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	>> CHAIR: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon.  Welcome to this third and I hope last meeting of Working Group 3A from Committee 3.  The agenda for our meeting today is in document ADM/29.  
	There's nothing in particular within this agenda, but I think it will finish our work on Resolution 1, and then I will propose that we look at the report we're going to be presenting to Committee 3.  Do I have your agreement on the agenda in Document ADM/29?  
	Very well, I see no requests from the floor.  Thank you for agreement.  Now we're going to come back to the working document from Working Group 3A, No. 3, Revision 2, which you'll find in the documents for Working Group 3A.  So just before we come back to where we were on Resolution 1, I'd like to go back on two items.  On the clause, 2B, you said that the French translation of "recycle" wasn't exactly the same, and it was proposed -- I see this with the translators what was done, and I've spoken to the translator team, and we've maintained the term "recycle" in English, and we've aligned it with the term "recycle" in French, and that means that that will also happen in the other language versions because on speaking to the translators about it, it seems that the terms that were proposed at the beginning better represent the intention behind that.  That's just a minor detail, but I wanted to make sure everyone was up-to-date on that.  
	So now, on Clause 1.9.4, it has been brought to my attention that the definition which was proposed for the term "recommendation" was a little restrictive because if we say that a recommendation is an answer to a Question with a capital Q, that doesn't cover recommendations in Series A developed by TSAG, since there are no Questions under TSAG.  
	So talking to the TSB advisors, I would suggest is that at the end we add either a text which has been developed by TSAG for the -- which says text developed by TSAG for the organization of the work of the ITU-T sector, which is the titles of the Series A recommendations of ITU-T, so unless there's a request for the floor, I will assume that I have your agreement on that.  Thank you.  
	Very well.  So unless I'm mistaken, we were -- the next modification we were going to decide on, we have to decide on, is that proposed by CITEL to add a new clause 5.2B, which, in fact, reflects what happened -- what has taken place at this Assembly, so there's a document which has proposals to modifications to certain resolutions.  These are proposals which come from the Director of TSB.  
	May I have your agreement on adding this new clause, 5.2B?  
	Thank you.  So now we're coming to Section 6.  For Section 6, I need to mention that we have a proposal no change from CITEL and a proposal from RCC to add a new clause, which would be 6.0 at the top of this section, at the head of this section.  
	So ladies and gentlemen, if you have any questions, requests for further clarification or comments, I open the floor.  
	I see no request for the floor.  I gave you a little time to fully understand this proposal for an addition.  So no problems.  Thank you.  We shall continue.  
	There's a modification in 7.1.1, which was contributed by TSAG.  I don't think there are any problems with that one.  
	So now, with regard to the comment on Clause 7.1.11, which has been proposed by CITEL, I think that we don't yet know what's happened with the merging of Resolution 17 and 44, so I suggest that we reflect that through a note at the beginning of the document to Committee 5, which will list the number of the resolution where necessary, and the proposal to modify "connected with" and replace it by "related to" in English seems to me to improve the text and the understanding there.  
	So now we take a great leap forward and turn several pages and move to Section 8, proposal to change nothing, which is a proposal made by CITEL, and there's no proposal for modification there.  So we won't change anything in this section.  
	On Section 9, then, CITEL would prefer to see no change.  But the RCC proposes the addition of some text in Section 9.3.8.  So on this subject, as I said last week, I have carried out some informal consultations with RCC, the legal advisor, and the Rapporteur for the ad hoc group for the Director of TSB on intellectual property rules.  And we have arrived at this text proposal.  I'd like to thank the RCC for the excellent spirit in which we've been able to work in order to arrive at this text, which recalls that ITU recommendations should be used as widely as possible, and it also recalls that rules that exist within ITU-T for intellectual property have to be respected as well.  
	Now, it has been drawn to my attention that we could possibly replace the term "provisions" in the English text with the word "requirements."  
	If there is no opposition from the room to do that, I suggest we move on in that way.  But for the moment, I'll put the two on the screen so you can really see the difference between them.  The term "requirements" is a little stronger than the term "provisions."  
	I shall stop a few moments just to give you the time to read through the text in case you haven't had the opportunity to -- you haven't had the opportunity to look at the working document beforehand.  
	I see no request for the floor, so do you agree that the text should look like this?  So I will remind you that RCC made the initial proposal, and they agree with this proposed text.  The legal advisor sees no problem with it, and the Rapporteur for the TSB Director's ad hoc group on intellectual property rules also fully supports it.  
	I see support in the room.  Thank you very much, so we decided on that.  
	So, ladies and gentlemen, I have no further changes to make on Resolution 1, since the other proposals from CITEL were no changes to sections which follow.  So unless you have comments to make, final comments on this resolution, it is thus that it will be presented to Committee 3  once the modifications have been translated into the other languages.  Thank you.  
	Now we're going to be able to finish before time, and I'm sure everyone will be pleased to be able to attend another meeting taking place in parallel.  
	Now I'm going to give the floor to the TSB advisor, who is going to show on the screen the report as we have drafted it up until now.  It's DT63.  Now, I'm sure you will authorize us to make any last-minute changes in order to cover the latest agreements that we have achieved today.  
	So DT63, clearly, the first section on the agenda approval, I don't think that will pose any problems.  Then we have a second section on Resolution 32, for which you will recall that we were able to progress very rapidly, and we decided on modifications in less than half an hour, and these have been approved by Committee 3.  
	So please don't hesitate -- if you have any modifications to contribute, please don't hesitate to ask for the floor.  
	Then we have a section on Recommendation A.1, which was approved this morning by Committee 3.  So you can see that at each occasion, we have tried to provide a brief summary of each proposal in order to see if it's been accepted in part or with some editorial modifications.  
	Then here we have mentioned the main decisions taken beyond the modifications which were proposed by TSAG.  
	And then we have a section left, which is on Resolution 1, which is on this that the advisor and I, myself, just when we finish this meeting, will work on that.  And you'll see a new Revision 1 of Document 63 appear.  
	I'll give you a little more time on this paragraph, since these are points that we have just discussed now, this afternoon.  
	Right, I see no requests for the floor, so I think that this report, which is fairly brief but which covers very well the decisions that have been made during the three meetings of our Working Group, that these decisions have been well reflected within this document.  
	So now we're coming to item 4 on our agenda.  Are there any final comments to be made on the work of Working Group 3A?  Are there any subjects that you feel need to be discussed?  
	I'll give you a little more time, ladies and gentlemen, because it has been drawn to my attention that there may be a comment on Resolution 1, so I will give you a little time so if there are any comments, they can be dealt with here in this Working Group rather than within Committee 3, and that will give you a little time to read the last part of the report if you need to.  
	I see a request from seat number 418.  
	>> Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Just a minor point, but in Section 4, just before the table, it says, you know, Recommendation A.1, and I think it should be Resolution 1.  Thank you.  
	>> CHAIR: Thank you for finding that.  Generally I'm capable of finding it myself, but thank you.  United states, you have the floor.  
	>> UNITED STATES:  Thank you, Mr. Chair.  Good afternoon, everyone.  I can't find -- my computer has just frozen.  Yes, we would agree with "enforce," but I also believe -- 
	Yes, thank you, Chairman.  So we support the "enforce" here, but we also believe that in the Preamble, Article 1 should not be struck.  We should keep that text.  That text is important.  It goes back to the Preamble and Article 1, and it sets the appropriate boundaries.  So we would not support deleting in the Preamble an article of, but we do support Article 1.  
	>> CHAIR: Thank you.  My understanding is the Preamble will be kept with changes, possibly, but kept.  
	And then the next part will also be kept, that's my understanding, so I don't have a problem with putting this part of text proposed into place here.  
	Now I'd like to recall that it was an original proposal by CITEL to remove the text, but the text was already there before in the previous version of the Resolution.  So I don't know there would be a problem with putting back this text.  I'll give everyone a moment in case anyone would like to speak about this or propose that; otherwise, we'll decide to do so.  
	I see no request for the floor, so this is what the text on point C, as it is on your screens, will look like.  
	So Russia, would you like the floor?  If you would, please press the button.  
	>> RUSSIAN FEDERATION: Thank you very much, indeed, Chairman.  On 63, DT63, I have a couple of questions.  
	Looking at the last paragraph, the second bullet point, here it says for the definition of "recommendation" it was agreed to accept the proposal CAN/58/A51.  We would like to add initially this was an RCC proposal which was then supported and supplemented by Canada.  So I would like the reference to the RCC to be included here also.  Thank you.  
	>> CHAIR: Thank you, Russia.  Of course, my apologies for having forgotten that.  I think it's clear it doesn't create any problems, and we will do that.  I think before we publish  Revision 1, we will go over this with the advisor once more to ensure we haven't forgotten to mention any other proposals, and of course, all these proposals are listed exhaustively in the table just below, but I fully agree with you.  
	No further comments on the report?  So we will submit it to Committee 3 as soon as we have published Revision 1.  
	Without further requests for the floor, we will close the meeting, and I would like to thank you most sincerely for the excellent atmosphere in which we have worked on these very important texts, Recommendation A.1 and Resolution 1, these are texts that are used on a daily basis for the Standardization Sector, and we have really had an atmosphere of cooperation with people willing to find compromises wherever it was necessary, and we've worked quickly since we are going to finish our meeting before the time at which we had planned to finish.  
	Oh, I see a request for the floor from the United States.  
	>> UNITED STATES: No, just a thank you, Chairman, for leading us to a successful conclusion.  Thank you.  
	>> CHAIR: Russian Federation.  
	>> RUSSIAN FEDERATION: Thank you, Chairman.  We, too, would like to echo what has been said.  We would like to thank you and to thank your advisor.  We've worked here excellently, and we really would like to commend the spirit of cooperation and mutual assistance that is always a characteristic of you and your conducted meetings.  Thank you very much.  
	>> CHAIR: Thank you.  
	(Applause) 
	The meeting is closed.  We will meet again for Committee 3.  That leaves the advisor and myself a little time to just finish the tidying up of Resolution 1.  And I said I would also look at the points from the Russian text, particularly on A.1.  Thank you, and enjoy the rest of the week.  The meeting is closed.  
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