced in DT/2, Rev 1, and located, and allocation of document listed in document DT/7.

The following management team was appointed.

That is myself as Chairman.

For vice Chair from Uzbekistan, Netherlands, Egypt, Vietnam, and Secretary from the ITU.

The Working Group held 13 meetings, as shown in the document which you have just referenced, representing a total of 38 hours and 15 minutes of Working Group discussion with full interpretation.

In total, some 101 different proposals from Member States were considered by the Working Group, compared with 74 in Antalya, PP‑06.

The working methods of the group are described in document DT/10.

The work covered a broad range of topics as reflected in the Resolutions listed in Annex 1.

Mr. Chairman, in addition to multiple informal consultations convened on other issues, 12 ad hoc groups and drafting groups were established to expedite the work of the Working Group.

They met for a total of 125 hours, enjoying broad‑based participation from many Delegations.

The Working Group has approved 23 new and updated Resolutions.

In addition, 4 Resolutions and 1 decision have be proposed for suppression.

The table appended in Annex 1 indicates the outcome series of texts submitted to Committee 4 in which these documents appear.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to convey my sincere gratitude to all the distinguished Delegates who participated in and contributed to the work of the group for their cooperation, support, and mutual understanding, and their efforts and willingness to reach consensus, bearing in mind that the issues before our group were highly complex, diverse, and controversial.

I am convinced that the decisions taken at the Working Group of the Plenary will help pave the way forward for the future direction of the Union.

I would like to thank my vice chairs and all the chairs of the various groups.

I also wish to express my heartfelt thanks to the Chair of the Plenipotentiary Conference, the officials of the Secretariat of the ITU, and the Mexican administration, the Secretary of the Working Group, and his team, as well as the many interpreters, translators, the coordination unit, the room management team and technicians, without whom our work could not have been completed.

I now wish to table this report for your consideration and adoption.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: If thank you very much, Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary, for this very hard work, very intense work.

I understand that there were many things being analyzed, as we can see here at the Annex 1.

I invite the Plenary to take note of this report.

United Arab Emirates, you have the floor.

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

It's just probably editorial as a modification of the name of the ad hoc group.

So on page 2 of this document, when we refer to the ad hoc and drafting groups number 6, that should read, Mr. Chairman, ad hoc group on building confidence and security in the use of ICTs.

I think it's editorial, and just that's my only comment.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Yeah, I believe it's editorial, I agree with you.

And just like once again this is not a Resolution.

This does not have recommendations.

It's just a matter of taking note of the report.

Zambia.

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

The African group first and foremost would like to commend you on the way you have handled the proceedings in view of the difficulties matters which have been tabled before the Plenary.

We would also like to commend the Chairman of the Plenary Working Group for his handling of the issues, though difficult.

We were able to reach consensus on most of the issues.

Mr. Chairman, we have noted as an African group that the report tabled has not captured one matter which was discussed which is of paramount importance to the African group.

Mr. Chairman, indeed the matter has the potential to limit the efforts in bridging the digital divide considering that most developing countries rely on satellite technology for connectivity.

Mr. Chairman, the African group presented the African common proposal, AFCP 71/610 promoting the adoption of a Resolution by the Plenipotentiary Conference instructing the Secretary‑General to take all the necessary measures to identify and label the orbital locations and frequency assignments that are also generally referred to as common heritage in the ITU Master frequency register.

The Resolution further proposed that the conference instruct the Secretary‑General to coordinate the necessary action including the forwarding of the Resolution to the next WRC.

During the debate in the Working Group Plenary, there was strong support in respect of the importance of the issue.

However, there was no consensus regarding the four on four adoption of the proposed Resolution.

It was therefore agreed to note the proposal in the summary of records of the Working Group Plenary and that at the same time request the Secretary‑General and to undertake the necessary consultations including with notifying administrations with a view to reserving the consensus that had been raised.

The African region believes that the issue is of critical importance to developing countries in general and that it should be discussed within the agenda items of the next with WRC.

So, Mr. Chairman, our concern is that these discussions were not tabled, were not captured in the minutes.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, but I think that with your comments we can make note in the minutes on this matter, and we can solve it this way.

Egypt, you have the floor.

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

Just a very slight comment like the one by Emirates page 9, number 9, it was several ad hoc groups, with more than 10 hours so I'd like to bring this to your attention.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Item 9, page 2 is an ad hoc,  not a drafting group. 

>> F. Borjón: Oh, it's an ad hoc.

Thank you.

Note taken.

Thanks for the clarification.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We appreciate this very, very concise report, Chairman.

However, one of the issues ‑‑ by the way, Chairman, our statement on the report, my statement, sorry, on the output and the progress report of Committee 5 was given already to the Secretariat, Chairman.

But I have also to add here that Syria with the United Arab Emirates would like to make a statement, Chairman, regarding what you see on page 3/4 about the deletion or proposed deletion on 67, Chairman.

We have not seen this proposal for deletion of 67, 142, 149.

There is no ‑‑ and 141.

There is nothing referred to here, Chairman.

So we would be sure that if not when we are supposed to be sure that what we have stated regarding the abrogation of 67, Chairman, and so on, is reflected.

So we would ask your indulgence if this have been put in your minutes, or we should have a statement attached to this report, Chairman.

The statement ‑‑ this report does not contain anything about this issue which finally agreed that this will be invite the Council to take decision of the necessity of having a new Resolution ‑‑ a new Working Group of the Council on definitions.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think we have addressed this issue at Plenary for as long as I remember, the suppression of this part.

I hope this clarifies the issue.

I think we have addressed it.

Thank you.

United Kingdom, please.

>> Representative From United Kingdom:  Yes, good evening, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you very much.

First of all, we would like to thank our distinguished Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary for his great endeavors in bringing this Working Group of the Plenary to a successful conclusion and for this succinct report.

We're quite happy with the report.

On the issue that our distinguished delegate from Zambia just raised in relation to the African proposal 71 concerning ITSO and satellites, we too would like to join with them in noting that when this was discussed in the Working Group of the Plenary, there was indeed consensus on the importance of this issue, on the importance of the common heritage, on the importance of satellite communications in developing countries.

However, Mr. Chairman, if this is going to be a minute on the record or whatever is appropriate in these circumstances, we have just noted, and I thank our distinguished delegate from Syria for giving us time to look at the record, that in fact what we decided in the Working Group of the Plenary, in addition to noting how important this issue was, was that primarily, this was an issue for ITSO to determine, in conjunction with the notifying administrations.

We did not agree that the Secretary‑General should necessarily take it to the WRC, although, of course, we would not wish to fetter any actions that the Secretary‑General would wish to take in any matter, but in terms of what the discussion was at the Working Group of the Plenary, it was decided that this was an issue best taken up within the ITSO assembly.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, U.K.

I will invite you, with Zambia, as well, to look at these records and maybe make a proposal.

Then again for the text that you would like reflected in the minutes, that really reflects the work that was done at the Working Group of the Plenary just to be completely accurate for that matter.

Zambia, you want to say something, please?

Zambia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Zambia:  Mr. Chairman, I think on the matter, when it was discussed, it was agreed that obviously, those consensus in terms of that the matter was better ‑‑ best handled in the right fora in terms of those matters being handled would be WRC.

In terms of the opinions which were there, there was no agreement that this was a matter which should be tabled within ITSO.

From the African group, we disagreed that this matter can be handled within ITSO itself because it's been outstanding since 2008, and because it involves frequencies and orbital locations which are also within, we know that these issues can be handled through notifying administrations.

However, the African ‑‑ this is a statement from the African group who strongly feel that this matter needs to go to the attention of the next WRC.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, I think that is a statement that you're making, and we can carry on with our work.

Uganda, please.

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

Mr. Chairman, we want to associate with the statement made by Zambia, as regards the African common proposal on the common heritage.

Mr. Chairman, on top of merely noting it in your report, we are seeking your assurance that this matter, very important matter, will be handled by the next WRC, and relevant Agenda Item.

I thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think the Director of BR could really help us on this matter.

The Director of BR has the floor.

>> F. Rancy: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Let me clarify the situation, because I wouldn't like to have this reflection in your minutes that something is not clear.

The question is really very long on the discussion, first in the administrations together with ITSO and with the BR and then it was raised before the RRB.

And the situation of today in the radio field is as follows, that procedurally, the situation for me is absolutely clear.

This is a question of the notifying group of administrations, and it is to be clear first within that notifying group together with notifying administration.

And of course, the decision ‑‑ there was a formal decision of the RRB on this question, and according to the procedures in force now, the administrations are free to challenge the decision of the are RRB in the coming WRC, so it is up to them to raise this question before the WRC, and WRC will be obliged to discuss and settle this question.

So this is, to me, there is no need for involvement of the Secretary‑General or the Radiocommunications Bureau.

Everything is in the hands of administrations interested, and the WRC will be obliged to clarify this situation.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Director of BR.

I think this really clarifies the issue.

We're now going back to the report, and with this clarification.

As I mentioned, I am inviting you to take note of the report.

Mali, please.

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

Mr. Chairman we are speaking on behalf of the African group to say that we are somewhat at a loss regarding the logistics concerning the documents, the Resolutions, because the Resolution that we asked about ITSO is telling us that it doesn't concern the ITU, and we have seen reference to organizations that are totally outside the ITU introduced by the same countries that are telling us that ITSO is a foreign or outer organization.

We will see that during the evening, Sir.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ can consult directly with the Working Group of the Plenary if you need to get some more clarification, and we will looking at the proposed Resolution as time comes.

Senegal?

>> Representative From Senegal:  Thank you, Chairman.

I won't be long.

I just wanted to say that I haven't understood what the Chairman of the BR has just said, because it can't be said that this only relates to the administrations concerned.

It's the members that are concerned if we're going to ask for a meeting of all the members concerned by the common heritage, then they must make their decision or leave us to include this somewhere and what you have said Mr. Chairman was a good decision.

It should be discussed at the BR level.

But we can't ‑‑ every time we want to discuss this, we can't be told that that's not the right Forum for discussion.

It puts us in a very difficult situation because each time we get a feeling that we've understood, we realize that nothing of the sort has happened.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ please, when we go to a break, maybe you can come and talk to Timofeev on this matter.

Hopefully you can have a clear idea of what is happening there and have every issue being clarified.

So I think we're in a position to take note of this report.

So we take note of the report that's in Document 178, Revision 1.

And I'd really like to congratulate the Chairman of the Working Group of the Plenary, the Vice‑Chairmen.  

From the Netherlands, Mr. Rullens.

Mr. Fayzullaev from Uzbekistan. 

[ Applause ]

Mr. El Saadany from Egypt, Mr. Cuong from Vietnam and Mr. Ntoko.

We'll be looking at the Resolutions.

Congratulations.

Thank you very much for your hard work for the moment and just to be completely sure we have the documents, I propose to have a 15‑minute break in order to stretch your legs.

Thank you very much.

[ 15‑minute break ]

>> F. Borjón: Hello.

After this break, I hope everybody is back.

Had chance to have a coffee break, but to enjoy some of the sweets offered by Algeria, very, very kindly.

May provide us some more energy to carry on during this night that we are doing this very hard work.

I hope you're all fresh to continue, we're getting ready to go.

I appreciate if you can take your seats, please.

So we can continue.

Thank you.

We have the 18th series of texts submitted by editorial Committee to the Plenary.

This is document 183.

Document 183.

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

Chairman much Committee 4 you have the floor.

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

Document 183 has four texts.

Submitted to the Plenary.

For a first reading for approval.

They were transmitted to us by the working group of the Plenary.

There are two new resolutions.

New resolution WGPL/5, overall review of implementation of the outcomes of the World Summit on Information Society.

And new resolution WGPL/6 which is the ITU role in organizing the work on technical aspects of telecommunication networks to support the Internet.

And we have two revised resolutions.

Resolution 2, world telecommunication information and communication technology policy forum.

And resolution 140 which has been revised, which deals with ITU's role in implementing the outcomes of the World Summit on the Information Society.

And here, Mr. Chairman, I want to draw your attention to page 15 of the document.

That relates to this last resolution.

On "instructs the Council" which has square brackets that's, request of Council, square brackets which we need to review.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ the working group of the Plenary.

There for I kindly request the Chairman of the working group of the Plenary to please make brief us on this document, very important ones.

As well as in the matter of the brackets.

Please, Chairman of the working group of the Plenary you have the floor.

>> C. Njoroge: Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, we have four documents.

Two resolutions and two revision on resolution 2 and resolution 140.

The first document which is WGPL/5 is a consensus document.

Also document WGPL/6 and also the revised resolution 2, however the last resolution on 140 there is one square bracket which was not resolved but agreed that be presented but I believe we should be able to move forward.

Thank you, Chairman, this document is presented for consideration and adoption.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much to the Chairman of the working group of the Plenary.

Take note of the comments made on the square brackets.

I'm sorry.

Going back, on the issue of the square brackets we will address them if you wish, we go back to page 15 of this document, 183. 

But for the moment I am addressing WGPL/5, page 1.

Do we have any comment.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Straight forward document.

We go now to page 2 of document 183 that regards resolution WGPL/5.

Do we have any comment?

No one is asking for the floor.

I believe we are in a position then to approve this document on first reading.

Considering that I have not heard any discussion on this matter, seems that this is a very straight forward document so in sake of time, I will invite you that for this particular document for the moment, WGPL/5 we look at this now as a pink document in order to move forward, in order to approve it.

I kindly request your approval now on WGPL/5.

As a pink document.

On second reading.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Therefore, we approve resolution WGPL/5 on second reading.

Thank you.

We now go to WGPL/6.

The new resolution as commented by the Chairman.

We have this document that is presented to you, we're going to see it on first reading.

This is page 3 of document 183.

I kindly request if there are some comments on this matter.

No one is asking for the floor, thank you.

We go now to page 4 of document 183.

Comments.

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

Page 5.

Same document.

This is very straight forward resolution, the new one.

Therefore, it seems that we're in position to adopt ‑‑ to approve, sorry, resolution WGPL/6 as presented.

We approve it on first reading.

Being that there are no comments on this matter, no need for any changes I kindly request your support to see this document now as a pink document, resolution WGPL/6 so we can move forward in the sake of time.

If we can see this document now as a pink document on second reading, resolution WGPL/6.

I request your approval on second reading of this document.

No one is asking for the floor.

I believe we can approve resolution WGPL/6 on second reading.

Approved.

We come now to modification to resolution 2.

This is page 6 of document 183.

Do we have any comments on page 6?

No one is asking for the floor.

We can move now to page 7.

Comments.

Consensus is there.

Thank you.

We move now to page 8 of this document.

Brazil has requested the floor.

Brazil, you have the floor.

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

This is just matter of clarification.

Again on "resolves" 2 without the agreement we had before was to adapt the suppressions and recommendations or resolutions we thought in the preview session we agreed on modifying this part of the text and I should ask you for clarification on this part.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Sorry, Brazil, you're talking about the session of the working group of the Plenary?

Yuri questing clarification of the working group of the Plenary or for myself?

Could you please clarify?

>> Representative From Brazil:  The last Plenary, Sir, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Chairman of the working group of the Plenary, Kenya, you have the floor.

Thank you.

>> C. Njoroge: Thank you, Chairman.

Perhaps we could ask the Secretariat to explain, we had presented this changes and they were not incorporated perhaps they could explain.

>> F. Borjón: Or maybe, Charles, tell us the changes?

Sorry, could you tell us the changes, please?

So we can address them?

Chairman of the working group of the Plenary.

Maybe from the Secretariat, Mr. Ntoko, could you help us clarifying this issue?

>> C. Njoroge: Sorry, Chairman, we had proposed some changes and we are going to read those changes.

>> M. Borjon:  The Chairman of the working group of the Plenary has the floor.

>> A. Ntoko:   Not the Chairman but the Secretary.

We agreed that should not be should not be making resolutions or any binding agreements.

We did submit the change text which is different from the one we have here.

But I can read to you "revolves" 2, what we had agreed during the working group of the Plenary.

We "resolves" 2 from the world telecommunication/ICT policy forum shall neither should be replaced ‑‑ neither should be replaced by not.

Shall not produce prescriptive regulatory outcomes.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, I think that's the way it is.

I think the issue of Brazil regards on matter of recommendations or resolutions but the text that you have just read is the one that we have in front of us.

Maybe you can carry on.

>> A. Ntoko:  It continues.

I know what Brazil is saying is somewhere further.

Because, Mr. Chair, I'm looking at "resolves" 2 which is the first place.

There are two areas where this changes are to be made.

One is on "revolves" 2.

The changes are a little bit more, Mr. Chair, I think it would be something that we might be better off dealing with editorial Committee unless the meeting would like us to go through some kind of editing, but there are a number of substantive changes which were made to the document we submitted to Committee 4, Mr. Chair.

>> F. Borjón: So I understand that then we are not in the position to approve this document.

If this document is not clear, I believe you will need to make those arrangements because otherwise if there are many changes it will be very difficult to follow.

Would you like to make a comment on this.

Are we retiring this modification for the moment and maybe later on you can present it.

Sorry.

Please.

You have the floor.

>> A. Ntoko:  Let's see how we can make this fast.

Let's go to ‑‑ for the English page after "emphasizing" we go down to ‑‑ are R.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry.

Where are we?

Page what?

>> A. Ntoko:  Page 7.

>> F. Borjón: I think the pages are the same.

Please carry on.

>> A. Ntoko:  Under emphasizing we go to C.

We strike out "recommendations or resolutions" we go further down ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: There's no thing to strike down so maybe ‑‑ could you look at the document that we're dealing with?

Please?

>> A. Ntoko:  It my be better off going to the ‑‑ we're looking at 2006 resolution which was revised again during the working group of the Plenary as a result of comments from membership.

So to make the distinction between the original Antalya text, the revised proposed text and the text revised during the working group of Plenary, is a little bit difficult on the screen.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for that clarification.

I'm afraid we have to leave for the moment this modification and resolution 2.

Then we'll carry on with this later on.

Sorry.

We go now to page 10, regards resolution 140.

This is modification to this resolution.

Syria is asking for the floor.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Sorry, Chairman.

I was trying to help you in what happens with the resolution 2.

If you go to "resolves" 2 you stop "resolves" 2 at the second line and adopt opinions, full stop, Chairman.

Also at number 10 in the page 8 of the ‑‑ you strike 10, that the expected output shall be ‑‑ this was the proposal when we were thinking that there might be resolution or recommendation or opinion or report.

These are to be ‑‑ however, Chairman, the emphasizing C is correctly as it appears now.

It includes the correction, Chairman.

It has been taken out.

The issue of resolution or recommendation, Chairman.

For that reason, but if you would like to have another time we look to this resolution, Chairman, then you could ask the Secretariat with the help of the Chairman of the working group to revisit this document and provide you.

I am sure, Chairman, that "resolves" 2 was changed at the meeting.

And 10 disappeared.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for the comments.

I believe we will be more comfortable with the text that is very clear to everyone.

I'm very grateful for your comments, Mr. Kisrawi I believe we need to have a clear document on this matter.

For the moment we will have to postpone the discussion of this until we have a perfect clarity of what we are doing.

Thank you.

We're now on resolution 140.

Page 10.

The U.K. is asking for the floor.

>> Representative From U.K.:  Yes, thank you Mr. Chairman.

I was going to make a comment on the previous one which was to agree with the distinguished delegate from Syria.

I think he had it completely right.

But addressing 140, while I had the microphone, there is square bracket as the Chairman.

Working group mentioned, there's a square bracket at 6.

This square bracket is linked to other square brackets in resolutions 101 and ‑‑ probably 102 and 133 which we're coming to later on.

It's up to you how we want to channel this if we want to get in to this issue or debate the substance of it now.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Just in order to be clear on the rest of the document, are we proposed to go page by page as we have been usually doing if you can bear with me?

We will address this almost the last page.

Page 15.

But just to be clear on every part of this issue I'd like to go page by page if that's acceptable for you.

So we are very clear in the way that we're handling this document.

Syria, do you have a comment ‑‑ I would say a document on your comment?

No, sorry.

Sorry for that.

Syria, would you have a comment here on page 10, Syria you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria.

This has been discussed by your meeting we agreed to leave this square bracket until the issue is solved, it's as you have heard from U.K., it's a proposal in the resolution 102, the revision of resolution 102.

And this depends on what you are going to do with the 102.

If you agree to the proposal, then we could take out this square bracket, Chairman.

If not, I think we have discussed 140 at length, Chairman.

Except for this square bracket text which the Chairman of the working Committee, the text one of them was taken out by the agreement of your meeting and the other one was depending on the debate on resolution 102.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for your comments, but this is the first time that I am seeing this document.

Probably you were referring to the working group of the Plenary.

I see no comment on page 10.

We can carry on.

We have page 11.

Do we have any comment?

We have page 12.

Do we have any comment?

Page 13.

Document 183, comments.

Page 14.

Comments, there is no change on this page ‑‑ there may be, sorry, page 14, do we have any comment?

Then we come to the famous page 15.

Where we have the square brackets.

Saudi Arabia is asking for the floor.

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

As has been indicated by the representative from the United Kingdom, the square brackets in paragraph number 6 are the result of the discussion of the resolution 102.

So, in order not to delay the approval of this document, I'd like to ask the Secretariat to either delete the square brackets or to delete the text ‑‑ in square brackets on the basis of resolution 102.

Subject to resolution 102.

And perhaps we can come back to this later, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

That's interesting proposal that we can ‑‑ will be depending on other documents that we try to adopt this document with the brackets, consider them to be editorial in order to make the proper arrangements regarding the results of the other discussions.

Am I right?

That will be the proposal?

Saudi Arabia.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia: 

[ No English translation ]

>> F. Borjón: There seems to be ‑‑ 

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Yes, was there a problem?

I'll try to speak in English, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  My proposal, I said that this as distinguished delegate from U.K. this item is related to the discussions on resolution 102.

And in order not to delay the approval of this document what I am proposing is that we approve this document in totality, and give ‑‑ allow the Secretary, give them the authority to delete between the brackets or the brackets based on the decision of 102.

There is no need to discuss this issue now.

If that is acceptable then we can move forward.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I think that is a very interesting proposal.

It seems to be related to other issues.

Maybe this way we could be moving forward.

I think it's very interesting proposal that's put to your consideration.

There seems to be an agreement here on how to deal with this matter.

I will ask if there are some comments on page 16.

No one is asking for the floor.

Therefore, I believe that with the comments made and proposal by Saudi Arabia, which is very straight forward proposal, that is providing authority to the Secretariat to change this brackets.

I would propose to you the adoption with this note on the proposal made by Saudi Arabia.

I'm proposing you to adopt this document on first reading.

With the comments made.

Thank you.

I believe that ever since it has this comment, I will propose that we wait until the second reading just to have a clear document in front of us.

Maybe that way we could be going very fast for its adoption so we're only if that's acceptable to you.

We will only go through the first reading for the moment.

Dr. Timofeev has the floor.

>> V. Timofeev: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Let me try to accelerate the process a little bit.

You could still try to read it for the second reading, but with the exception of number 6.

And number 6 could be treated afterwards.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Well, once again, I'm helped again by the wisdom of Professor Timofeev which I highly appreciate.

Considering the proposal given the authority to Secretariat to make the proper changes to the brackets as stated by ‑‑ proposed by Saudi Arabia.

I kindly request your approval on second reading now being this has a pink document on this modification.

We approve this document as a pink document on second reading with the authority granted to the Secretariat to make the proper arrangements as proposed by Saudi Arabia.

Is it acceptable for you?

Okay.

Thank you very much to you.

Thank you very much to you, Dr. Timofeev.

We have document 184.

It's a long document.

But only request if everybody has the document or is able to get it I think this document is distributed in the pigeon holes.

But I would only like to know if everybody has it or do we need to have an extremely short break so you can go for it.

I see that people are moving.

We'll just make very brief pause.

Five minutes just to give you enough time so you can get the document.

We're breaking shortly for five minutes.

I'll be sitting here.

Thank you.

[ Brief Break ] 

>> F. Borjón: Hello.

I think it was a very short break I think now everybody has document 184.

Maybe we are able to continue our work.

However, if somebody wants to make some sort of comment or clarification, have we ‑‑ maybe we have solved the issue on resolution 2?

Have we?

Brazil, Brazil is asking for the floor.

>> Representative From Brazil:  We have conversations with the Secretariat it was really just editorial misunderstanding.

We just forget to delete resolutions and recommendations in this part in this "resolves" 2 of the text.

So, by making this deletion we would be consistent with the rest of the text and also consistent with the consensus that we had in the working group of the Plenary.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Brazil, for that comment,  that could be very helpful in order to advance our work.

So it seems that we can go back, might be wise to go back then to document 183.

Now that the clarification has been made.

Once again just for clarification, we are in document ‑‑ sorry, 183.

You may see the Board is 184.

But we can move back a little bit.

Thank you.

Document 183.

This is page 6 I think we have a clarification has been done on page 8.

But I'll go back again to once again, resolution 2.

Modification to resolution 2.

Page 6.

Any comment?

No, thank you.

Page 7.

Document 183.

No one is asking for the floor.

Then we come to page 8 where Brazil has solved the issue with the rest of the team and all the other clarifications, I'm very sorry maybe it was myself who was confused so it seems that in number 2, the second line after "adopt opinions" we can remove the comma and we are removing "recommendations or resolutions" that is what I have understood and then we continue with "by consensus for consideration."

I understand Brazil that was the issue?

So, I think the issue raised by Brazil is solved and clarification is achieved.

But I think as well, Syria and United Kingdom asking for the floor.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, I think number 10 on the same page 8 should disappear also because this was when we proposed to have resolutions and recommendations or opinion and so on.

So we don't need that number 10 now.

In addition to that, Chairman, I would ask you kindly that when we propose modification to this resolution we state clearly that we should not mix up the policy forum and this resolution and the normal forums with the exhibition.

Because there was proposal, Chairman, to combine the two where each one of them is quite independent we don't agree to that so I would like to reflect that in the minutes of your meeting.

Today when we adopt this resolution, thank you.

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

It seems that there's proposal to delete on page 8 under "resolves" number 10.

There is this proposal.

U.K., please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From United Kingdom:  Yes, thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Yes, I think we could ‑‑ this was the consensus of the discussion when we last had it both in terms of "resolves" 2 and "resolves" 10, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

It seems that this is consistent with all of the proposals so we can, I believe, delete number 10.

With the other clarification from Brazil I think it might be okay.

United States, please.

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

We take you back to "resolves" 2 and we express our appreciation to Brazil for their contribution.

We still, however, are concerned with the last phrase "with a view to their implementation."

That would seem to also be related to the original formulation which included recommendations or resolutions.

It would seem then, Mr. Chairman, that we would have the full stop after "ITU meetings" however, it shall prepare reports and adopt opinions by consensus for consideration by Member States, Sector Members and relevant ITU meetings, full stop.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: There is proposal then to have a full stop at number 2 after ITU meetings.

Then delete the following text "with a view to their implementation."

Do we have agreement on this proposal?

I see some nodding.

We'll follow with that.

Seems to be consistent, well, maybe.

Maybe it's not.

Syria is asking for the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Sorry, Chairman.

In the contrary what United States proposed is exactly the old text which is valid as proposed by United States.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for the support, Syria.

We are proposing then to put ITU meetings, full stop, and delete "with a view to their implementation."

Thank you for the clarification.

Any other comment on this page?

Page 8, document 183.

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

Then we have page 9, document 183.

Any comments?

No one is asking for the floor.

It seems that something that we were postponing we were able to solve.

Thank you very much.

There for it seems we are able to approve on first reading resolution 2 with this change.

On number 2, deleting "recommendations or resolutions" then ITU meetings, full stop.

Deleting "to a view with their implementation" same number 2.

Then deleting 10.

Do we have your approval to go through this document on first reading?

Thank you.

This modification is resolution 2 is approved on first reading.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Yes, Chairman, to propose to go to second reading, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for reading my mind, Mr. Kisrawi.

Yes, I would like to request your support to look at this document as a pink document.

With the changes given and in order to in the sake of time ask for your indulgence for this second reading approval.

Thank you very much.

Now something that we were postponing we have approved on second reading.

Modification to resolution 2, thank you very much.

Sorry for the noise.

Now we move to document 184, this is 19th series of texts submitted by editorial Committee to this Plenary meeting.

These are documents presented by Committee 6.

I request the Chairman of Committee 4 to please present this document.

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

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

Document 184 contains nine texts submitted to your Plenary meeting for approval in first reading.

These texts come from Com 6 there are three new resolutions.

Five revised resolutions, one proposal for the suppression of a resolution.

The first new resolution Com 6/4 is entitled "deadlines for the submission of proposals and procedures for the registration of participants to conferences, assemblies and meetings of the Union."

The second new resolution, Com 6/5, is entitled, facilitating digital inclusion initiatives for indigenous peoples.

The third new resolution Com 6/6 to strengthening ITU capabilities for electronic meetings and means to advance the work of the Union.

On this subject, Chairman, I should like to indicate that on page 5 in recording A, we see some square brackets which we have to address.

And then, we have the revision of resolution 25 strengthening the regional presence.

Resolution 41 and 58, strengthening relations between ITU and radio telecommunication organization and regional preparatory work for the Plenipotentiary Conference.

On page 20, under considering B in the text in the French version in the fourth line, please replace the acronym for the African telecommunications union, it should be UAT in French but that is only for the French text.

The English is fine.

The next revised resolution, Use of Telecommunications/Information and Communication Technologies for Monitoring and Management in Emergency and Disaster Situations for Early Warning, Prevention, Mitigation and Relief.

And the next is resolution 159 is "assistance and support to Lebanon for rebuilding its telecommunication networks, fixed and mobile."

All of these texts are submitted to you for your approval, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for Committee 4.

These documents were presented by Committee 6, therefore, I kindly request Mr. Gracie to give us a broad view of this documents in order to proceed to analyze them.

To go through them.

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

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

The first new resolution for consideration, resolution Com 6/4 concerns the deadlines for the submission of proposals and procedures for the registration of participants to conferences, assemblies and meetings of the Union.

Chairman, I draw your attention to the "resolves" as a result of subsequent consultations between the RCC, Bulgaria and Canada, who submitted this joint proposal, I may ask you to remove resolves number 2.

So only the first "resolves" remains in this text.

Chairman, I present this document for your further consideration.

There laugh been ‑‑ there have been considerable number of delegations who were concerned at this conference in particular that there were many late documents submitted which did not provide an opportunity for delegations to properly consider the proposals prior to this Plenipotentiary Conference.

And of course, the burden on the Secretariat was quite onerous in ensuring the timely distribution and translation of those documents.

So this really prompted the submission of this particular proposal.

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

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

We take note of the proposal that we will probably help you in reaching consensus here on page 2, document 184.

That we are deleting number 2 as proposed.

We have Korea and Mali asking for the floor.

Korea, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Korea:  I'm sorry to ask this kind of questions for "resolve" 1 because I didn't realize that ‑‑ the questions that this 14 calendar days only applies for the meetings who requires translations.

So, currently many working doesn't require the translations and then those working meetings their practice is seven calendar days.

The question is, whether this resolutions shall apply to the working party without translations.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for your comments, Korea.   

We have the request, I'll try to get through all of them and we just try to keep track of them.

Later if needed to have the proper address for every matter.

We have Mali asking for the floor.

Please, Mali.

>> Representative From Mali.

Thank you, Chairman.

We would like for clarification under "instructs the Secretary‑General" we can't quite understand why council is confining itself to considering relevant financial implications only at its session of 2011.

Why not also in 2012 and 2013.

Since that will be further financial implications, especially for the Council meetings and the Study Groups.

>> F. Borjón: Point taken, Mali.

Maybe we can be addressing both issues right now, some other people are asking for the floor but for the moment I will ask the Chairman much Committee 6 if we are able then to address this issue as has been raised by Korea and Mali.

Please, Chairman of Committee 6 you have the floor.

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

With respect to the comment by Korea, is quite correct, the sectors, particularly at the working party level have their own deadlines.

Perhaps what I might suggest is that after the second line where you see 14 calendar days, we have a footnote.

The footnote would read "deadlines for certain meetings may vary according to the rules of procedure of the three sectors" particularly with regard to the translation requirements or words to that affect.

So that would give the necessary flexibility according to the respective resolution 1s ‑‑ resolution 1 of the various sectors which established deadlines for the submission of documents.

As far as the comment of Mali is concerned, certainly this should not be restricted to the next session of Council, perhaps we could find words to the affect that prepare a report on an ongoing basis to the sessions of council.

Or words to that affect.

So we don't restrict it only to 2011.

And as you see in the formulation we use the word "including" financial implication, there are other factors that can be considered.

It's not just financial implications.

Hopefully I've addressed those two comments, thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, on page 2 we have kept "resolve" 1 and take out "resolve" 2.

However, Chairman, "resolve" 2 is wrong here stated however we could refer to the ‑‑ to number 17 of the rules of conferences, proposal or amendment presented during the conference.

So, it's true, Chairman, that we have a limit here but this is only before the conference.

However, possibilities of presenting proposal or amendment during the conference, Chairman.

Either we put it in the "recognizing" Chairman to remind people that they have the right to make proposal during the conference as we have seen in this conference and the rules are quite clear, general rules on this particular issue starting by 82 to 83, to 84, et cetera.

Or not talking about, that but I prefer, Chairman, that this could be either replacing "resolve" 2 or this should go to the recognizing, Chairman.

Or considering so that administrations have a complete clearer picture of how to submit contributions, Chairman.

This is what I would like to share with you, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for your comments, Syria.

We'll address it later.

Russia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you, Chairman.

We fully support the spirit of this document indeed setting of deadlines for submission of proposals is extremely important to administrations and for the normal functioning of the work of meetings.

However, in our view, the proposal of Korea seems to be very useful, we should look at the seven‑day deadline if translation is not required.

As regards paragraph 2 we should like to point out that in the interest of flexibility it may be possible at the discretion of the meeting, the meeting should not be deprived of the document to consider any document if the meeting itself considers that this is possible.

By means of a consensus, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: In the spirit of this issue is already captured by the proposal made by the Chairman much Committee 6 that the length may vary for the cases.

Saudi Arabia, please.

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

I'd like to make reference to the text as it is in Arabic.

Arabic version now on the first line, or first of all, when we see before the opening of the Plenipotentiary Conference, before the beginning of The Conference, first line in Arabic but third in French.

So before the opening of The Conference, prior to the opening date, there we go, fixed for the Plenipot, we should also say, including Plenipotentiary conferences.

To make things clear.

Then after that, we can talk about the various assemblies and meetings much the Union.

I also see that in English in this first paragraph just makes mention of delegations.

Where as in Arabic, we have the addition of the delegations which attend these conferences.

So the drafting Committee could perhaps make sure that there's correspondence between the Arabic version and the English version.

Should be a line, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ as to note in that I invite you to follow.

Thank you.

Tuvalu.

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

In fact it's Switzerland.

Mr. Chairman, yes, we require some clarification now in the title of new resolution that's been proposed by Com 6, deadlines for submission of proposals and procedures for the registration of participants to the conferences.

But if we look here instruct Secretary‑General we don't see any mention made of the procedure in question.

I just like to know why we see procedures for the registration of participants but we don't see it under instructs Secretary‑General, because in the text they're talking, mainly about the dates for the submission of text.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ sorry, Switzerland for this point.

I think we can make some arrangements there on the title.

Sweden.

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

Sweden fully supports the idea behind this document and we think it's a very important issue.

However, we are of the opinion that the proposed deadline of 14 calendar days is not sufficient, it may be enough to ensure translation of documents before the meeting, but it will not give administration sufficient time to consider a proposal and prepare for the meetings.

We propose deadline on two calendar months during the discussions in the Committee for proposals to the Plenipotentiary Conference and the assemblies and conferences of the Union.

For other meetings we are prepared to accept the deadline agreed within each sector.

And however, we understand that there was no support in the Committee for this proposal, but we would like to have this reflected in the minutes of your meeting because we think it's important and that the two weeks deadline proposed is note sufficient for administrations, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We take note of your statement.

Bulgaria, please.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We have discussed various delegations.

The feeling we've got after this proposal wants that everyone is very supportive to this idea.

And then for submission of proposals to conferences there is a need of really firm deadline.

There should be no some sort of ‑‑ then put in compressions or amendments all this during the conference.

This should be really firm deadline.

That's why this term "firm" has been established.

So now the second point is that there would be need for procedures to register and we need to see how this is going to work and perhaps just first meeting of the council will not be enough so that we support the proposal of Mali.

Lastly, we believe that except meetings of the sectors which are not required in translation, this should be universal rule applied across the Union.

However, Honorable delegate for Korea has proposed it would be reasonable to have unified deadline of one week for meetings of the sectors not required in translation.

Like this, the life would be easy for everyone, Mr. Chairman.

This variety of freedom in this federation of ITU is nightmare in many aspects, thank you. 

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

Trying to cut this discussion.

Iran, please.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

We are grateful to all colleagues making comments, still we are looking to see how we could reconcile all these issues.

However, we have one point, Chairman.

By this 14 deadline, are we changing rules number 40 of the time limit and condition for submission of proposals and reports to the conferences which refers at least four months before the start of The Conferences and so on, so forth, Chairman.

Are we changing that rule automatically by this resolution?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: That is very relevant issue.

However we might be dealing with some proposal, is that deal with current practice.

Not that I have seen.

Brazil, you have the floor.

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

We would like to suppress ‑‑ express our appreciation for the previews ‑‑ previous comments made by the delegation of Sweden, Bulgaria, Korea.

We think that the need of translation is in the core of this question.

We do prepare very well for the conferences and assemblies, even in Brazil we do make a huge preparation for conferences and assemblies.

But it's not the same for all the meetings of ITU.

So, Mr. Chairman, if I may we would like to suggest to delete the word "meetings" on "resolves" number 1 and include the ideas from the Chairman of Committee 6 in the paragraph number 2.

Leaving to the sectors to produce its rules on the calendar day, on the period to submit its contribution.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Brazil.

Finally, Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, I am in total support of the last proposal by Brazil.

We should limit this one to the proposals coming to the conferences and the assemblies, Chairman.

However, we could not apply it to the other sectors, for instance, now in the sector ten calendar days have been made now 12.

In the development sector, seven calendar days.

In the radio sector, seven calendar days.

Chairman, this in many of these there is no need for translation.

So I prefer, Chairman, to leave this resolution to the preparations of the ‑‑ for the conferences and assemblies.

But not to deal with the other sectors, Chairman, leave them their flexibility and their right to do whatever they are doing, Chairman.

It's unfair to put that in the resolution coming from the Plenipotentiary Conference, Chairman.

Second, I refer to this number 2, resolves number 2, Chairman, which is somebody say, this is flexibility.

No.

Chairman, it's quite clear here how proposals or amendments presented during the conference number 17, it's many items, 82, 83, 84, et cetera, Chairman, 85 and so on.

So could not replace all these rules of ‑‑ general rules, Chairman, by a simple "resolve" here.

We could refer to it, some where in the document if there is a necessity or forgetting that, but this has ‑‑ later, Chairman, I have heard there was no consensus about this date of 14 calendar days, Chairman.

I think it's reasonable 14 calendar days and we could not go up to one month, Chairman, as proposed by Sweden.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think the comments made by Sweden regard that there was no consensus of having two calendar months.

I think we have several comments, some very, very interesting.

However I see that maybe we didn't have enough time to discuss this at Committee 6, discussion has happened now.

However there are many changes and still things that could be resolved.

So I would ask the Chairman of Committee 6 if possible getting together with interested parties if hopefully he will be able then to produce a revision of this document or if that is not the case then maybe he could take this issue to the next Council session at the next ordinary session, because there are many issues here that need to be taken carefully.

We cannot be going with so many changes and drafting and producing things which are not completely clear, especially this time of hour.

I would like to request from the Chairman of Committee 6 to please fulfill this task.

Take in to account the comments and try to see if we are able to produce a consensus document by tomorrow.

Thank you.

Chairman much Committee 6, you have the floor.

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

I would ask colleagues who are interested in suggesting amendments to this resolution to convene at 9:00 tomorrow morning in room 24.

That's room 24 at 9:00.

I have taken careful note of all of the comments, I think many of them can be dealt with quickly.

So I would again ask colleagues to join me at 9:00 tomorrow morning in room 24.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We move then to the next document.

This is new resolution, resolution Com 6/5 facilitate digital inclusion initiatives for indigenous people.

I kindly request to the Chairman much Committee 6 if we have some comments here on the matters to discuss for this new resolution.

Chairman much Committee 6 you have the floor.

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

As you can see from this resolution there are no square brackets.

This was agreed in Committee 6 so I present this to you for your further consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

You're able now to go through this document.

Russia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you, Chairman.

Of course this is very interesting and important document, but in our administration we have some questions.

Here there is reference in "resolves" 1 to extend the revision of ITU fellowships to indigenous peoples.

In Russia there are some 100 indigenous peoples, 47 of them only have very small populations.

So, what do we do in this situation?

In our administration, if just one‑third of these indigenous peoples wish to participate in a given meeting.

This does have financial implications for ITU.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Russia.

We'll kindly request to the director of the BDT to maybe you can help us in clarifying on this issue.

Mr. Al-Basheer, you have the floor. 

>> S. Al-Basheer: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, briefly, this is a special group of category within different countries and different regions.

We've been trying to give this group of indigenous people special attention in the last few years.

I agree with the distinguished Delegation of Russia that this will have financial implication, but of course, this is the decision of the conference, and I think we're at your hand, Mr. Chairman.

But I agree, this will have, of course, some financial implication, and we usually deal with the fellowships on the basis of Member States.

Now, this is a very different procedure to look within a state of a group of the society.

So, of course, this is a new and but of course, we're at your hand, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I believe that as usual, this work could be done within the available resources, but ever since there is no specifics here, it's very hard to tell.

So this is more put as a principle to try to encourage this sort of participation from my understanding.

But ever since there is no specific number of people to be put here, this is basically within available resources, as well as I understand.

But maybe the Chairman of Committee 6 could clarify on this issue.

Mr. Gracie, Canada, you have the floor.

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

Yes, you have captured the idea.

Certainly, all initiatives, activities, need to be considered within existing budgetary resources.

If budgetary are resources are not available other means may be found through voluntary contributions, for example, or through the mobilization of resources through other means.

So I think this is understood throughout all of these Resolutions, that they can be implemented within existing budgetary resources.  

If they are not available, then other means must be found such as voluntary contributions.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you Chairman of Committee 6 and thank you to the Director of BDT.

I will ask then to go to Page 3 to see if we have any excellent on this matter.

No one is asking for the floor.

We go now to page 4, document 184.

Do we have any comment?

I think there's no one is asking for the floor, so it seems we're in a position to adopt Resolution COM6/5, first reading, adopted.

I kindly request your indulgence to see if we are able to adopt this document now in second reading, seeing this document now is a pink document.

You can all bear with me.

I kindly request your approval for this document, Resolution COM6/5 on second reading.

Ever since there are no major issues here.

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

Approved on second reading.

We move now to a new Resolution, this is Resolution COM6/6, strengthening ITU capabilities for electronic meetings and means to advance the work of the Union.

As the Chairman of Committee 4 clearly underscored, there are some brackets here of "recalling," delay.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 to please brief us on this document, tell us what were the discussions on the matter of these brackets, and what are the possibilities.

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

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

In "recalling" A, what I'd suggest is that the reference would be to Resolution 66 Rev. Guadalajara 2010.

Resolution 66 is before this conference for amendment.

So to simplify matters, I'd simply indicate Guadalajara 2010, and then you can remove the square brackets and the text within the square brackets, so I think that would be the easiest way to deal with that particular issue.

As far as the remainder of the Resolution is concerned, this issue was considered to be very important, and you'll see no further square brackets within this particular text.

Now, I draw your attention in the resolves, there's a reference to hyperlinks.

This text is precisely the same text as was agreed at the 2008 session of Council which addressed the issue of the use of hyperlinks, so there should be no difficulty with that particular part of the Resolution.

So with that, Chairman, this represents a consensus text, so I present it to you for further consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry it has to be the late hour, Mr. Gracie, but your proposal for the brackets was to only remove the brackets, or remove the text inside the brackets?

Could you please clarify?

I got a little lost.

Mr. Gracie, please, Canada, you have the floor.

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

What I've suggested is that the square brackets be removed and the text between the square brackets also be deleted.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So the proposal is to delete the text inside the square brackets.

Of course, the square brackets.

That is the proposal by the Chairman.

Of Committee 6.

So I kindly request if there are some comments on this Page 5, document 184, regarding Resolution COM6/6.

Taking into account the comments made by the Chairman of Committee 6.

Saudi Arabia, please.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Yes, if I heard well, the Chairman of Committee 6 also mentioned Resolution 66, the Guadalajara revision 2010.

Did I hear well?

>> F. Borjón: Sorry, I was removing my eyeglasses instead of my earphones.

That won't work very good.

Sorry.

Yes, I believe he mentioned Guadalajara 2010, but I think this thing could be editorial if the revision goes through.

I think this could remain editorial in order to align the issues.

Thank you.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, it's quite clear it should read Resolution 66, Rev. Guadalajara 2010.

As proposed by the Chairman to strike and its recent update et cetera, et cetera, between the square brackets.

Chairman, this Resolution, a similar Resolution was adopted by Johannesburg, and there they make it clear, Chairman, that approvals of recommendations could not be done through electronic meetings, which is quite clear, Chairman.

This is a piece of information to be taken into consideration, not necessarily to be repeated here, but if a meeting which is going to be convened to take decisions, Chairman, of importance, it should not be allowed that to be done through electronic meetings.

We don't need to change anything in this Resolution, but this should be taken into consideration, Chairman, when we are dealing with issues like that.

So we support totality of this proposal, Chairman, of this Resolution and its scope.

Thank you, Chairman.

And we would be happy if this would be approved without qualifications.

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

I think, as you mentioned, you support this as well in removing the brackets and the text inside the brackets, and the comments and revision in Guadalajara 2010, sorry.

Do we have any comments then on Page 5?

No?

We go now to Page of this document 184.

No one's asking for the floor.

Thank you.

We go now to Page 7, Document 184.

There are no comments.

Thank you.

So therefore we are able to approve Resolution COM6/6, with the comments made by the Chairman of Committee 6, approved on first reading.

Ever since there seems to be consensus and considering we have discussed this document with the clarifications made, I propose you to see this document on pink paper.

So I kindly request your approval on second reading to this document.

No one's asking for the floor.

Thank you very much.

Approved on the second reading.

This new Resolution COM6/6, with the comments made by the Chairman of Committee 6.

Thank you.

Thank you.

We move now to modification of Resolution 25, strengthening the regional presence.

We are on Page 8, Document 184.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 to please brief us on this document and tell us if we have any problems here.

Chairman of Committee 6, you have the floor.

Canada.

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

As everyone appreciates, this is a very important subject, and there were a number of modifications that were proposed to this conference with respect to strengthening regional presence.

Chairman, an ad hoc group was formed in Committee 6 and held several meetings, and in the final analysis, it was possible to remove all square brackets in the text, and resolve all outstanding issues that were can discussed at the Committee level.

So, Chairman, given the fact that this is a consensus text and that all of the points that were proposed in this conference are reflected in this revised text, I'd like to present this to you for your further consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think this document shows a lot of work.

It's a very extensive document as was mentioned by the Chairman of Committee 6.

This was work hardly by another group which we kindly thank and therefore we'd like to go through Document page by page, maybe, go Page 8.

Do we have any comment?

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Could we ask, editorially, Chairman, recalling part to be take en in dates order.

We never have such a mixture of dates in one document, Chairman, something taken by 2009, then by 2010, then going back to '95 and so on, so could we ask kindly Chairman editorially that the recalling part should be reorganized by dates making the last one Resolution 123, which is Guadalajara, Chairman.

And thank you very much for that.

This could be done editorially, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Well, I believe this may imply some work as maybe not that relevant.

I hope if there's a chance to do this, maybe we can do it and we arrange it properly.

It's definitely an editorial matter.

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

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

On the subject in this part, I don't actually think that we ought to change the order which we have at the moment in the Resolution, because there is a logic behind it.

The Resolutions are classified by sector.

First there's a Resolution from the Plenipotentiary Conference, then from the development conference, then from the world Radiocommunication conference and then from the World Telecommunication Standardization Assembly, so I think this is a better logic than a chronological approach.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think we can give this vote of confidence to the knowledge of the Chairman of Committee 4.

I think this explanation is quite logical and won't affect in any way the substance, and maybe has, as has been mentioned, good clarification of the order.

It doesn't affect in any way the Resolution.

Okay, so Page 9, do we have any comment?

Mali, please.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

Recognizing B, penultimate line says, "Resolution 58 Kyoto 1994."

I would remind you that COM6 revised this Resolution and it's Res 58, Guadalajara 2010.

That's the new number.

So when this Resolution is adopted by Plenary, please could this minor change be made in "recognizing" B.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, it's an editorial comment.

Thank you for it.

Any other comment on this page?

No?

Thank you.

We move now to Page 10, Document 184.

Do we have any comments?

Thank you.

Page 11.

Not many changes on this page.

Do we have any comments?

Thank you.

We move now to Page 12, Document 184.

Chile, you have comments?

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

Yes, I'd just like to say that we agree with the Resolution and especially the wording in resolves number 9.

There seems to be an omission here by COM6, the drafting Committee, suggesting that in 5, further instructs the Council, taking into concession resolves 9, and unfortunately that was not actually incorporated here.

I think that sentence will have to be added to provide coherence and consistency with resolves 9 of the Resolution.

That will have to be added.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 if you can comment on this matter.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

If you look at "instructs the Director of the BDT," et cetera, if you look at number 4, there is a cross‑reference to "resolves" 9.

This is to elaborate detailed operational KPIs and financial KPIs on the activities of each regional and area office to be included as part of the ITU's annual operational financial plans, taking into account "resolves" 9 above.

So perhaps that would satisfy the comment from Chile.

No?

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, we have a problem with translation on the Russian language.

Do we have a translation now?

It's now?

Thank you.

Maybe Mr. Gracie, you could go back a little bit so we all hear what you say.

Thank you very much.

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

I had pointed out that in the instructs the Director of the BDT there is a cross‑reference to resolves 9 but perhaps that wasn't exactly the question raised by Chile.

Perhaps you'd like to give the floor to Chile again, please.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Chile, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Chile:  It's true that there is that cross‑reference, but when we have here, "instructs the Council" number 5, we think we should there as well have the reference to "resolves" 9, because this "resolves" 9 gives a lot of importance to the efficiency of the regional offices.

>> F. Borjón: We have a problem with the proposal made by Chile?

Can we accept it?

Chairman of Committee 6?

Mr. Gracie? 

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

As you can see from "instructs the Secretary‑General" in number 4, little 4, again we have a cross‑reference to resolves 9.

Perhaps we could move that text under "instructs the Council" so that that would perhaps satisfy the concern raised by Chile.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I see Chile nodding yes.

Chile, you have the floor.

>> F. Borjón: Chile:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.

Yes, we agree if we have that "instructs the Council" 5 just as proposed by Mr. Gracie.

Thank you very much indeed.

>> F. Borjón: I think we can then move from this part, considering the comments made.

And using the text proposed by Mr. Gracie.

Thank you.

Now we move to Page 13.

Do we have any comments?

No comment, thank you.

Page 14?

Thank you.

We go now to Page 15.

In reflects the Annex to this Resolution.

Do we have any comment?

No comment, thank you.

And this is the whole document.

So we are reviewing Resolution 25.

It seems that with the proposed changes, we are able to approve this modification.

So we approve this modification to Resolution 25 on first reading.

Considering there was only this small change, as proposed by Chile and with the text referred by Committee 6, I think we could be able to adopt this document now on second reading.

Seeing this document as a pink document.

Any comment on this matter, on the second reading?

Thank you.

So then we approve the modification to Resolution 25, with the comments made by the Chairman and Chile.

Thank you, approved.

We move now to Resolution 41, arrears and special arrears accounts.

As you may recall, this modification resulted on the issue raised by Marshall Islands on the arrears, so another group where I had the opportunity to participate a little bit had the chance to analyze options that could be in order for exceptional circumstances.

So I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 to please brief us on this document.

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

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

Chairman, as you correctly indicate, the situation concerning the Marshall Islands prompt amendments to this Resolution.

The substantive changes take place in or occur in "instructs the Council" number 2, where we have indicated that the Council consider the following appropriate additional measures in exceptional circumstances.

The first two bullets represent text that already existed in the former version of Resolution 41.

However, the 2 additional bullets represent and reflect the discussions that took place subsequent to the situation concerning the Marshall Islands.

And, of course, this applies to other countries in special need, as well.

So these additional bullet points I draw your attention to in "instructs the Council" 2, those were the only other substantive ‑‑ those were the only substantive amendments to this Resolution, so I present this document for your further consideration, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Côte d'Ivoire?

>> Representative From Côte d'Ivoire:  No, it's an error.

>> F. Borjón: Okay, thank you.

So as you can see and mentioned by the Chairman of Committee 6, there are no changes on the first page of Resolution 41.

This would be Page 16 so I think we can move forward with this page.

Marshall Islands, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Marshall Islands:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving us the opportunity.

Again, once again, the Republic of the Marshall Islands compliments the Committee 6 of the Plenary for working so hard in assisting Marshall Islands within the bounds of the Constitution.

And with its present predicament we'd like to join the workings of the Union but would also like to reiterate we still need to address our problem.

The RMIs have a number of Swiss Francs for 10 years now.

We don't want to take much time but with our small voice come from the middle of the Pacific Ocean, it is RMI's prayer that our plea would be heard and the proposed modification to Resolution 41 for the consideration of the Union and the Council still doesn't help Marshall Islands with our challenges.

The Honorable Minister mentioned that we rely on foreign assistance in financial or in‑kind, and then again, RMI doesn't have Natural Resources and human resources to rely on.

And then we are reliant also on the contact of free association that would be ending on 2024 so we, RMI, wants to continue with the Union at the same time, want to stop living beyond our means.

That's why we approached the Union for any assistance that would be given to us for consideration.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

And this group that was headed by Committee 6 and where I mentioned I have the opportunity to participate, this is what the other group was able to produce.

I think it's a balanced document.

This has some flexibility, has a lot of opportunity, some favorable conditions as were requested at the floor of the Plenary are associated here.

And I would like to address them to request if there are some other comments here on Page 17.

Document 184.

Do we have any other comment?

Thank you.

This page is the one that's really comprising the changes as mentioned by the Chairman of Committee 6.

Finally to page 18, contains no changes to the current Resolution.

Thank you.

I believe as it was said as well during the revision of this Resolution that many other countries will benefit from these changes.

So I think we were addressing the Plenary's request on that matter, and this is a result of text and I believe that with the comments made we are able to approve on first reading the modification to Resolution 41.

Thank you.

The issue on the comments, I believe that we are able as well to pursue our pink glasses, and we put them again, and go through the approval of second reading, which I kindly request from your behalf, on the assembly's behalf.

So are we able to approve this document on second reading?

Thank you.

So we approve it on second reading the modification to Resolution 41.

Thank you very much.

We move now to modification to Resolution 58.

This is Page 19, document 184.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 to please brief us on this document, modification to Resolution 58.

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

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

Chairman, as you can see from this document, there are no square brackets.

This particular text required considerable discussion, and it does represent a consensus of all those who participated.

There was a proposal from Cuba that was presented to Committee 6, and after the consideration of that proposal, and in view of the information that was dealt ‑‑ or the theme that was dealt with in Resolution 58, it was decided to reflect the essence of that proposal in the revision to this Resolution.

I point out one error, Chairman, in "considering" B.

There's a reference in the third line to the Inter‑American telecommunication Committee.

That should read "Commission."

So it reads, Inter‑American telecommunication Commission.

So that is the only change to this Resolution, Chairman.

Again, it represents a wide consensus of those who participated in these discussions, so I present this to you for your further consideration.

Thank you.

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

So we go once again page by page.

This is Page 19, Document 184.

Do we have any comment?

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

We go now to Page 20, can Document ‑‑ sorry, Sweden?

Sweden, you asked for the floor.

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

On the same paragraph B as Mr. Gracie indicated one error, I would like to draw the attention of the editorial Committee of another error when it comes to the CEPT.

I think we can deal with this outside the meeting but CEPT is wrongly spelled out there.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Okay, I don't believe that will represent any problem.

The editorial Committee can take charge of it without major issues.

Do we have any other comment on Page 20, document 184?

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

There is a correction and request for clarification.

Number B on the top of page 20, Chairman, so when we're referring to the Arab, so please state, the Council of Arab Telecommunication and Information Ministers, so could you inject the word "Arab" between "of" and "telecommunication."

Represented by the Secretariat of the league of Arab States so I read the full text, Chairman.

"The Council of Arab telecommunication and information Ministers represented by the Secretariat of the league of Arab States," so this should be, Chairman, the corrections.

The Ministers are not representing the Secretariat.

The Secretariat are representing the Ministers, Chairman.

And the official title is the Arab telecommunication and information Ministers, and the language should continue to say, represented by the Secretariat of the league of Arab States.

Chairman, this is number 1.

The question goes to the bottom of this page with this note 1.

When I look to the Constitution, Chairman, number 43, it has nothing to do with that, Chairman.

Could somebody maybe be mistaken in the number or what, when we're talking about, as you could see here, eleven, so somebody could tell me where from this language came in.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Kisrawi.

Yes, as usual, we have been saved by our legal adviser, Mr. Arnaud Guillot who is clarifying that it's not number 43, it's Article 43, so I believe we can make this change without any further comment.

Thank you for noting that, Mr. Kisrawi.

And thank you for the comments made.

I am sure we can make the changes without any major problem.

The Council of telecommunication and information Ministers represented by the Secretariat.

Thank you very much for your comments.

Any other comments on this page?

Thank you.

Now we move to Page 21, Document 184.

This regards Resolution 58.

Do we have any comments?

No one is asking for the floor.

So I believe that with the changes made and changes proposed by the Chairman of Committee 6, on the matter of CITEL, saying Commission, and on the matter that was raised by Mr. Kisrawi from Syria, as well as with the change of the note, changing the number to Article 43, I think we could be able to adopt this document.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Yes, if you adopt this document, we would be more than happy, but this was an Arab proposal mixing Resolution 58 with 112 in a single Resolution, so this will lead to the proposal to delete Resolution 112, Chairman, of Marrakesh 2002.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for that comment, and if we're going to address a little bit more on the Resolution 112 with Committee 6, I kindly request your approval for the modification of Resolution 58 with the comments made.

Thank you, so we're able to adopt this document on first reading.

And ever since the changes made are of editorial nature, just some typos, I think we can also go to request your approval for the second reading.

So if we take our pink glasses once again and we go to an approval on second reading on this modification to Resolution 58, I believe we're able to, thank you very much, approved on second reading, modification to Resolution 58.

Now on the matter raised by Mr. Kisrawi, I would like to request the Chairman of Committee 6 to maybe make a comment on this matter regarding Resolution 112.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

Mr. Kisrawi is quite right.

With the adoption of this Resolution, there would be a consequential suppression of Resolution 112.

Unfortunately, we didn't address this specifically in Committee 6.

However, I do believe that it would be acceptable to note that Resolution 112 should be suppressed.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

So I kindly request your approval, then, to suppress Resolution 112 if everybody agrees on this matter.

Okay, I think we have an approval, and we see the suppression in blue, and now I beg you to please look at this virtual suppression of Resolution 112 in pink.

So I believe we're able to approve on second reading and we are suppressing then on second reading Resolution 112.

Thank you.

We move now to Resolution 136.

The use of telecommunications/Information and Communication Technologies.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 6 to please present this document.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, this Resolution only has one minor amendment.

It's in the "recalling," and there's a reference now to Resolution 673 that's been added to the Resolution.

I should mention, Chairman, that there was with an Inter‑American proposal which proposed amendments to this Resolution to make references to climate change, ICTs and climate change.

However, with the adoption in the Working Group of the Plenary of a new Resolution on ICTs and climate change, many of the provisions proposed in the Inter‑American proposal were, in fact, incorporated and reflected in that new Resolution.

So for that reason, it was felt that only the one proposal that suggested an amendment to the "recalling" part of this Resolution would be required.

So I present this Resolution to you with its only one amendment for your further consideration.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So it seems that this is a very straightforward modification.

I kindly request and if you can see page 22, this is where the changes are happening.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Question to the Chairman of Committee 6, Chairman.

There is a new Resolution also about the use of telecommunications, et cetera.

And it's not referred here.

This Resolution was adopted, Chairman.

Do we need to add it to the "recalling" part, or there is no need for that, Chairman?

Because both the old 136 revised by this and the new Resolution, there is a lot of relation between the two, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I request clarification from the Chairman of Committee 6, please.

Mr. Gracie?

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

Certainly there could be a reference in the "recalling" after perhaps Resolution 36, the new Resolution that was adopt by this conference.

I don't have the name at the moment, but that could be added as a new number B, just so that the references are complete.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think we can rely on the Chairman of Committee 6.

This is only a matter of incorporating this text and it will just be completing the references as proposed as well from Syria.

This will make this Resolution a little bit better.

So do we have any other comment?

Morocco, please?

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

I'd like to come back to the suppression of Resolution 112.

Now, we've seen that in Resolution 25 Antalya 2006 there's reference to Resolution 112 so that's going to have to be changed by the reference in Resolution 58.

I think this is just a question of drafting, in fact, quite simple.

But in Resolution 25, we should modify the reference to Resolution 112 by Resolution 58.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I will request then from the Chairman of Committee 6, do you have any proposal?

Or can we change it just straight forward?

Chairman of Committee 6 on this matter of reference to Resolution 112.

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

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

I don't actually see a reference to ‑‑ ah.

Chairman, there is often a reference to Resolutions even though they've been suppressed, there is often in the text a reference to former Resolutions, just for completeness of the context in which a Resolution is developed.

So I think it would be appropriate to keep the reference to 112, not withstanding the fact that it has been suppressed.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for that comment.

I think that clarifies the issue.

Then can we go back to, this is Page 22, document 184.

Do we have any comments?

No?

Thank you.

Page 23.

Indeed this text was not changed at all.

Thank you.

Page 24, as mentioned by the Chairman of Committee 6, this text was not changed, as well.

Thank you.

Page 25, no changes.

Thank you very much.

It has been said, I believe we now are in the position of adopting this modification to Resolution 136, with the proposal made by Syria on incorporating this new Resolution that we have approved on the matter of climate change.

Approved on first reading.

And can considering that this change could be done, as well, by Mr. Gracie, Chairman of Committee 6, I think we can give him this vote of confidence that these changes will be done very accurately.

So if you bear with me, we're able to then ‑‑ I request from your part to see this document as a pink document and approve it on second reading, if that's okay with everybody.

Thank you very much.

We approve the modification to Resolution 136, with the comments made.

Approved on second reading.

We come now to Resolution 159, this is Page 26, Document 184.

Mr. Gracie, I kindly request from your part if you could please brief us on this document.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

Chairman, this the particular Resolution represents a compromise text, a compromised modification, that was discussed in Committee 6.

And after discussion at several meetings, the proposed text was agreed.

There was one substantive change in the resolves, resolves 2, which indicates consistent with other Resolutions which are seeking assistance from the ITU in support of rebuilding various telecommunications networks in certain countries.

Resolves 2 now indicates that the necessary funds should be allocated within the available resources of the Union for the implementation of this Resolution.

And, of course, there are many other Resolutions in our text which are very similarly worded, including Resolution 34.

So, Chairman, I present this compromise text for your further consideration and approval.

Thank you.

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

As you can see, this refers to assistance and support to Lebanon for rebuilding its telecommunication network.

It's a very constructive proposal.

As has been said by the Chairman, this is a compromise text that was discussed at Committee 6 and refers once again to assistance and support to Lebanon.

Going to Page 26, do we have any comment?

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Reading "considering" B, it looks to me unlogical Chairman that Lebanon have been severely damaged due to the wars in that country.

No, Chairman, the damages was coming from outside the country against their telecommunication facilities.

So could somebody explain to me what are the compromise here, Chairman?

Could we get clarification, Chairman, please?

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

I believe this document was highly discussed.

However, please bear in mind that this text was not modified from the current Resolution.

This is no modification so I believe once again this was the compromise document and was very much discussed and is a document not only built by consensus but built by compromise.

So if we can, bear with this, I think we can continue and try to approve this very constructive proposal for support to Lebanon.

Thank you.

Now we move to Page 27, Page 27.

As has been said by the Chairman of Committee 6, the major change here is in "resolves" 2.

This matter is as the Chairman said, built with the same sort of text that is used in similar Resolutions.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Thank you very much.

So therefore, we are in a position to approve the modification to Resolution 159 on first reading.

Approved.

Having been said that this is a compromise text, I believe we are as well in a position to put our pink glasses again.

And request your approval on second reading for this very relevant Resolution 159.

Modification.

Thank you.

Approved on second reading.

We move to the last part of this document, 184, as regards the suppression of Resolution 155.

Do we have any comment on this matter?

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Could you add suppression to 112 with its title Marrakesh so and so, with its title, since we have agreed to suppress both 155 and 112, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for your assistance, Syria, yes, I think we can do that, put the proper reference here incorporated in the text so it will be completely clear, the reference to Resolution 112 that we have suppressed just moments ago.

Thank you for that comment I believe we can do that on this page.

Now going back to the suppression of Resolution 155, do we have any comment?

No one's asking for the floor.

Okay, so we are able to approve on first reading the suppression of Resolution 155, given the conditions, I believe that for sake of time we can as well try to see this document now as a pink document and we ask for your approval on second reading for the suppression of Resolution 155.

Any comment?

Thank you very much.

And this goes for the suppression of Resolution 155, and we take note that we will incorporate here the suppression, as well, of Resolution 112.

And therefore, we have finished with the documents that we got for today.

It's been a very intensive day.

I want to thank you very much.

I believe we still have some documents that we need to analyze.

However, Chairman of Committee 6 is asking for the floor.

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

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

I do realize it's a late hour, but perhaps to address several document that required clarification from Committee 6 in first reading.

I am prepared to deal with three of them at this point, just to clarify the amendments that were given to these Resolutions.

If you agree, I can quickly go through these, but of course, that's up to you and the meeting and I do realize it's rather late.

>> F. Borjón: It is indeed, so I request maybe if there's an opinion of the assembly, we can continue for just a moment.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  We support the request of the Chairman of Committee 6 as much as we could clear things, Chairman, it will be easier.

Don't forget that tomorrow we have only, before lunch session, and we have still many important issues to be discussed and approved as documents.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

So we have then it seems agreeable to work a little bit more, make more progress.

So I hope we can go through these clarifications which I believe have been the result of the consensus of consultations done by the Chairman of Committee 6 and everybody who's participating on these matters.

So please, Chairman of Committee 6, please, you have the floor.

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

The first document is document 44.

This is number B10 in the tenth series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee.

The specific reference ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: Just one second Mr. Gracie so we're able to locate our documents.

It's the tenth series?

Sorry.

Sorry to interrupt you but I'm just, I don't know exactly where your documents are so please try to go slow because at this time of the night I'm very, very slow.

So please, could you go back again and we can go through the documents?

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

>> B. Gracie: Yes, sorry, Chairman, I guess I'm anxious to leave just like you are.

In any case, the document reference is 144.

It's the tenth series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee for first reading.

The specific Resolution is Resolution 66.

Now, I refer you to page 9.

Of that document, at least in the English text.

And I make reference to "resolves" 2.

Now, the additional text that was agreed in Committee 6 is the following, it's in the first line.

And it reads, "that, comma, not withstanding the objectives of free online access, comma," and then the text continues as written.

So that's the first amendment.

To Resolution 66.

There is one final amendment, and that is in the "instructs the Secretary‑General."

This is at the very end of the document.

And that there is a new Number 6, and it simply states, "to report annually to Council."

So those are the only two amendment to Resolution 66, Chairman, so I present this document for your approval.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, so this is with regard to Resolution 66.

However, I think there were some changes here on number 2, so could you please read the whole number 2 so it's very clear what we are seeing?

This is number 9.

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

>> F. Borjón: Page 9, document 144ment please, the upper part, number 2.

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

So its resolves number 2.

And it reads as follows, as amended, "that, not withstanding the objectives of free online access," and then it continues as in the original text, "publications of the Union, including all recommendations of the sectors, shall, where appropriate, also be made available to the Member States, Sector Members and associates, and to the public in electronic format and through electronic sale or distribution, with appropriate provision for payment to the Union for a particular publication or set of publications requested."

So that is the first amendment, Chairman.

And the second amendment is a new number ‑‑ new "instructs the Secretary‑General" number 6, and the text reads, "to report annually to Council."

Full stop.

Thank you.

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

So I think it seems that with these changes, we might be able to request your approval of modification to Resolution 66.

Just want to be completely sure that everybody is aware of where we're looking, pages 8, 9, and 10, Document 144.

I kindly request your approval then with the changes proposed by the Chairman of Committee 6.

I believe we are able then to get to this approval.

We approve the modification to Resolution 66 with the comments made by the Chairman of Committee 6, approved on first reading.

Ever since for sake of time once again I would like to request that we put our pink glasses and try to see if we're able to approve this document on second reading.

Any comments?

Sorry, Chairman of Committee 6, please.

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

The next document ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: Sorry, sorry.

I'd like to declare that we have approved then the modification on second reading to Resolution 66.

Bear with me just some moments, please, Mr. Gracie.

Thank you very much.

Approved on second reading, modification to Resolution 66, thank you, approved.

Thank you.

The second document, Mr. Gracie, please?

>> B. Gracie: The second document, Chairman, is document 168.

It is in the tenth series of texts submitted by the editorial Committee for second reading.

It's numbered R10 and it concerns Resolution 151.

Now, you'll note in resolves to instruct the Secretary‑General that even in the pink document, that there is text underlined biennial budget referenced in the Annex to this Resolution.

Well, in the first place, that text should no longer be underlined.

And it makes reference to an Annex.

And, in fact, the Annex is a simple hyperlink to the budget document.

The budget document itself is rather lengthy, it's 45 pages, so it was felt that it would be appropriate simply to make reference to a hyperlink where the document can be accessed.

So that, in fact, would be the Annex.

So it's a rather simple improvement to complete the reference in the document, so I would again refer to resolves to instruct the Secretary‑General on the second page, number 1, and it would read as follows, "to continue to improve methodologies associated with the full implementation of RBB and RBM, including the revised presentation of the biennial budget referenced in the Annex to this Resolution."

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

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, so this document is already a pink document.

I kindly request your approval for the modification of Resolution 151.

With the comments made that there's no need to underscore the referred text.

So ‑‑ and there is a hyperlink on this space.

Are we able to approve it?

Thank you very much.

We approve on second reading the modification to Resolution 151, approved.

Mr. Gracie, you have the floor.

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

The final document for our consideration is document 149.

It's a blue document, numbered number 13.

And it concerns Resolution 72.

So, Chairman, when this document was first presented, there was considerable discussion concerning the modifications, or in fact, the additions of text in "recognizing" E, F, and G.

Now, as a result of that discussion that took place in Plenary, you asked me to convene a small meeting to resolve the outstanding issues that were raised in the proposed additional text to this Resolution.

Those meetings have been held, and the party involved have agreed to modify text for recognizing E, F, and G.

And in fact, in the first place, number G should be deleted.

Now, what in its place, recognizing E should now read as follows, and I'll read this at dictation speed.

"That, in order to assist Member States in developing new proposals to conferences, the Secretariat should be invited to prepare guidelines to identify the criteria to be applied in assessing the financial implications of such proposals, and to distribute the guidelines in the form of circular letters by the Secretary‑General or the Bureau directors."

So I'll read that again, Chairman.

So number E should read, "that, in order to assist Member State in developing new proposals to conferences, the Secretariat should be invited to prepare guidelines to identify the criteria to be applied in assessing the financial implications of such proposals, and to distribute the guidelines in the form of circular letters by the Secretary‑General or the Bureau directors."

So that is the text for the revised number E.

I hope everyone has written down that text.

Number F now reads, "that Member States, in taking into account the guidelines prepared by the Secretariat, should, to the extent practicable, include relevant information ‑‑"

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, Mr. Gracie, could you go back again?

I'm afraid I'm not that fast.

So please, could you repeat F again?

>> B. Gracie: Sorry, Chairman.

Okay, I'll start again.

"That Member States, in taking into account the guidelines prepared by the Secretariat, should, to the extent practicable, include relevant information in an Annex to their new proposals, in order to allow the Secretary‑General/directors of the Bureaux to identify the probable financial implications of such proposals" so I'll read it again, Chairman.

That Member States, in taking into account the guidelines prepared by the Secretariat, should, to the extent practicable, include relevant information in an Annex to their new proposals, in order to allow the Secretary‑General/Directors of the Bureaux to identify the probable financial implications of such proposals."

So that is the modified text that we had discussed and reached consensus on.

And again, we had suppressed number G.

So that text disappears.

So that is the only modification to this Resolution, Chairman.

I apologize that the text is somewhat long but nonetheless, I think those were the only areas of this Resolution that were causing some difficulty, so I present this revised Resolution 72 for your consideration.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Algeria.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I thank the Chairman of Committee 6 who is reading this out at half past midnight.

He says it's dictation speed but I think it's for expert stenographers.

Now, maybe we could punish him a little bit.

Let's ask him to go back, please, to subparagraph E.

Mr. Gracie, could you please give us a real dictation speed of subparagraph E?

>> F. Borjón: Can it be possible, Mr. Gracie?

Slowly?

Thank you very much.

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

Yes, I apologize for reading it too quickly.

Okay, I'll try again.

"That, in order to assist Member States" and I repeat, "in order to assist Member States in developing new proposals to conferences," and I repeat, "in developing new proposals to conferences, the Secretariat should be invited," and I repeat, "the Secretariat should be invited to prepare guidelines," and I repeat, "to prepare guidelines to identify the criteria to be applied," and I repeat, "to identify the criteria to be applied in assessing the financial implications of such proposals," and I repeat, "in assessing the financial I'm implications of such proposals, and to distribute the guidelines," and I repeat, "and to distribute the guidelines in the form of circular letters," and I repeat, "in the form of circular letters by the Secretary‑General or the Directors of the Bureaux."

And I repeat, "by the Secretary‑General or the directors of the Bureaux."

So that the formulation for number E.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Gracie.

Thank you for that clarification.

And then therefore we have this Resolution 72, pages 7 and 8.

Where I kindly request your approval on first reading.

Saudi Arabia, please.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you.

We thank the Chair of Committee 6 for achieving this wording.

I just have a question to you.

There seems to be a repetition of the term "new proposals."

Is it really necessary to introduce this word "new"?

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Well, I believe we can live without the term "new."

I think there's no need, if everybody agrees.

I see some nodding.

I think we can live without the word "new."

Proposals is far much better.

Thank you, Saudi Arabia.

Uganda, please.

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

I want to thank the Chairman of Committee 6 for this modification.

Chair, I'm seeking clarification from the Committee whether the proposed guidelines will apply to those proposals which have financial implications.

I thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Could you please clarify a little bit more your clarification request, Uganda, please?

A little bit more clarification.

>> Representative From Uganda:  Chair, I'm seeking clarification on whether the proposed guidelines will only apply to those proposals which have financial implications.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Chairman of Committee 6, please, you have the floor.

Mr. Gracie?

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

If I understood the question correctly, certainly that's the idea behind this.

It's to ‑‑ for proposals that imply expenditures, for example, of work by Study Groups or whatever.

That's the kind of proposal that would be subject to review by these guidelines.

It's simply to assist conferences in assessing financial impact of decisions, and is consistent with the provisions of the Convention concerning the financial responsibilities of conferences.

So to answer the question in short terms, yes, indeed, that's the situation.

Thank you.

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

Iran is asking for the floor.

Iran?

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

We agree with the deletion of "new," and we agree with the intervention or last clarification of Committee 6.

I think we leave it to the membership to when we receive the guidelines to decide accordingly Chairman, so we suggest and recommend we approve the text.

By the way Chairman you said you're sufficiently slow.

No, Chairman, you're a formidable Chairman and sufficiently fast.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, Iran for your comments and your support.

So kindly request your approval for the modification of Resolution 72 with the note made by the Chairman of Committee 6 on modification of the page 8 of little E, little F, and deleting G.

Do we have your approval?

Thank you very much.

Approved on first reading.

Does everybody feel comfortable to go through this document, try to see it as a pink document?

Yes?

Thank you for the nodding.

Thank you for the support.

So therefore I kindly request your approval for the modification of Resolution 72 with the notes made by the Chairman of Committee 6.

This is approval for the modification on second reading.

I believe we can approve it.

Thank you very much.

And thank you very much to all the people who participated in this group of drafting.

I think it's a very relevant Resolution as many that we have approved.

Thank you very much.

With this, I believe we are finishing the documents.

We still have some work to do tomorrow.

We have to move very fast, and I kindly request the Secretary of the Plenary to please let us know the arrangements that we are proposing to make on the matter of time management.

Secretary of the Plenary, you have the floor.

>> D. Bogdan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

And good evening, everybody.

We have posted a revised it's ADM/28, Rev. 8, and that is the calendar of work for tomorrow and Friday. 

You will note on that document that we have made some adjustments is since the last Steering Committee meeting, and we have moved the intended session of Council from tomorrow afternoon to Friday morning, and that way, Mr. Chairman, that gives us additional time tomorrow afternoon so that we can complete the first ‑‑ that we can complete the second reading of the final acts by 5:30.

But the details, Mr. Chairman, are contained in the document I just mentioned, ADM/28, Rev 8.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: As it was mentioned, Council will go to Friday.

Starting 9:30.

Algeria?

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I apologize for taking the floor.

I think we're under other business.

It seems the Chair of COM 6 announced a meeting of his Committee for tomorrow, so what exactly is happening with this?

I do apologize.

Maybe I wasn't paying attention at a given point in time.

Will this be concurrently with the Plenary?

Or could you please repeat?

>> F. Borjón: Yes, of course.

Chairman of Committee 6, please say again, I believe it was at 9:00.

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

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

Yes, this is simply a drafting group at 9:00 in room 24.

It is for the purpose of refining the Resolution concerning the deadlines for the submission of contributions to conferences and assemblies.

So on the basis of the comments that we received at this Plenary, hopefully we can achieve consensus on the revised text that can be submitted to the editorial Committee.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Syria is asking for the floor.

Syria?

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman, and I apologize for requesting the floor at this late hour.

However, Chairman, I don't think half an hour will be sufficient to finalize this text with so many comments, Chairman.

Could you ask the Chairman of Committee 6 to make this meeting at lunchtime tomorrow?

The changes of the program, Chairman, I think we could do it at lunchtime tomorrow.

>> F. Borjón: Chairman of Committee, please, you have the floor.

Canada?

>> B. Gracie: Thank you, Chairman.

For the sake of expediency perhaps a drafting group of one might be sufficient in the morning.

I could distribute the document to colleagues and they could provide any comments to me by noon.

That might, or by the coffee break in the morning, in fact.

That might be a more efficient way of proceeding.

So I'll undertake myself to incorporate all of the comments received and distribute a document to colleagues, particularly those who intervened during the discussion.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for the comments and I think now we're in a position to go to have a quick sleep, good rest and then reconvene tomorrow at 9:30 sharp, please.

In order to continue with the works or this very important meeting.

Thank you very much for your support.

Thank you very much to the interpreters.

Have a good night.

[ End of Session ‑ 24:42 ]
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