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>> F. Borjón: Hello, good morning.

Thanks again for being here today, Thursday, probably our last day of discussions of this conference, of this meeting.

We have many things to go through, many very interesting things later on to deal with the Internet and some other very interesting but still to solve matters.

I see some square brackets in the documents.

So I hope we'll be able to go through this day with a lot of energy, with a lot of patience, with a lot of comprehension of one another.

With a lot of compromise.

I encourage you to do that.

I think we can do it.

We're here to get results for our people.

So once again, good morning, and we'll go through the agenda.

In front of you, you have document PP‑10/ADM/73, dated the 21st of October 2010.

This is the draft agenda of the 18th Plenary meeting.

First point of the agenda is the approval of the agenda.

Any comments this Israel?

>> Representative From Israel:  Thank you, Chair.

Mr. Chairman, we would like to make a motion to question the competence of this conference to discuss the proposed Resolution in item 2 of the agenda, that is, Arab/16, addendum 6, Corrigendum 1.

We do not think the proposed Resolution is within the mandate of the ITU as set forth in Article 1 of the ITU Constitution, nor within the scope of the Plenipotentiary.

Under Article 8 of the ITU Constitution.

This Resolution is not about telecommunication.

It is a political proposal, a demand for compensation which is aimed at sanctioning one particular Member States.

The instruments of the Union do not give this conference the authority either to debate or to pass on this matter.

They do not empower the ITU to be the safeguard of Member State borders.

The ITU, Mr. Chairman, is not a peace force.

It is also not a tribunal.

It is not the role of the ITU to take a side in an alleged conflict between two Member States.

This kind of proposal should, if at all, be discussed in the proper U.N. Forum.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Israel but just maybe a question before going into the competence.

We were in the approval of the agenda.

Is this a matter that you want to raise at this point in the approval of the agenda, Israel?

Israel, you have the floor.

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

Since this proposal is part of the agenda, we thought it the right time to raise the competence question is now.

>> F. Borjón: So basically, we are discussing if this issue should be discussed during the day of today, first addressing the matter of competence in order to be able to approve the agenda.

So I believe that that is the question we have to solve if the ITU is competent to look at this matter raised on Number 2, and then we may be able to approve the agenda.

I see Syria asking for the floor.

Syria, you have the floor.

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

At ITU conferences in the past, these conferences have condemned the actions of the State called Israel since undersea cables have been damaged in Lebanon in 1973.

We voted on that issue in Malaga‑Torremolinos. 

These actions were condemned in Nairobi in 1982.

This racist state was condemned for its actions against Lebanon's telecommunications network and occupied Arab territories.

As a result of the destruction of telecommunications systems, this was once again voted upon in 1988, and this is why the Nice Plenipotentiary in 1989 also condemned these actions.

These are real existing, precise and clear condemnations which have been made repeatedly regarding the State which does not respect its commitments to the ITU and uses every means to destroy telecommunications in Lebanon and in the occupied Arab territories.

This is the question before you, Mr. Chairman.

It is part of the very essence of this conference's work.

We should not reopen debate, since this proposal has already been approved, this proposal submitted by Lebanon to the conference.

There were no objections from any state to the submission of this proposal.

Consequently, it is an integral part of the work of the conference, and therefore, we absolutely refuse reopening debate as to the conference's competence to deal with this.

We should not be initiating debate on this nor losing more time, Mr. Chairman.

We must condemn Israel for what they have perpetrated and what they continue to do in destroying ‑‑ by destroying telecommunication networks, spying, and acting seditiously.

This is entirely contrary to the provisions and actions of the ITU at the Plenipotentiary in Nice.

Israel was condemned and we were asked indeed to expel them from the ITU.

We would ask this conference to condemn the actions of Israel which continually since its very creation has continued to destroy telecommunications networks on our beloved territory of Palestine and in flagrant ignorance of what is required of a Member State of the ITU.

This document is on the agenda, and nobody objected to its presence there.

>> F. Borjón: Syria, I think you're in favor of the conference being competent and I understand you have already made a statement in regard to the proposals if this comes to the point.

But basically we're discussing if we have to have this point on the agenda.

Thank you for your opinion.

I will kindly request for the people that are asking for the floor to please be very brief.

Avoid repetition.

This is a very difficult topic.

I would very much appreciate your cooperation, so please be very brief, concise.

Avoid repetition.

Thank you.

United Arab Emirates.

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

Good morning.

First, we should like to take in the statement made by Mr. Kisrawi, representative of Syria, and there's the support of the Arab group for this proposal, as Mr. Kisrawi has said.

The Arab proposal condemning Israel was accepted at the outset of the conference.  

This proposal was submitted the day before yesterday, and was introduced, a new proposal, a new version was proposed by the Secretary‑General, and it was debated and it was agreed that this issue should be on this morning's agenda so that it could be debated or voted upon.

The conference approved our proposal, and we believe that it is part of the competence of the ITU and the Member States of the ITU to discuss this issue, and it is not political in the slightest.

We condemn Israel's actions destroying telecommunications network which is, of course, part of the remit of the ITU, and we demand that this issue should remain on our agenda, as was decided yesterday.

We refuse to bring this issue of competence up again for debate, and the subject should remain on the agenda as planned.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ of the proposal, just in order to avoid future repetition, and you're in favor of this assembly being competent.

I think we could go forever on the discussion.

I would like to close the list of speakers now.

We have Iran, United States, and Cuba.

South Africa, and then we're finished and we'll decide.

Thank you.

Once again, please avoid repetition.

Iran, you have the floor.

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

Good morning.

I hope that we will begin this morning under your good, able Chairmanship and under the very nice weather outside to complete our work of today.

Chairman, it is very surprised and unexpected that after so much considerable effort that has been made by our Secretary‑General, he has always done his best in order to deal with the political issue and the last moment the Delegation says that this issue is not within the competence of the conference.

That Delegation participated in the negotiations directly, indirectly, and the last day says it is out of the competence of the conference.

Secondly, Chairman, number 7 of the purpose of the Union promotes the use of telecommunications services, with the objective of facilitating peaceful relations.

I don't think that destruction of telecommunication is peaceful relations so the issue is within the mandate of the ITU.

And Plenipotentiary Conference is the appropriate Forum to deal with the mandate of the ITU.

Chairman, to reply to your question, I don't go to the other part of the Article 1.

However, I wish to add one more sentence in the Resolutions currently, we have several references to other Resolutions.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, we are solving the competence.

Do you have an issue here on competence?

>> Representative From Iran:  If you have solved the competence.

If competence then go ahead with addressing the issue.

Thank you very much for your ruling.

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

Cuba has the floor.

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

I have heard the arguments as to why this issue is not of the competence of the ITU.

I'm reviewing the proposal in document 75, and "recalling" 4 of 5 previous Plenipotentiary Conferences are mentioned, where there was discussed, in Malaga, Nairobi, Nice and Antalya.

This is in "recalling."

Under "recognizing," all 4 paragraphs refer to telecommunications and nothing else.

The word "telecommunications" appears in every single of these paragraphs.

The reference is made to the Preamble of the Constitution and numbers 5, 6 and 7 of the Constitution and in the resolves portion.

Reference is made to violations of telecommunications network.

I think that this is more than sufficient to approve the proposal and it is clearly the competence of the Plenipotentiary since it has been discussed at previous Plenipotentiaries.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Cuba.

United States, you have the floor.

>> Representative From United States:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and good morning to all colleagues.

Mr. Chairman, we rise to associate with the intervention of Israel, and to second their motion.

We believe that the statement offered by the Delegation of Israel is clear in its assessment of this unfortunate political issue being raised at this time.

We support the motion of Israel.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

It's a matter of question of competence that we're addressing, taking into account number 113 of the general rules.

Finally, South Africa.

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

We're a little bit concerned that at this stage we're raising issues of competence.

We believe the Plenipot spoke earlier.  

By virtue of actually debating this issue, we all acceded to the fact that it's within the competence of this organization.

Otherwise from the very outset, we would have thrown the issue out.

The issue of a Delegation raising the fact that when it comes to their telecommunications infrastructure, they have difficulties, and therefore they would like us to intervene in terms of ensuring that peaceful ‑‑ a peaceful way forward is obtained.

I think it's within the competence of this Union to actually address that.

Therefore, Chair, we do agree with your ruling that this is within the competence of the Union.

This is why we tasked you and the Secretary‑General to find a way forward in terms of this issue.

Thank you, Chair.

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

I think we once again, this could be a complex matter.

We need to first address what's been said in 113 of the general rules, this question of competence.

I think we have heard some different arguments in favor and against it.

However, I will request the opinion of the assembly just that this is opinion.

This is no voting.

Clearly, I want to repeat, I will request for your opinion, not a voting.

I'm sensing the temperature of the room to see the opinion.

Please, to those countries that do not have the right to vote, do not go through this procedure.

It's not a procedure, do not go through this opinion.

So I will to have a clear idea of things, I am asking now to those countries who are in favor of this assembly being competent to address the issue on point number 2 of the agenda, ARB/A6C1/75, to go through it.

But before that, Algeria has a point of order.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Mr. Chairman, I apologize for making this point of order, this motion of order.

In my mind, we have undertaken a different process, and there are rules to be respected.

You gave the floor to a certain number of speakers in order to get a feeling for the room, and that suffices for you to decide whether or no this is the competence of the conference.

And you should be able to do that without calling for a vote.

If, in our view, a show of hands is a vote because you're asking for countries to raise their hand, their Board.

That is a vote and if that is the case, there is a very different process that's being initiated, and a different proposal should be made.

So, please explain your intentions clearly.

>> F. Borjón: The intention is to avoid the long discussion.

I think the issue has been raised.

This is a matter of opinion.

I think that if there's people who don't really have an opinion or are confused about the question of competence, then please do not participate.

I'll try to finish first.

Then I will address your points of order.

But what I want to know now, before the people who are very clear on the question ‑‑ I'm addressing the point.

I know that.

But shall I make the explanation?

I am finishing and addressing the point of order.

So once again, I am addressing the point of order of Algeria.

What I am saying is we have heard some opinions.

We can go with a large list of opinions.

So I'm kindly requesting your support to ask you, for the people who are very clear that the assembly is competent, that is what I'm asking, to give us your opinion.

Instead of asking everybody what he thinks, maybe those who are ‑‑ who think we are not voting once again.

I'm not voting.

This is in order to have a fast procedure to go through it in a smooth fashion, in the smoothest fashion possible, with everybody in agreement if this assembly is competent.

I'm going with 113 addressing the question of competence.

I'm not voting.

So this is to have a clear idea.

We have heard some statements from the previous participants.

What I want to get is an idea of the competence of the assembly.

We have some points of order from Lebanon, and points of order from the United Arab states.

That is my intention.

I'm just raising an opinion for those who have an opinion.

Lebanon, you have the floor.

Point of order.

>> Representative From Lebanon:  Mr. Chairman, I'm extremely surprised at the way this session is going.

Someone asks of the competence of this conference to deal with this issue.

This issue is totally telecommunication, totally technical, without a bit of politics in it.

The legal adviser, or the legal person responsible, within the ITU is sitting behind you.

And I'm sure he could tell you that the fact that this organization has dealt with the much more complex issues that are of a greater concern, it is enough to say that this is the part of the competence of this institution, or this organization.

In addition, the fact that this has gone as far as it has gone, it's more than enough.

I urge you to get to the rest of the agenda and get this issue going, and let's not waste more time of the distinguished Delegates of every country in this organization.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: That's what I'm trying to do.

Could you clarify on your point of order regarding procedure?

Please, Lebanon, you have the floor.

What is your request, to be specific?

>> Representative From Lebanon:  My request is to move on with the agenda.

It is the competence of this organization to do it, and let's not waste more time, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: United Arab Emirates, raise a point of order.

Please, Sir, you have the floor.

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

I'm really surprised for this action.

Again, I don't know why we need to go for asking for the opinion we have already expressed and we have explained what we have said.

Yesterday there was an agreement that we would start with this one and there was no objection, and even that first of all we said we'll discuss to start with the voting at 9:30 if there's no agreement.

Then we give the chance that if there is any statement to be given or debate.

Now we are saying is it in the competence of the ITU or not and already have heard from many countries here, has been talked, and they say it is within the mandate of the conference of the ITU.

And even been discussed many times here in the conference.

And now today, we are hearing this one, that it is not the competence of ITU.

We disagree with this one, Mr. Chairman.

We disagree with this provision 113 that we applied right now because it's not an agreement as yesterday.

If yesterday we discuss, we may go to the vote.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that we have to stop this one, stop this negotiation, and we have to enter into the voting as we addressed yesterday, and we have to apply the provision 127 as we agreed yesterday.

This is why we need to apply it right now because there is really, Mr. Chairman, it's really surprising to us.

We have addressed this one many times and discussed and now today, at the last moment we're saying it is not the competence of ITU?

I'm sorry, Mr. Chairman, this is not acceptable for us and I think we have to start right now as we agreed beginning.

From your side it was also as a solution that today we start at 9:30 with this voting and we have to stop discussion on this issue like this.

This is our request and it has been discussed with other people.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I think you have already raised your opinion before, United Arab Emirates.

Thank you for reinforcing your opinion.

What I am doing is I'm respecting the rules that are written.

Just to be clear, Number 20.10, general rules, 113, we need to address the question of competence.

That is what we're doing.

I have not ruled anything.

Be very clear of that.

Is that Iran?

Is that a point of order, or what is it?

Iran, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Chairman, I apologize, a point of order.

Number 113 says, "any question of competence that may arise shall be settled before going any action," so your duty is to settle the point of competence, or question of competence.

There is no voting, there is no show of hands, there is no temperature, there is nothing.

It is up to your able Chairmanship according to the purpose of the Union, according to the practice and according to the precedence to decide on the competence or otherwise of the conference to deal with this issue, and your legal adviser or legal adviser of Union or Secretary‑General has many, many cases like this.

There is no voting at all on this issue.

Just settlement of this question.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Sorry, this might have been confusing.

I was not voting.

I was trying to make a way of showing what was the opinion on the matter of competence but ever since this is not accepted, I kindly request the legal adviser of the ITU to please provide us with an opinion as short and concrete as you can on the matter of competence, the competence of the ITU in order to address the issue of number 2 of this agenda, ARB/A16A6C1/75.

Mr. Guillot.

Mr. Guillot, could you please give us an opinion?

Thank you.

The legal adviser of the ITU has the floor.

>> A. Guillot:  Thank you, Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, very briefly, since our time is very valuable, the matter before us at present is as to whether the conference is competent to deal with this issue.

It would appear that the answer is yes, since the issue has already been on the agenda of a number of Plenary meetings.

Consequently, on the issue of competence, I would concur with the view that the conference has already determined that it considers itself competent to deal with the issue since it has already been on the agenda of several meetings.

>> F. Borjón: So then this issue goes to the agenda.

Once again, I request your approval of the agenda regarding the other issues.

Okay, the agenda is approved.

We follow now to the proposals of the work of the conference.

This will be ARB/16A6C1/75.

Briefly, I'd like to open the floor if somebody wants to make a statement on this issue.

Once again, please be very brief.

Please avoid repetition, please be very concise.

Thank you very much.

Belgium, you have the floor.

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

I think this first discussion on the agenda already shows and gives more to what we would like to say on behalf of the EU.

The European Union recommends avoiding politicizing the International Telecommunication Union.

Such politicization would not serve the interests of the ITU or of its Member States, nor would it contribute ‑‑ and this is clear in this morning's discussion ‑‑ nor would it contribute to a just Resolution of this issue at hand.

The European Union strongly supports the Middle East peace process which must include a settlement between Israel and Lebanon.

Therefore, the EU calls upon all parties to prevent, to prevent, any escalation of tensions.

This is our message but also our call upon all parties involved in this conflict.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for this very concise message, Belgium, on behalf of the European Union.

United States, please.

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

The United States has worked hard over the years and continues to work hard in a variety of fora to bring peace to the Middle East.

The United States has consistently supported and worked for a just, lasting and comprehensive peace in the Middle East through every means available to it.

However, these issues are more appropriately discussed and resolved in other fora and should not be the subject for discussion in the ITU.

The ITU is a specialized agency of the United Nations that deals with very specific technical subjects, telecommunications.

As such, the United States has sought to avoid politicizing matters in the ITU which should more appropriately be focused on its technical mission related to the facilitation of international telecommunications.

Indeed, we have spent much time over the past several weeks of this conference discussing just such technical international telecommunications issues.

One of the proposals presented to this conference, however, represents a politicization of the agenda of the ITU and the service of other political goals.

The United States believes that the Resolution proposed by Lebanon to sanction another Member State is simply inappropriate for consideration in the ITU.

This Resolution deals with political issues that should be dealt with in other political fora available to Lebanon.

They should not be raised in such a technical body as the ITU.

We believe that adoption of this proposal would be a disservice to the mission of the ITU, as well as a disservice to the cause of peace in the Middle East.

We cannot agree to such a course.

To the extent that Lebanon has concerns about harmful interference to its telecommunications facilities, Lebanon should use existing processes within the ITU, including reference to the Radiocommunication Bureau and the RRB.

The United States cannot support this Lebanese proposal for the reasons just discussed.

And we call upon other Delegations to take the same perspective.

I would ask that this statement be entered verbatim into the records of the conference.

We will be providing a copy of this statement to the Secretariat.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much, United States.

I would like to remind you that we have already heard from support on this matter from several other Delegations such as Syria and the United Arab Emirates, and some others that have just talked previously while we were addressing the competence.

In order to avoid repetition, I urge you to avoid repetition if you want to say something else, United Arab Emirates, please do so in a very concise fashion.

I think you have expressed your opinions previously.

United Arab Emirates, please be brief.

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

First of all, when I give the statement at the beginning that was for the agenda.

It was not asking for the ‑‑ that competence of ITU or not, but this is a statement now from Arab States also that when we present this document, and now as been explained by the legal adviser of ITU, this is the competence of ITU.

We didn't ask for politicizing the ITU.

No, it is an action that being from one country to another country, on their Telecom network and this has been dealt many times in this ITU, in this organization, as we explained before.

So, Mr. Chairman, we have, when we address this one, we discussed with you, with the Secretary‑General, with other country, and we've been willing to compromise for anything and we have already come down from the condemnation, exact condemnation, to now we have put in different language, now but now we are asking for this document that what we have, got it from Mr. Secretary‑General as a compromise.

This is ‑‑ this issue is very important, and we think that the ITU has a big role in this one, in this issue, and they have to live a big role on it.

So therefore, Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry to repeat again this one again, but this is, we believe, and agreed by everybody right now, and if there's any countries supporting that one other than Arab group, that this is the competence of ITU and we're not politicizing.

We never say we politicize this ITU or this conference, no.

It's against the action being made from one country to another country on their Telecom network, and this is our intervention.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

Australia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Australia:  Thank you, Chairman, and good morning, colleagues.

Australia would like to associate itself with the comments made by Belgium on behalf of the EU.

Sorry.

I'll commence again, if that's okay.

Australia would like to associate itself with the comments made by Belgium on behalf of the EU and those made by the United States.

We are concerned that this document or the proposed Resolution contained in document 16/75 politicizes a technical U.N. body and singles out Israel.

Thank you.

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

Canada, you have the floor.

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

Canada would like to associate itself with the statement made by the United States.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Canada, for being so concrete.

Gambia, you have the floor. 

>> Representative From Gambia:  Sorry, Mr. Chairman.

Am I given the floor?

>> F. Borjón: Yes indeed.

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

Good morning to all Delegates.

First of all, I want to highlight the issue of competence that we need to make sure that this is addressed before we accept proposals for the conference.

>> F. Borjón: I'm very sorry Gambia, we have ruled on that.

>> Representative From Gambia:  I'm coming to my proposal.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, Gambia, we have ruled on the competence.

We're already discussing the issue.

If you're making a statement on this matter, Gambia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Gambia:  You've ruled with regard to the competence, but what I just discovered that is we've accepted the proposal, we've been discussing it and then the issue of competence came, so just to remind the assembly that in the future, we need to address the issue of competence before accepting proposals.

Now what I wanted to say to move the motion that when we discuss the Resolution, then all our statements could come in, condemning or accepting the Resolution.

So we can move on with accepting the agenda and move on with the conference.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We have accepted the agenda.

We're discussing the issue.

Norway?

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

On behalf of Norway we'd like to associate ourselves with the statement made by Belgium on behalf of the EU.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I see only Syria asking for the floor.

However, Syria has already expressed an opinion.

So I'd like to give the floor to Cuba.

Cuba, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Cuba:  Thank you, Chairman.

I'll be very brief.

I simply wanted to support what has just been said by the delegate of the United Arab Emirates.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Syria, is that a point of order?

I think it's the other placard, but Syria has the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Yes, Chairman, this is a point of order.

The first statement of the first intervention by Syria was not as a statement, Chairman.

It was just what the legal adviser of the Secretary‑General have told you about.

Now I'm making the following statement on behalf of Syria being a victim of this aggression towards telecommunication networks of Syria.

In the occupied ‑‑ from the occupied territories of Syria.

Chairman, this is my right to have a statement.

You give United States three times the right to speak, and when I ask for a statement, Chairman, you refused to me.

So, please, my statement is the following.

Chairman, there is full details in the old Resolutions adopted by the Plenipotentiary Conference of the ITU about issues similar to the proposed one now, and no one have considered them political, Chairman.

And we don't agree with those trying to state that this proposal is a political proposal.

Chairman, ITU is working hard on an issue between the United States and Cuba in the radio sector, and nobody says that this was politicizing the ITU.

So, Chairman, we insist that this issue is not politicizing anything, and this should be dealt by this conference and decision on this proposal should be taken, and this is the statement of Syria, Chairman.

And I will call immediately for a vote, Chairman, a secret vote, on the proposal.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

Israel, you have the floor.

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

Mr. Chairman, distinguished Delegates, two days ago I referred to this proposal ARB/16A6C1/75 regarding allegations on piracy against telecommunications system in Lebanon.

I argued that this Resolution is politically motivated and baseless and I called Member States of the ITU to vote against this Resolution to reject any attempt to politicize ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: There is a point of order.

>> Representative From Israel:  This point of order.

Mr. Chairman?

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry I need to interrupt you because Algeria has a pint of order.

Algeria, please?

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We're very sorry to be forced to use a point of order so many times, but given the turn of events, we are making a point of order, and we are asking for the debates to be closed.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: So could you clarify on the specific part of the general rules that you are addressing, Algeria, please?

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

107 of the Convention, under that, 107 of the Convention.

We're asking for the discussions to be closed so as not to have to be forced to hear over and over again the same declarations.

I think that this morning we have heard nothing new as opposed to the statements that were made in previous days, so we're just wasting time.

This is the last open day that we have for this conference, because tomorrow, we will simply be signing the Acts, so please, Mr. Chairman, I beg you to put an end to the discussion, and that is the content of my point of order.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: So I'll ask kindly to the people that have requested the use of the floor, we need to address this motion for closure of debate.

That was given by a point of order.

We need to address this, so please, I have to ask you to please ‑‑ I'm afraid we have to address the motion of closure of debate.

So please, could you drop down your names for the moment.

Because we will be requiring no more speakers on the matter.

Please, United Arab Emirates, low down.

Please.

Please, thank you.

The screen is clean.

And I would request now for 3 speakers, one for the motion.

Before you push the button, please I would like to know one for the motion.

One for the motion?

I'll go with the first one, Saudi Arabia. 

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

We support the proposal made by the delegate of Algeria.

>> F. Borjón: Now we have two against this motion.

Could you please push the button down.

We have to begin again with a clean screen.

I don't believe Syria is against the motion.

That's the reason I am requesting, please release this, please.

Okay.

So two against the motion are United States and Israel.

United States, you have the floor.

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

Mr. Chairman, we move in favor of continuing the debate.

It was quite clear that other Delegations had numerous opportunities to express themselves on the same point.

Israel asked to make a statement on a new point, and we would support their right to make that statement, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Israel has now the floor.

And he's addressing the closure of debate.

Israel, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Israel:  Yes, Mr. Chairman, thank you.

I started my statement, and a Member State stopped me in the middle.

I registered on time in the Secretariat to speak.

Other Member States spoke, and it is for sure my right to speak to defend my country when it comes to a condemnation.

So of course, I am against adjournment of this debate.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: So addressing 107 of the general rules, we have heard the three speakers, one in favor, two against.

Now the motion shall be put to a vote in order to make this very, very fast.

We have a point of order by Israel.

Israel, you have the floor.

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

My right to speak was given to me, and in the middle of my statement or actually at the beginning, it was taken.

I don't think it's appropriate and according to the rules and I would like to have the legal adviser explain to me why I was stopped in my middle of my speech, and then there was request to adjourn this debate.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

I require the legal adviser to please tell us this, explain this.

However, I believe it's in the matter of the general rules.

That was the reason that we have to interrupt you because of the point of order, sorry, Israel.

The legal adviser has the floor.

>> A. Guillot:  Thank you, Chairman.

Yes, indeed, you referred quite rightly to 107 of the general rules.

It states here that at any time and I stress at any time a Delegation may move their discussions on the issue may be closed at any time.

In such a case, you have to take a decision on the closure or not of the debate.

The floor shall be given to no more than three speakers, one for, two against, and after that you have no other solution according to 107 than to put the motion to a decision to the room.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I hope I was clear here.

>> F. Borjón: Israel, please, Israel.

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

So I have to appeal to you, as the Chairman and the President of this meeting to let me finish my statement before the adjournment of this debate.

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to you to let me finish my statement.

It's only fair and I have never heard such a move.

I appear to you, Mr. Chairman, let me finish my statement before the adjournment of the debate.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: In order to address this point of order, I propose that Israel makes the use of the floor as many others have made the use of the floor before them.

Point of order.

Is that Egypt?

Thank you for the noise. 

>> Representative From Egypt:  Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry to intervene.

We have all listened carefully to the intervention by the legal adviser.

You have no other choice, Mr. Chairman, I'm sorry, but to go immediately to a vote on the motion by Algeria.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: It was addressing a point of order which as you know we have in front of us and has priority to the motions.

As referred in the general rules.

Another point of order by Iran?

Iran, please.

>> Representative From Iran:  I'm referring to the ruling of the Chairman.

Chairman, you started in 107 and you need to go to the remaining of 107.

There is no possibility to give any Delegation any statement making at this stage, Chairman.

You have to proceed kindly with the voting on the motion only.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

That was the way I was trying to address the point of order, but, yes, I believe you're right.

So going to a vote, what we are voting now is the closure of the debate.

I want to be very, very clear.

We are not voting on the proposal.

Right?

So we're voting on the closure of the debate.

So I believe the quickest way possible ‑‑ the quickest way possible is by a show of hands.

I think I will request ‑‑ we're voting on the closure of debate.

Iran has a point of order.

Iran.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

I sincerely request my apology to you my very good friend but is not the Chairman who decides.

It is Algeria who moved the motion, who should specify in which way he wants the motion.

Show of hands?

Voting card or secret ballot?

This is the very prerogative right of the Member States' motion who put the motion to the vote, or raising the motion of this issue.

Please kindly refer to distinguished delegate of Algeria to specify in what way he initiated this motion and that is Algeria who proposed to the assembly and that is the way, only way, that we can proceed.

I am very sorry, Chairman, but that is the order of the conference.

>> F. Borjón: The Secretary‑General wants to make a brief appeal.

Please, Secretary‑General.

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I'm just appealing because this is the last day of the conference, and we have a lot of topics to debate, to discuss, and to approve.

It would not be fair to you, Mr. Chairman, for all the hard work you have done, to the members of the hard work they have done for three weeks and to the host country after all these facilities and the things put at our disposal to really come to a point where we are deadlocked and not be able to address some of those issues that are pending still beyond this very important topic, as well.

But I believe that we can enter into a kind of legal games here where everything will be just snowballing and we'll waste unnecessary time.

I would simply ask your indulgence in order to avoid time, two hours, for voting on this issue.

Let's please, Mr. Chairman, let's be fair.

I've been negotiating between these two parties for all this time.

I hope that both parties to continue to respect me, and this because I've been trying to listen to both sides.

Give another chance for Israel to finish its statement, and based on that, let's continue ‑‑ and then have a vote on the issue.

We'll save two hours' time by giving him two minutes speaking.

I don't know what he's going to say.

I don't want to be taking sides here.

I'm just saying by giving him two minutes to speak, you will save two hours, and we'll continue voting on the issue.

And he was about to finish his statement.

Give him that chance because they have spoken, too, and give the chance to Lebanon to speak, also, and then the two parties will have spoken, and I will ask all the parties to withdraw their motions so that we can go to the next step on voting on the real issue, and then we close the matter and we deal with our real issues.

That's my proposal, Mr. Chairman, to be fair to all parties, and then really not waste time in legal battles here.

The organization is not fit for legal battles.

We're not prepared for those things, and it would be very unjust.

So that's my appeal as Secretary‑General.

I hope that I'm not hurting anybody's feelings, but just as I'm doing, I'm trying to be practical here.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: That was a brief pause and thank you for that, Secretary‑General.

[ Applause ]

So ever since this issue ‑‑

So probably after the very wise words of Secretary‑General, we are addressing this issue which was raised by Algeria.

Algeria has the floor.

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

Every one of us can bear witness to your availability, generosity, and the mild way in which you have led our work.

Everyone will recognize, too, that we wish to contribute also to the work of this conference.

Secretary‑General, Mr. Touré, a friend and brother, with all due respect, you know very well how fond of you I am.

Secretary‑General, you know the efforts of ‑‑ efforts made by all parties, including himself, you, Mr. Chairman have committed yourself as have all the Delegations you have consulted in order to reach a satisfactory conclusion.

Unfortunately, we have not achieved a satisfactory conclusion.

And unless there's a last‑minute miracle, we will not succeed.

And the more time we waste, the longer we let this drag on, the less likely is the success of the conference itself.

That is not what we want.

We want this conference to succeed.

We want all the efforts made by the Federal Republic of Mexico be successful.

I apologize.

I believe I should have said the United States of Mexico.

I apologize.

But you have made enormous efforts.

An earlier speaker has said the embassy in Algeria has made everything as easy as possible for us.

Mexico has done everything to ensure the success of this conference, and we applaud those efforts and share their concerns.

I would beg you to give the floor again to the Secretary‑General that he can tell us what miracle he believes he can pull out of his hat and if he can assure us that he has seen the auguries of such a miracle.

If there is no miracle, if there is no possible solution, we cannot allow ourselves to spend more time on this.

I appeal to you, Mr. Secretary‑General, through the Chairman.

[ Applause ]

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I'm trying to be very brief.

Trying to be very brief, with which is what we're trying to do.

Maybe I think Secretary‑General was very clear, but maybe he wants to emphasize a little bit more.

Do you want to say something?

Would you like to say something else, Secretary‑General?

You have the floor.

I think you were clear, but, please.

>> H. Touré: I apologize.

I don't feel that I can elaborate on the question of miracles.

I don't really believe in them, and I don't think there will be one here.

We should be pragmatic.

I would like to thank the distinguished delegate from Algeria for his understanding.

In order to move forward, I had proposed a solution which I believe would have allowed us to save time and to progress.

I think that the room is with us.

Your own intent is to save time, and I thought that if we gave 2 minutes to each of the two parties, we could move on to the next phase, that is, the vote on the substance of the issue, and then we could close debate on this, which would allow us to continue with our agenda and the other important issues before this conference.

I don't know if one could call that a miracle, but I certainly would be a very good thing if we could conclude this debate this morning.

Thank you.

[ Applause ]

>> Representative From Algeria:  Chairman, thank you for giving me the floor.

I do not withdraw my point of order. 

I would ask you, Mr. Chairman, however, since we have had a difficult rather stressful initiation of the day, perhaps we could take a brief coffee break of 10 or 15 minutes that would allow us to get our breath back and we can come back to deal with our point of order.

>> F. Borjón: This is already taking a lot of time.

Maybe we can have a 5‑minute break, see if everybody's is in agreement.

I see no points of order.

Thank you, so then we have a coffee break, 10 minutes, 5?

Very short, please.

Thank you.

[ Coffee break ]

>> F. Borjón: Please take your seats, we're resuming.

Thank you very much.

We are resuming where we were.

On the motion for closure of debate.

Advice on what has been said by Secretary‑General, I have a plea to you, the assembly, on particular to Algeria.

My plea is, that if we can try to possibly withdraw this motion for closure of debate, this issue could really accelerate this part, we can really go fast on this matter and the plea that then we could go and give the chance to the parties.

Lebanon and Israel.

Israel had the floor first, Lebanon can go after, have a two‑minute intervention in order for them to make an address and then we go to a vote.

That is my proposal.

Algeria ‑‑ 

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

We are lost in admiration for your perseverance and you're patience and are grateful for them.

We are also grateful for all the efforts undertaken by the Secretary‑General and his staff.

Mr. Chairman, we still have on the floor a point of order which must be responded to.

What we ask, Mr. Chairman, is that there be a commitment to allow two countries to speak, you named them and that for a period of two minutes each and during such interventions, no modifications nor proposals shall be made and nor will any point of order be accepted.

There will be unilateral Declarations lasting two minutes each, at the conclusion of which we initiate a new process and that is, the voting process.

It was never our intention to block anyone from speaking nor have we wished to frustrate anyone's wish to take the floor.

And the proof is that the first intervention we heard this morning is that which we all heard and was made by a country which made a statement according to which it had not been allowed to take the floor.

A speaker who later claimed that he had not been allowed to speak but we all heard that speaker, but these are the precautions we would like to take before we initiate the process.

So, Mr. Chairman, please, tell us exactly what the rulings of the process we are initiating now are to be.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

By this, Algeria, I understand that you are withdrawing your motion of order under the understanding as well that we would like to accelerate this process, I kindly request briefly to the assembly if somebody is not in agreement with this in order to accelerate this process, in order to go through this engagement I plea you, please, we need to move forward on this matter.

I think we can really appreciate the cooperation of each and everyone of you and give the parties the chance to express themselves.

Does anybody oppose this?

I see no one asking for the floor.

So I understand, Algeria, that we're in the position then to withdraw your motion and we'll go as requested.

Egypt, you have a point of order?

No?

Are you against what is the proposal?

No.

As said we will only grant the voice to Israel and Lebanon.

That is the plea that I am begging you to go through, to accelerate the process.

We have an agreement?

Anybody have a point of order?

Anybody opposing this?

I think we can accelerate things by going this way.

Algeria has the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Chairman, please understand that we're not at all against this, all we expected was a statement on your part.

You have said that this will be done as we have suggested but it has to be a statement made by the chair, so please tell us exactly what the process will be, what you have intend to do and as a result of which I will make an official Declaration regarding the point of order, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Well, basically I am picking up on your proposal, Algeria.

I understand this proposal is that in order to accelerate this, using the faculty that I have to propose the assembly this, to accelerate the debate, the proposal is, and I will be slow and I will try to be very, very clear.

That we grant the right to speak to Israel and to Lebanon only.

For no more than two minutes and then we go to a vote on the matter which the matter is, Document ARB/16a6C1/75.

We're voting in favor of or against the document.

Is this clear?

Algeria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

With the commitment that we have just heard we withdraw our point of order since its understood that immediately after the two statements we're going to vote on the text itself.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ now I will grant ‑‑

[ Applause ]

Now I will grant the floor to  Israel in order for Israel to make a statement.

You have the floor for two minutes, Sir.

>> Representative From Israel:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for giving me the floor.

I would like in this stage to make a few points and clarifications.

One, the appropriate process in the ITU to raise issues regarding interference or interruption to communication originating in another administration's jurisdiction, is by approaching the concerned administration directly or through the BR.

Two, so far no complaint or appeal has been filed in the BR on behalf of Lebanon according to the proper radio regulations.

Israel as the concerned administration has never been approached on that matter by the BR.

We believe that by not taking the required action of addressing Israel directly or through the BR, but by bringing it up at the first time to the Plenary demonstrates that the real nature of this matter is indeed politically motivated.

Four, we cannot comprehend how come this assembly should defend on the Lebanon with this regard to such allegations.

Why not to adopt a resolution with a generic wording in which we should all protect Member States from such deeds.

In fact, we supported the efforts of the Secretary‑General to reach such a text.

Clearly everyone in this room is aware who are the countries who are heavily involved in Lebanon and whose representatives took the floor this morning.

Accusations against my country, but out of respect, Mr. Chairman, to the Secretary‑General I will not answer them.

My full statement will be there for distributed in the back of the room.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to reiterate that when a constructive proposal were made ‑‑ were tabled this week among them regarding the assistance to Lebanon, Israel supported the consensus resolutions, however when it comes to such a disputed resolution we all some act differently and reject this kind of proposal.

We again emphasize that this is not the forum to discuss and decide on such matter, which should be brought to the BR according to regulations.

In this community I would like to thank wholeheartedly and really I would like to say that it was relentless effort on the part of the Secretary‑General.

I would like to thank him for his relentless attempts to solve this matter.

And I would like also to thank other parties and you, Mr. Chairman, for your conduction of this event this morning.

I call all delegations in the room that should object this proposal and preserve the debate here for ITU global professional agenda.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Israel.

Lebanon, you have the floor.

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

I would like to take this opportunity to clear some clouds that the conference was forced to experience at the end of the sessions of the last couple of nights and was repeated today.

What we heard was nothing more than a compilation of statements trying to take away from the responsibility of the ITU and given the impression that Member States could violate the constitution and get away with it under false pretenses and statement and thick clouds.

If the ITU accepts this statements does not support the resolution it means that our esteemed organization, the ITU condones the violations and you know, it means similar violations are coming the way of other Member States.

The statement tried to wash away proven actions and facts on data and network piracy, bulk voice and data messages, major interference and network interruptions, misuse of network facility, network hijacking, spying and tens of hours and equipment placed exactly at the border with the antennas, dishes, clearly directed towards and operating over and in to Lebanon and its airwaves in a clear and blatantly evident violation of basic harmony rules and ITU citizenship.

The statement accused the resolution of politicization, quite unbelievable, isn't it.

The statement ignored similar ITU resolutions with harsher condemnation and much stronger statement than those that we are seeking in our technical resolution.

Please remember that Lebanon and the Arab states accepted the compromised proposed by the General Secretary even though it falls too short of our rights 

Mr. Chairman, Lebanon did not and does not intend to go in to claims and discussions of the war of 2006 and other wars and their impacts.

We do not want to cloud the subject with politics and political assumptions, this statement accused resolution of politicization but went on to falsely misrepresent the major fact and acts and indiscriminate destruction of civilized networks were damaged, the only Telecom network were ‑‑ the estimated value of 547 million dollars, that's a civilian Telecom network.

The estimate is not Lebanon's statement, it's not politics, this is the esteemed ITU body estimate.

I remind the distinguished delegates, that this topic is not the subject of this resolution as proposed by the general Secretary and accepted by Lebanon and the Arab states.

I repeat it is not the subject of the present resolution.

That was a different resolution that was approved yesterday, 159.

The violations of the civilian commercial Telecom network are escalating daily by the Israelis in to Lebanon in to its land line, it's not only ‑‑ 

>> F. Borjón: Could you please conclude?

>> Representative From Lebanon:  At this juncture is an attempt get away with violations.

Mr. Chairman, I will conclude by saying the political statement could not pass the red‑faced test in front of the distinguished delegates of this conference to save this conference valuable time indeed for other documents and items we'd ask for a secret vote on revised resolution as presented by the general Secretary immediately have everybody having read it we look for everyone's support and thank you all for your understanding and support.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you everybody.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Lebanon.

[ Applause ]

Now we have to go to a vote as established in the 1.5 of the general rules.

We have several ‑‑ 21.5 of the general rules.

We have several possibilities I will open the floor to see what is the way of thinking of the assembly on this matter.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We request secret vote.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

This request follows under 127 of the general rules.

It would need support of five of the delegations.

Just as matter of order I kindly request please could you remove your button.

Remove your request for the floor.

Then I will ask if there's five.

But please for the moment, remove.

Thank you.

The screen is clean.

Thank you very much.

Now I kindly request if we have at least five other delegations present and entitled to vote that will support the request for the secret ballot.

We have more than five.

I will read them.

Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, United Arab Emirates, Lebanon, Morocco, Venezuela, I believe that at least we have fulfilled the request for secret ballot.

And there for we're ruling to vote on a secret ballot.

The ruling we are voting once again I think that ballots are being distributed ‑‑ the voting slip is being distributed right now.

Please don't fill it.

Hold on for a second if you may.

I want to remind you of the voting procedures briefly.

As you know when we begin the voting this room will be closed.

Nobody can go until we finish the voting and the tellers go to the green room.

That's one issue.

Next, once again just to be completely clear.

We are voting on Document ARB/16a6c1/75.

We're voting yes to the document.

No or abstention.

Those are the options.

As you know when you're voting for the option you have to put an X on the proper square.

On the square of the yes, if that's your choice on the square of the no, if that's your choice.

Or in the square of the abstention if you have that choice.

I need to remind you that if you feel more than ‑‑ fill more than one option the vote won't be valid.

You need to remind you that you need to put an X on this part.

Just in order to be completely clear on this matter I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 2, Mr. Kisrawi from Syria, if you can inform us on the matter 6 credentials.

To make the vote.

Mr. Kisrawi, Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, I requested the floor not as a Committee 2, but I will answer your question then I will make my comment.

Regarding the voting ‑‑ the original credentials, we have received official credentials of Belize, Czech Republic and Liberia.

So they have been found in order, Chairman.

And this are reflected in Document 112 Rev 2.

The delegation of Libyan arrived yesterday have not deposited any credential yet.

So, we could not agree that they will participated in this vote, Chairman.

Document 112 Rev 3 will reflect any further changes.

This is for the information of the meeting, Chairman.

However, I would ask you another issue, Chairman, please look to the voting paper, it has no blocks.

It's not like the one we have used for the election of the Member States to the Council or the RRB or the elected officials.

So please, Chairman, could you repeat your instruction.

I think my past experiences it's sufficient to put a line under the position, but I leave it to you, Chairman, with the rep of the Secretariat to explain but please look to the voting slip and give your instruction, Chairman.

It has no boxes to put Xs, Chairman.

Could you be kind to do that, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you for the information as Chairman much Committee 2 and I kindly ‑‑ I think this is clear as you can see you have the options in the upper part in different languages.

I'm afraid I'm not able to announce properly the other languages.

But in the lower part you have a box or rectangle, if you may say.

That is in every case below the explanation of the option as you can see as well in the part of the no and the other languages.

There's a square below and likewise on the abstention.

You're right, this is not a square, it's a rectangle.

I kindly request to put an X there, clearly to indicate your choice.

We have not initiated the voting.

Sorry.

Brazil has a point of order.

Brazil, please.

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

Brazil prefers not to take part in this voting process.

According to our foreign policy to the general rules of procedures of conferences in its paragraph 21.2 chapter 2.

The purpose of this institution are to facilitate peaceful relations International cooperation, economic and social development by means of telecommunication services.

The proposal language of this new resolution introduces elements that are not in line with the expected work of a technical specialized agency that the ITU is.

Brazil so prefers not to take part in this voting process.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Brazil.  That's your sovereign right.

We take note of your statement.

There's a point of order from Iran.

Iran, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

With all due respect to the distinguished delegate of Brazil, but I think before the voting process no Member State express the reason why he wants or doesn't want to vote.

This is after the voting.

This may have some influence on the procedure of voting.

Please call legal adviser to explain this situation, whether before the voting start any delegation may give the reason why he wants to vote or why he doesn't want to vote or why his abstention ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Iran.

We will request the opinion of the legal adviser on the matter.

The legal adviser has the floor, please.

>> A. Guillot: Thank you, Chairman.

Brazil has resorted to the rule of procedure 119, stating that he does not wish to take part in the vote.

Indeed the explanation on nonparticipation of vote of possibly explanation of vote is something that has to be done after the voting procedure.

So, from the formal point of view delegations who do not wish to participate in voting will simply stated before the vote and if necessary will give explanations for this after the vote is taken police, thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Due to the legal adviser, I think now we will initiate the voting procedure.

Then the room is closed.

We have list of tellers from different regions that have been proposed.

Secretary has been doing its work.

I'll go with the first option that we have and just briefly before saying that, we have voting station number one to my left.

Voting station number two to the right.

Voting station number three, am I right with the numbers.

Once again one, two, then the back.

Sorry.

Four at the back.

They are the voting stations.

Therefore, I kindly request in the order that I will be calling to the following tellers to please occupy your spaces as I will tell you.

It will be from El Salvador.

Station 1.

From Spain.

Barbara Fuentes Gonzales, station 2.

Thank you.

And Ukraine.

Voting station number 3.

From Cameroon.

And I hope I have managed to pronounce your name correctly.

Cameroon.

Station number 4.

He's not here?

No?

Point of order from Cameroon.

Yes, please.

Address you're point of order.

>> Representative From Cameroon:  Thank you, Chairman.

Cameroon is one of the ‑‑ those involved but it's not him.

He is replacing him, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Go to station number 4, please, teller.

Here on the right and the end of the room.

Thank you.

We have from China.

Please come to the podium.

To the podium, please, sorry.

To the podium.

These are the tellers.

With the clarification made by Cameroon as you may recall if you make a mistake with the ballot you can ask for a change in the ballot.

If such is the case you have to request it by a point of order.

If you wish to vote please carry on.

Now I kindly request the Secretary of the Plenary to please call the names of the countries present with the right to vote.

Secretary of the Plenary you have the floor. 

>> D. Bogdan: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I'll call out the list of Member States present having the right to vote in French alphabetical order within each voting block in group of ten.

Please note as the Chairman has already mentioned that you are requested to indicate your choice with an X, once you have cast your ballot you are requested to return to your seat and the doors to the Plenary hall are now closed.

Just quickly again, Mr. Chairman, so the delegations can see where the four voting stations are located.

I will ask the staff at those stations to hold up the ballot boxes in the air in consecutive order from one to four.

Box number one, please.

Box number two.

Box number three.

And box number four.

Thank you.

I will now begin calling out the list of Member States.

Mr. Chairman, for efficiency purposes I will only read the list of countries once and after everyone has voted I will only read the list of countries that have not voted and we hope this will speed up the process.

I will start with Voting Station Number 1.

Afghanistan.

Republic of Albania.

People's Democratic Republic of Algeria.

Republic of Angola.

Federal Republic of Germany.

Argentine Republic.

Republic of Armenia

Commonwealth of the Bahamas.

Austria.

Kingdom of Bahrain.

Voting Station Number 2:

Principality of Andorra,

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.

Australia.

Barbados.

Republic of Belarus.

Belgium.

Republic of Benin.

Republic of Cape Verde.

Brunei Darussalam.

Republic of Bulgaria.

Voting Station Number 3:

Republic of Latvia.

Lebanon.

Principality of Liechtenstein.

Republic of Lithuania.

Union of Myanmar.

Luxembourg.

Mali.

Kingdom of Morocco.

Republic of Namibia, Republic of Mauritius. 

Republic of Madagascar.

Malawi.

Malaysia.

Federated States of Micronesia.

Republic of Moldova.

Mexico.

New Zealand.

Sultanate of Oman.

Federal Republic of Nigeria.

Uzbekistan. 

Voting Station Number 1:

Kingdom of Bahrain. 

Azerbaijani Republic.

People's Republic of Bangladesh.

Belize.

Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Kingdom of Bhutan.

Plurinational State of Bolivia.

Republic of Botswana.

Republic of Burundi.

Republic of Cameroon.

Voting Station Number 2:

Federative Republic of Brazil.

Burkina Faso.

Kingdom of Cambodia.

Republic of the Congo.

People's Republic of China.

Union of the Comoros.

Republic of Cyprus.

Cuba.

Republic of Côte d'Ivoire.

Denmark.

Voting Station Number 3:

Principality of Monaco.

Mongolia.

Republic of Montenegro.

Republic of Mozambique.

Norway.

Nepal.

Republic of the Niger.

Republic of Uganda.

Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

Panama. 

Voting Station Number 4:

Kingdom of the Netherlands.

Peru.

Republic of Poland.

Republic of the Philippines.

Portugal.

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

Romania.

Independent State of Samoa.

Republic of Rwanda.

Republic of Slovenia. 

Voting Station Number 1:

Canada.

Chile.

Vatican City State.

Costa Rica.

Republic of Croatia.

Republic of Korea.

Arab Republic of Egypt.

Republic of El Salvador.

United Arab Emirates.

United States of America. 

Voting Station Number 2:

Republic of Djibouti.

Dominican Republic.

Ecuador.

Republic of Fiji.

Spain.

Republic of Estonia.

Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia.

Finland.

Greece.

France.

Voting Station Number 3:

Papua New Guinea.

Republic of Paraguay.

State of Qatar.

Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

Czech Republic.

Syrian Arab Republic.

Democratic Republic of Sao Tome and Principe.

Republic of Senegal.

Republic of Serbia.

Republic of Singapore. 

Voting Station Number 4:

Republic of the Sudan.

Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka.

Confederation of Switzerland.

United Republic of Tanzania.

Democratic Republic of Timor‑Leste.

Republic of Chad.

Thailand.

Republic of Vanuatu.

Ukraine.

Eastern Republic of Uruguay. 

Voting Station Number 1:

Georgia.

Russian Federation.

Republic of the Gambia.

Ghana.

Republic of Guinea.

Republic of Guatemala.

Republic of Indonesia.

Jamaica.

The state of Israel.

Iceland. 

Gabonese Republic.

Voting Station Number 2:

Gabonese Republic.

Republic of Hungary.

Republic of India.

Guyana.

Republic of Honduras.

Republic of Iraq.

Italy.

Ireland.

Islamic Republic of Iran.

Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan.

Voting Station Number 3:

Slovak Republic.

Republic of South Africa.

Sweden.

Republic of San Marino.

Republic of Suriname.

Togo.

Kingdom of Tonga.

Trinidad and Tobago.

Tunisia.

Kingdom the of Swaziland. 

Voting Station Number 4:

Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela.

Socialist Republic of Vietnam.

Voting Station Number 1:

Haiti.

Republic of Kazakhstan.

Japan.

Voting Station Number 2:

Republic of Kiribati.

Republic of Kenya.

Kyrgyz Republic.

Kingdom of Lesotho.

Voting Station Number 3:

Turkey.

Republic of Yemen.

Republic of Zambia.

Republic of Zimbabwe.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you to the Secretary of the Plenary.

>> D. Bogdan: Mr. Chairman, I will now read out only the list of countries that have not voted and I would invite them to please come forward and you can cast your vote here at the urn number one.

Republic of Angola.

Republic of Albania.

Commonwealth of the Bahamas.

Republic of Azerbaijan.

Belize.

Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Plurinational State of Bolivia.

Central African Republic.

Georgia.

Haiti.

Republic of Benin.

Republic of Cape Verde.

Brunei.

Brazil.

Kingdom of Cambodia.

Republic of Congo.

Union of the Comoros.

Republic of Djibouti.

Republic of Fiji.

Guyana.

Republic of Kiribati.

Union of Myanmar.

Republic of Mauritius.

Mongolia.

Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

Republic of Suriname.

Togo.

Kingdom of Tonga.

Republic of Madagascar.

Peru.

Democratic Republic of Timor‑Leste.

Republic of Chad.

And Republic of Vanuatu.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Please, those countries, this is the last chance you have to express your opinion by putting your vote in voting station just to my right.

Somebody wishes to come.

This is your last chance.

It seems that no one is coming.

I will kindly request the tellers to please take the boxes with the votes to the green room and help us with this process.

Thank you.

Thank you very much.

Thank you now the tellers have gone in to the green room.

The doors can be opened.

If somebody wishes to go outside, you can do so.

But we will still as you know we are not able to interrupt the voting process.

Voting process is moving but if you wish to go out, you will be allowed to come in back.

Having said that, this process might not take long as you know it's almost 12:20.

We have interpretation time probably if it's okay with the interpreters, having said that, we can continue until 1:00 but I'm sure this issue ‑‑ sorry, this voting will be solved shortly.

We believe no more than 20 minutes.

In the meantime, what the vote ‑‑ while the voting process continues, I suggest we go to continue with our agenda.

We need to get the work done.

I know our spirit is maybe not very good mood for the moment.

We will have time for lunch later on.

And change ideas and come back to work.

I know we all can.

But I suggest that right now we go maybe to the pink documents that are on second reading.

Try to see maybe if we can get through this in a quick way.

I am on item 3 of the agenda.

We'll go for second reading of the eighth series of documents.

This is Document 166.

Revision 1 is a pink document.

Has been said the proposal is that we go through this document on second reading through the pink ones.

And try to get through as much as we can in the meantime while the tellers are doing their work.

Once again, with this Document 166 revision 1.

I will kindly request the Chairman much Committee 4 to please introduce this document.

France, you have the floor.

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

You have caught me somewhat unawares, but we submit for second reading at this Plenary Document 166, Rev‑1 which contains two documents which have gone through the first reading.

Decision COM 6/1, a new decision on free online access to ITU publications.

And to new resolutions, COM 6/2 the independent management Advisory Committee and new Resolution COM 6/3 admission of Sector Members from developing countries to participate in the work of the ITU telecommunications standardization sector and the ITU radiocommunications sector.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

Once again these are documents that we are going through on second reading.

These are pink documents.

I kindly request your approval on second reading to decision COM 6/1, these are pages 1‑4.

Of Document 166.

I kindly request your approval  on second reading for decision COM 6/1.

I believe we are able to approve decision COM 6/1 approved on second reading.

We will continue now as mentioned with Resolution COM 6/2.

These are pages 5‑16 of Document 166 revision one.

Resolution COM 6/2.

Is put to your consideration in order to approve it on second reading.

I see no one asking for the floor.

Sorry, Syria, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

We would be happy if later on, not today, nor that this title of the independent management Advisory Committee could be written IMAC for facilitating the task in the future, but not necessarily now and we agree with the text as it appears.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

For your suggestion, Syria.

Thank you very much, we'll take note.

This may be very useful in the future to make a quick address of the independent management Advisory Committee.

Thank you for the suggestion.

No one else is asking for the floor.

Bulgaria, please.

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Mr. Chairman, we ‑‑ in English, IMAC, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I hope we don't get in to copyright problems with Apple.

But in the meantime I think we're able to approve Resolution COM 6/2.

On second reading.

Brazil.

>> Representative From Brazil:  Excuse me, Mr. Chairman.

But it's again regarding free online access and I would ask you if I can come back to this point again.

>> F. Borjón: I believe we have approved that on second reading.

Maybe if it's editorial nature maybe you can make very quick ‑‑ I'm sorry, Brazil.

I said we have ruled on approving this already.

I hope this does not represent the point, an issue for you.

Maybe if it's of editorial nature, very, very brief we can go quickly review that afterwards with Committee 4.

But if it's not substantive issue, if it doesn't affect this, I believe ‑‑ I know that you are quite a supporter of this idea, I know you are quite a supporter of it.

I think we can carry on with this.

This is okay?

Thank you, Brazil.

Maybe I am going too fast.

Once again, we are addressing Resolution COM 6/2.

In order to approve it on second reading.

We approve Resolution COM 6/2 the new resolution.

That regards independent management Advisory Committee.

Approved on second reading.

Thank you.

We go now to this new Resolution COM 6/3.

That regards admission of Sector Members from developing countries.

I kindly request your approval on this two‑page resolution which begins at page 17 of Document 166.

I kindly request your approval of this document, this pink document on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

Thank you.

We approve Resolution COM 6/3.

Now we go to the next pink document.

This is Document 171 on 13th series of text. 

I request Madam Alajouanine to address this document.

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

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

The resolutions in Document 171 are submitted to Plenary for second reading.

There are a number of resolutions, either modified or new.

Resolution COM 5/1 on the number of Vice‑Chairman of the Study Group, working groups and so on.

WGPL 3 on electromagnetic fields and measurement of such fields.

The conformance and interoperability resolution and revised versions of resolution 64 nondiscriminatory access to modern telecommunication information and communication technology facilities, et cetera.

Revised resolution 77, future conferences assemblies and forums of the Union, 2011, 2014.

Revised resolution 94 auditing of accounts of the Union.

And the revised version of resolution 158, financial issues for consideration by the Council.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

Now we go to Document 171 regarding Resolution COM 5/2.

These are pages of Document 171 1‑3.

Resolution COM 5/2.

Put to your consideration for approval on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

Therefore, we approve on second reading Resolution COM 5/2.

Approved.

We go now to another new resolution, resolution WGPL/3 but regards human exposure to measurement of electromagnetic fields.

These are pages four and five of Document 171.

Resolution WGPL/3 is put to your consideration for approval on second reading.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Yes, Chairman.

We approve the text as it stands taking in to consideration, Chairman, that the Director of BR would have added to the minutes of your yesterday's meeting, Chairman, the requisite to call upon the radio assembly to look at this issue and to propose resolution if it's convenient to complement the existing two resolution 72 of Johannesburg and 62 of Hyderabad.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

Any other comments?

By the way, yes, we were taking note of all of these issues you have mentioned for the minutes.

Thank you.

We're able then to approve this new resolution WGPL/3 on human exposure to and measurement of electromagnetic fields.

Approved on second reading.

We go now to Document resolution WGPL/4.

These are pages 6‑8 Document 171.

This is put to your consideration for approval on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

Therefore, we will proceed with the approval on second reading of this new resolution WGPL/4, conformance and interoperability approved on second reading.

We continue now with the revision, modification to resolution 64.

These are pages 9‑11 of Document 171.

Modification to resolution 64 on non‑‑discriminatory access to modern telecommunication/information and communication technology facilities.

I kindly request your approval of this document on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

I'll take this as a yes.

We are able to approve the modification to resolution 64 on second reading, approved.

We move to another modification of resolution 77 that regards future conferences, assemblies and forums of the Union between 2011‑2014.

We are modifying this resolution, I put these to your consideration.

For approval on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor, I'll take that as a yes for approval.

We are able to modify on second reading resolution 77, approved.

We go now to modification of resolution 94, this is page 14, Document 171.

I put this to your consideration for approval on second reading.

Thank you very much.

Therefore, we will proceed with the approval of the modification to resolution 94 on second reading.

Approved.

We continue with resolution 158 regarding financial issues for consideration by the Council.

This modification to existing resolution, will be Document 171 pages 15 and 16.

I kindly request your approval for the modification of resolution 158 to be approved on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

Therefore, we will proceed with the approval of resolution 158 to the modification of resolution 158, approved on second reading.

Thank you.

We continue with the fourteenth series of documents.

This is Document 188.

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

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

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

Document 188 is submitted to your Plenary for second reading.

There's just one text in it, that is a new Resolution COM 5/3.

Which deals with the preparations for the 2012 world conference on international telecommunications.

Thank you very much, chair.

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

We're addressing Document 188, this will be a new resolution.

Resolution COM 5/3, this is put to your consideration for approval on second reading.

I see no one asking for the floor.

This is a yes.

Therefore, we are able to approve Resolution COM 5/3, new resolution.

Approved on second reading.

We will follow with the last pink document that we have currently.

This is Document 189, a pink document.

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

Madam Alajouanine, you have the floor.

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

Document 189 is submitted to the Plenary for second reading.

It has just one text that is a new decision COM 5/1.

It's called, creation and management of Council working groups.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I think we discussed this document yesterday.

So I kindly request your approval for decision COM 5/1 on second reading.

No one is asking for the floor.

Shall we take that as a yes.

We will approve, therefore, on second reading decision COM 5/1.

Yesterday we discussed another document maybe we can carry on, try to make the best use of the time.

This is document ‑‑ sorry to be jumping from one place to another.

I'm trying to make the best use of the time with the documents that we have already discussed.

Trying to see if we're able to make some progress with them.

As you can see we have made great progress with all of these pink documents.

Thank you very much for that, we're making good use of time.

My proposal to you is coming back to agenda item number 2.

This will be on Document PP10/175 revision 1.

You might have ‑‑ you might remember yesterday we discussed this document.

This is a late document.

That was presented by Greece.

On CEPT.

On the matter of translation of ITU recommendations.

Some issues were raised yesterday by Russia, Saudi Arabia and others.

I requested to Greece to please try to work on a document of consensus.

Just as we're able to reach consensus in this document I kindly request to Greece if you could please in produce this document and then we'll see if we're able to achieve consensus on it.

Greece, you have the floor. 

>> Representative From Greece:  Indeed we have followed your suggestion and we have discussed these concerns with the administrations and we have inserted all the proposals in the document with revision marks so that everybody can see the proposals and tell us they have some issues remaining.

I would like to thank all of them for their immediate response to our request.  

And with this explanation I would like to submit the document for approval to this Plenary.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I will ask the assembly if we have consensus on this document.

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

Is it Mr. Gracie or Canada?

Chairman of Committee 6 you have the floor.

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

I'm speaking as Committee 6.

Chairman, I refer you to Document 186, this is the 21st series of texts submitted in first reading.

And in particular Resolution COM 6/7.

I would ask the assembly to remove the text of COM 6/7 in Document 186 and replace it with this text in Document 175 Rev 1.

>> F. Borjón: I'm sorry, this is very confusing.

We were addressing Greece document.

>> B. Gracie: I am, trying ‑‑  

>> F. Borjón: You are bringing the document in to this reading, you are changing Resolution COM 6/7?

Could you please be more clear.

Could you please clarify what you are doing or proposing?

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

Resolution COM 6/7 addresses the exact same topic.

What I was suggesting is that the text in Document 175 Rev 1 should replace the existing text in Document 186, this is numbered B21 in relation to Resolution COM 6/7.

I hope that's clear.

>> F. Borjón: Sorry.

I understand that you're proposing that the proposal from Greece goes now to Resolution COM 6/7, yes?

Okay.

That is the proposal.

Therefore, we are changing this document which is presented here by the one presented by Greece.

Therefore, it will become Resolution COM 6/7 as from what I understand.

Nevertheless, the question is the same, do we have consensus on this document now Resolution COM 6/7, the proposal made by Greece and now as requested by the Chairman much Committee 6 becomes Resolution COM 6/7.

Do we have consensus on this document?

Saudi Arabia?

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

As the distinguished representative of Greece has said, we have contributed to the discussion on the document, some amendments have been made as agreed.

However, I have noted that there's a discrepancy between the English and Arabic text in paragraph 8 of "resolves."

The expression "shall be subject" in Arabic it needs to be aligned to the English text.

So this is a problem with the Arabic text which needs to be aligned to the English text.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, I believe the editorial Committee has taken note of this clarification.

Russia, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you, Chairman.

My first question is I'd like to clarify exactly which text are we working on?

So is it in 175 Rev 1 or in a text of the Resolution COM 6?

That's my first question.

Secondly, regardless of which text we're looking at in the recognizing section, recognizing little A, instead of "invoking" we have "official."

Instead of "working languages" we have "official languages."

We've decided we're not using the idea of working languages, we're using the idea of official languages here, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think that could be an editorial change.

But thank you for the clarification.

Official languages as such.

Just to clarify the question, that's what I meant, Russia, by saying that this could be a little bit confusing.

We are addressing Document PP10 175 revision 1.

As we have it there at the screen.

However, I hope this is very clear.

This is the document, the full text that we're analyzing right now.

Just for clarification the Chairman much Committee 6 will request ‑‑ has requested that we turn later on this document as Resolution COM 6/7.

When time comes.

So in other words, Resolution COM 6/7 a Document 186 pages 1 and 2 will be ‑‑ a substitute will be changed by this document presented by Greece.

I hope this is clear.

The text that we are analyzing, the text that we are seeing that we are talking about is the text of PP10/175 revision 1.

Which is the text that was presented by Greece on behalf of CEPT and is the text where I have heard that there is a chance to have consensus because of the work done.

Italy.

>> Representative From Italy:  Thank you, Chairman.

Italy can agree to transfer the text in COM 6/7.

And we just want to say that we've been waiting for some time now for such an important text for those countries who do not have as their mother tongue, any one of the six official languages of the Union.

So we're very happy to see this text and that complements the work that has been done in CEPT in going from three to six languages of the Union.

And now we have the possibility of using all the languages of the world in obtaining the translations through this resolution of the ITU, thank you, Chairman.

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

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman, we supported the modification as they appear in page 12.

However, in page 3, Chairman, in the annex I have seen two square bracketed ‑‑ the first paragraph regarding the "national language concerned lies with [the name of the publisher]."

Chairman, for clarity, I think we don't need this ‑‑ or somebody should try to find the solution to this two square brackets.

We cannot publish a text in the convention with such square bracketed text.

One possibility, Chairman, is to take this language completely out, it doesn't do any harm to the next one.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I would request proponent, Greece, I think that Mr. Kisrawi is absolutely right.

We are not publishing things with brackets.

What is your proposal, Greece, for this matter?

Greece, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Greece:  In fact Mr. Kisrawi is right.

But the initial intention is to replace whenever there is brackets in the application of this resolution, the name of the National language and the name of the publisher.

But editorial is speaking, we can change that a little bit and say, the translations to the National language with the publisher.

I think that that solves the issue, thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: We would be able to remove the brackets.

I'm afraid that we'll have to interrupt in this moment, this very interesting debate, because the tellers have finished their work.

We'll resume later on in the afternoon session.

We will continue with this, thank you very much.

Now, just a second.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So the results have been given to me in French, or in many languages, indeed.

So we have the question.

This is for or adoption of draft Resolution containing ARB/A16 addendum 6C1/75.

Now we go to French, sorry.

Votes cast, 128.

128.

Spoiled ballots, 4.

Abstentions, 63.

Delegations present and voting, 61.

The required majority, 61 divided by 2, plus 1, is 31.

Under 121 of the general rules, in light of the fact that there are 63 abstentions, which is more than those required under the procedure, I would ask Mr. Guillot to clarify this procedural issue.

>> A. Guillot:  Thank you, Chairman.

I shall try to be as concise as possible.

Number 121 of the general rules applies.

The number of abstentions, 63 in this case, is greater than half of the number of votes cast.

Either for or against or abstaining.

The number of votes, 124, half of that number is 62.

There are 63 abstentions.

Therefore, the number of abstentions is greater than the number of votes cast.

Therefore, under 121 of the general rules, the discussion of this issue is referred to a later session, where the abstentions will no longer count.

I hope I have been clear enough.

>> F. Borjón: We have run out of time, so basically, the issue is we need to repeat the voting.

We have to go through the process again.

When we come back for the afternoon session at 2:30.

We will begin sharp, 2:30, please.

Be here so we can go fast and smoothly as possible through this process.

As was explained by the legal adviser, in that case, the abstentions won't be counted, taken into account, the general rules.

But for the moment, the decision is pending.

We'll resume at 2:30.

Thank you very much.

The session is closed.

[ End of Session - 12:55 ]
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