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>> F. Borjón: You have in front of you PP10/ADM/72, revision 2.

This document is the draft agenda.

As you can see, we don't have many documents right now.

Many of them are in the pipeline.

The editorial Committee is working very, very hard and making an outstanding effort for us to have the documents in all of the six languages in order to go through them.

So we have right now very few documents.

The plan is that we'll go through the agenda today ‑‑ sorry, at this afternoon's session, and we'll carry on with the documents that keep coming from the editorial Committee at the evening session.

So I'd like to put to your consideration the approval of this agenda, document PP10/ADM/72, revision 2.

I put it to your consideration.

Point of order from Korea.

Please, Sir.

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

Unfortunately, we couldn't find the Revision of the 72 of the ADM electronically, so would you provide then or show in the screen what the agenda would be.

Then we may agree on the agenda.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think the agenda is posted.

If it's okay, I'll go through it and read it.

I believe it's available right now on the Web.

And the first issue is the approval of the agenda, this document.

Number 2, I'd like to make a little change here, to move 3 to 2.

So the current number 2 will be written reports by Committee Chairmen.

This will be the report of Committee 5 parentheses policy and legal.

The referred document is PP‑10/155.

The proposal is to see this document first and go with the report from Committee 5, PP‑10/155.

The next item on the agenda will be then series of texts from the editorial Committee.

We have ‑‑ we're going back to the second series, on first reading we'll have Decision COM5/1.

This is document PP‑10/109.

I repeat, it WILL BE second series will be on the first reading, this is the blue document.

This is on Decision COM5/1.

Document is PP‑10/109.

Which is the document that the United States was making reference of this morning.

Then we have, following item is number 4, proposals for the work of the conference.

We will be getting shortly document PP‑10/181.

Hopefully we'll be able to address some of the other documents which are ARB/16A2C4/42, and the other documents that we referred to this morning as the same item on the agenda.

ARB16A26789/47, and ARB/16A6C1/75.

As well as PP‑10/175.

The last point of the agenda is other business, number 5.

And this completes the agenda that I'm putting to your consideration.

I hope this helps to follow the work, and I have to emphasize again that many documents are in the pipeline, are coming.

And this is on the very hard work that the editorial Committee is doing.

So once again, I put this to your consideration.

So the agenda is approved.

Based on this, I would like ‑‑ I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 5, Mr. Riehl from Switzerland, to please present your report.

Mr. Riehl, Switzerland, you have the floor.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

I'm presenting document 155, report by the Chairman of Committee 5.

I shall try to be concise and as comprehensive as possible.

Of course I shall not read the entire document because there are 7 pages.

I'll just focus on the points which require to be mentioned.

Committee 5 held 30 meetings during the course of this Plenipotentiary Conference.

The two main topics addressed were the issue of a stable Constitution and the international telecommunication regulations.

I do not wish to dwell at length on these two main points, since we've already had the opportunity to discuss them in Plenary in first reading, and for some of them in second reading.

As regards the stable Constitution, however I must add something.

First I should commend the special work done by Mr. ARASTEH from Iran enabling us to work on documents which already comprehensible.

Mr. ARASTEH worked very hard to prepare this issue of the stable Constitution before the conference, and I'd like to say a very big thank you to him, because I don't know if we would have been able to have a document like this were it not for his enormous contribution to the drafting and proposals in this document on the Resolution concerning a stable Constitution for the Union, and I must add a further point to this discussion, in our Committee, we were working on this Resolution on the stable Constitution, but at the same time, we also discussed the issue of simplifying and streamlining work relating to this stable Constitution.

To this end, the Committee recommended that states limit the number of proposed amendments to the Constitution and Convention to PP14.

Therefore, Sir, Committee 5 proposes our recommendation number 1.

This recommendation is that the Plenary meeting invite Member States to limit their proposals for PP14 with regard to amendments to the Constitution and the Convention to the minimum necessary in order to allow and facilitate a smooth preparation and approval of the stable Constitution.

The Secretary‑General is invited to bring this recommendation to the attention of Member States in an appropriate manner.

So this is our first recommendation.

As regards the other important point in our Committee, International Telecommunications Regulations, ITRs, we were able to approve this in Plenary, and I also had the opportunity to recall that the Resolution adopted has no implications for the agenda of the WCIT‑12.

Other points were raised and I shall take them up one after the other.

As regards number of elected officials and members of the RRB, those clear consensus in ‑‑ there was clear consensus in Committee 5 not to change the number of elected officials and members of the RRB.

As regards the title of Bureau directors, Committee 5 decided not to change the existing title of the Bureau directors.

Nevertheless, Member States requested that the Secretary‑General make additional communication efforts to have the status of the Bureau directors and here I have a second recommendation to submit to you, recommendation 2 from Committee 5.

Recommendation 2 reads as follows:  "The Secretary‑General is encouraged to make additional communication efforts to have the status of the Bureaux directors better understood in other organizations, particularly in the U.N. common system."

So this is what I have to say about our recommendation number 2.

We also dealt with credentials and basic principles concerning the elections.

Committee 5 found no controversy on the issue of the credentials.

The Secretary‑General is encouraged to continue these efforts with a view to allowing the report of the Credentials Committee to be made available as early as possible.

The proposal of RCC prompted a discussion on the possible change of the order of elections, but there was no consensus on this proposal, and therefore this topic should not be pursued further at this Plenipotentiary.

As regards this issue of credentials, we have recommendation 3 from Committee 5, which reads as follows, "the Secretary‑General is invited to continue his efforts towards having the report of the Credentials Committee made available as early as possible at the Plenipotentiary Conference."

The Committee also discussed the further codification of the general rules.

The idea was to group the rules of procedure of the ITU to group them in a single document.

There was no opposition in principle to this idea.

However, that there was no consensus that this task be undertaken by the Working Group of the Council on a stable Constitution.

As Chairman of Com 5 I would like to draw the attention of Council to the possible consideration of this matter at future meetings as it deems appropriate.

The interval between Plenipotentiary Conferences.

It was not discussed at any length, since there was a clear consensus, very quickly, that the current four‑year cycle be maintained.

Now, as to matters regarding the Council, COM5 agreed the creation and management of Council working group should adhere to establish general principles and guidelines, outlined in decision COM5/1, creation and management of Council working groups which was adopted by the Committee.

A proposal to increase the number of Council seats from 25% to 28% of the total number of Member States was rejected.

An RCC proposal was discussed and it was agreed that Council be invited to continue work on this issue to improve and better define the methodology for the allocation of Council seats to administrative regions.

This was the matter which was already determined in Plenary what we refer to as the Argentinian method since it's based on an Argentinean proposal, and an RCC proposal sought to refine the process.

We therefore have recommendation 4 to submit to you, Mr. Chairman.

"Committee 5 recommends that the Plenary meeting instruct Council to continue its work on the methodology for the allocation of seats of the Council to the administrative regions."

Another issue discussed was the definition of terms in the Constitution Convention and Resolution 118.

It was decided that the term "administration with" with a capital A, or "administration" with a small A., regardless of whether they're written with a capital or lower case A refers to any Governmental Department or service responsible for discharging the obligations undertaken in the Constitution of the ITU, in the Convention of the ITU and in the administrative regulations.

Committee 5 requested that the above‑mentioned clarification be included in the minutes of the Plenary.

Recommendation 5 is submitted.

For your consideration.

"PP‑10 is invited to reflect in the minutes of the Plenary meeting that the term "Administration" with a capital A, or "administration" with a lower case A, irrespective of whether it is written with uppercase or lower case A, only refers to any Governmental Department or service responsible for discharging the obligations undertaken in the Constitution of the ITU, the Convention of the ITU, and the administrative regulations."

There were other proposals for the modification of CV 1005 and Resolution 118 of Marrakesh, use of spectrum.

Once again, no consensus was achieved regarding the need for these modifications.

The provisions, therefore, remain unchanged.

The finances of the Union.

At the request of COM5 examined and approved an amendment to number 165 of Article 28 of the Constitution, relating to the reduction of the class of contribution of Member States.

That was adopted by our Plenary.

Another point also submitted by COM6 proposed an amendment to number 476 of Article 33 of the Convention relating to the exemption of Sector Members from defraying the costs of participation in world conferences on international telecommunications.

In the view of COM5, the proposed amendment was in contradiction with the first part of the same provision.

COM5 found therefore there was no consensus on the issue of exemptions of Sector Members from defraying participation costs in world conferences on international telecommunications, and this issue was not within its mandate.

I won't go into detail of all of the suppression of Resolutions and Decisions.

You'll find that in document 155.

I would, however, add that it was not agreed to modify Resolution 86 on the notification, advance publication, coordination, notification and recording procedures for frequency assignments pertaining to satellite networks.

As there was consensus on the proposed changes to Resolution 1 it was agreed not to amend these Resolutions and seminars or workshops should be conducted on the topics.

This led to a 6th recommendation, recommendation 6 of C OM5.

"The Plenipotentiary Conference instructs the directors of TSB and BDT to collaborate in the organizing of one or several seminars or workshops on the topics covered by Resolutions 21 and 22.

That is alternative calling procedures, including call‑back and refile, telecommunication origin identification and apportionment of revenues in providing international telecommunications services, including possible application of the concept of network externalities.

That is recommendation 6 for your consideration.

The criteria for the appointment of Vice‑Chairmen.

This issue was submitted to the Committee as a whole and was adopted through a Resolution which I will not repeat.

Review of and principles for Plenipotentiary Resolutions.

It was considered that reviewing and streamlining these Resolutions would be useful.

There was no consensus as to the establishment of an ad hoc group of Plenary for future Plenipotentiary Conferences.

It was agreed that the main recommendations outlined in ACP proposal could be followed for proposals to be submitted by Member States for Plenipotentiary Conference of 2014.

We also discussed the agreement with CERN and that led to the drafting of recommendation 7 of COM5.

COM5 recommends to the Plenary meeting the approval of the cooperation agreement between ITU and CERN contained in document 57 and that the Secretary‑General be asked to invite CERN to cooperate with the focus group set up recently by ITU‑T to study the use of grid computing.

Recommendation 7.

The issue of satellites was raised.

There were two contributions, one from Europe and one from the ACP.

It was unanimously agreed that harmful interference was an issue of serious concern and that measures should be taken under the auspices of and within the purposes of the ITU.

It was however also agreed that the world Radiocommunication conference, the WRC, would be a more appropriate Forum for such a discussion than the Plenipotentiary Conference.

It was therefore agreed that interested Member States may, if they so wish, submit their proposals regarding this topic directly to WRC under the relevant agenda item or items.

Other proposed modifications to the Constitution and Convention were proposed but which ‑‑ but consensus was not achieved regarding these, and it was agreed that CV 192 should be maintained with no change.

In conclusion, I should like to recognize the very hard work of all participants in COM5 who deal with all the proposals before us.

Unfortunately, we were unable to reach a consensus regarding all these proposals.

Some of them were not new, had already been submitted for approval at earlier Plenipotentiaries particularly at Antalya.

The ITRs and the stable Constitution issues did not reach ‑‑ was not fully accepted.

I should like to thank the Vice‑Chairmen of COM5 for their support, and I should also like to highlight Mr. Arasteh as the Chairman on the Working Group together with Mr. Cherkesov, Chair of the ad hoc group on international telecommunication regulations.

I should like to thank all the Delegations for their participation and to thank the Secretariat, who worked extremely hard in order to allow us to achieve our work in the time allotted to us.

I apologize, Mr. Chairman, for speaking at such length, but as you have heard, there's was a great deal to discuss, and I would report to you the 7 Resolutions I'm submitting to Plenary.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much for this very interesting and thorough report by the Chairman of Committee 5, Mr. Riehl.

First I would like to follow this way, I'd like to propose this way of analyzing this document:  I think first we can go, if there are some issues on the report as a general matter, and then I propose you to go and see recommendation by recommendation that.

So first, please, I would like to know if somebody has some comments on the general report.

So comments?

Syria is asking for the floor.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, we have views on the report as well as the recommendations, Chairman.

So what's your preference?

Should we not limit the debate to the recommendations, Chairman, clarifying the difficulties.

So I would propose to you that there was ‑‑ there is no general comment on the report.

We thank the Chairman of Committee 5, Chairman, but we think certain issues were not given sufficient time because of the pressure on this conference, and that Committee 5 has two big issues:  The stable Constitution and the ITRs, which consumed a lot of work of Committee 5, Chairman.

However, we are happy with the results, but we have our comments, and mainly on behalf of the Arab States, I will tell you these comments when you come to the recommendation, Chairman, in addition to additional comments, Chairman, which is as it appears regarding recommendation or the title of the subject.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Once again, I think ‑‑ what I'm proposing to you is that we first go to the report to see if we have some general comments on this matter, or particularly if you may, and then afterwards we go recommendation by recommendation.

Since there are 7 issues which I think we need to be addressing properly.

So first is just general comments in the matter of the report.

So Iran, you have the floor.

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

We are grateful to the distinguished Chairman of Committee 5 for the hard work that has been carried out by himself and his team, and Committee 5.

Chairman, with respect to paragraph 2 on the ‑‑ Section on page 6, review of and principles for PP Resolutions.

We have a short excellent to make if you allow us and that is Chairman on second line of that paragraph 30, it says there was no consensus on the creation of an ad hoc group of Plenary in future Plenipotentiary Conferences to this effect.

Chairman, in our view, this Plenipotentiary Conference should not decide on the future Plenipotentiary Conference.

Therefore, this matter should be left to those Plenipotentiary Conference.

Each conference is sovereign in its activities.

Therefore, I suggest that the portion starting "there was no consensus" up to the end of that line and the beginning of the following line, up to "to this effect" be deleted.

This is a matter for the future Plenipotentiary Conference to creator not create any ad hoc group and perhaps it may not be appropriate to take any issue in this regard.

Having said that, I have another small amendment to this paragraph, Chairman.

I have discussed with Chairman of Committee 5 and the amendment is as follows, Chairman:  In the fourth line of the same paragraph 30, after "ACP 12/19," we need, Chairman to pick up those recommendations that referred to by the Chairman of Committee 5 and put them in an Annex to this report.

Otherwise, ACP 12/19 should be hyperlinked which we do not recommend, or we would lose sight of those, so perhaps main issues referred to this document, perhaps we could put into the Annex to this report of Committee 5, and having done that the line should read, "could be followed for the proposals to be submitted by Member States and reported by the Secretariat to the Plenipotentiary Conference 2014."

Because some of those recommendations is related to the activities of the Secretariat for updating some of the references, and is not related to the work of the administration or Member States.

With these two small changes, Chairman, I request that this should be taken into account on the Paragraph Review of and Principles for PP Resolutions, and I thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Once again, do we have any comments of a general nature?

United Kingdom?

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

Firstly on behalf of CEPT, may I thank the Chairman of COM5 for his excellent work.

I have a comment in relation to the satellite issues, paragraph 32 as I raise it now, as it's not the subject of a specific recommendation.

We had a very interesting discussion on Friday evening around the protection of satellite networks, and I think we all agreed that it was a very important issue of concern to a number of administrations, and we also agreed, as outlined in this report, that it should be addressed by the WRC.

The world radio conference is the right place to address this sort of issue.

I would however like to seek one point of clarification in regard of this, and indeed, I seek this point of clarification on behalf of CEPT and the point is I'd like clarification from the Director of the BR that this important issue concerning the protection of satellite networks can be considered within the existing agenda of WRC12.

Just to repeat it's within the existing agenda of WRC12.

Thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

We of course associate ourselves with earlier speakers congratulating the Chairman of COM5 for this detailed report.

Generally speaking, this report does reflect the discussions within the Committee, and the results of that debate, but going through the document page by page, there are some points to which we would speak, to propose minor amendments.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Mali, do go ahead and make your clarification now.

If it does not concern the recommendations specifically, do please go ahead now.

>> Representative From Mali:  Well, the fundamental principles of elections, the recommendation in the report, that is recommendation 3.

>> F. Borjón: I apologize, please.

Don't speak to the recommendations.

Only general remarks regarding the report.

Let's not speak to recommendations at this point.

Just general remarks.

>> F. Borjón: Mali:  No, no I'm not going to discuss the recommendation but when we discuss this issue, the legal adviser, legal counsel, told us that the credentials submitted by the various Delegations that the Secretary‑General's efforts were successful in achieving smoother and more efficient examination of credentials, and there was also an IAP19 regarding this.

I think this does have to be mentioned, and I'd like to know whether this is really a decision.

I'll stop there for the time being, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mali.

>> Representative From Russia:  Thank you, Chairman.

Looking at this document, we see how complex was the work done by the Committee.

Of course, we would not wish to make any changes.

Our position is that this is the Chair's report, his vision.

Therefore we shouldn't make any changes to it.

But we merely took the floor to thank the Chairman for the report and the enormous amount of work which he did.

There were very critical situations that he managed to find a way out of them and he was a very wise Chairman.

So thank you very much from all the countries of RCC and I think from all of us altogether.

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

There's no other comments from the floor.

We'll try to address these issues.

I kindly request to the Chairman of Committee 5 if you could help us on clarifying the issues that were addressed, I.E. the one that regards page 4, item 19, made by Mali.

The one that regards page 6, number 30, and I think then the satellite issues I will request the support of the Director of the BR.

I think these are the issues that were raised in a general manner, so please, Chairman of Committee 5, you have the floor.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

I would recall, as was stated by the delegate, that this is the Chairman's report, but, of course, I would welcome any observations, and they will, of course, appear in the minutes of this meeting.

The question regarding paragraph 19, Council, the decision mentioned here, IAP5, is the decision which was submitted at the very beginning of our work as a Plenary and which is still in abeyance and which will be dealt with later, that is, Working Groups of Council, and that is my answer to our colleague from Mali.

Now, paragraph 30, review of and principles for PP Resolutions.

This was a sensitive issue, but if I included the reference to an ad hoc group for Plenary, it is because such proposals were made and subsequent to our discussions no consensus was reached, and for the excellent reason raised by our colleague from Iran, and that is, that each Plenipotentiary will determine which groups it will or will not establish.

If we with included that phrase, it is simply because there was a proposal which however did not achieve consensus.

Now, as to the possibility of including the recommendations contained in ACP 12/19 and the Annex, I have no objection.

Indeed, I think that it would provide some clarity for those who would be working with this report in the future.

Paragraph 32, I would leave this in the hands of the Director of the BR to respond regarding the agenda of the next WRC.

>> F. Borjón: I think you have addressed all of the issues.

I kindly address to the Director of the BR on the matter of satellite issues, Item 32, request if these issues could fit into the agenda of the WRC2012.

Director of the BR, you have the floor.

>> F. Rancy:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, just to save you time, I will be very short.

We examined after the discussions in the Committee of this particular question, and I am very glad to say that there is no limitations whatsoever to put this ‑‑ to refer this question to the coming WRC within the existing agenda, and I think that this should be reflected in the minutes of this Plenary, and will avoid all the different understanding.

So once again, no problem to discuss this question during the coming WRC within the existing agenda.

Of course, on the condition that the Member States will raise this question this their contributions.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

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

I think these issues are quite clear.

Finally, we have Saudi Arabia, please.

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

I, too, would like to thank the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau for that explanation.

However, I should like to know in which Agenda Item exactly this will be addressed.

Exactly which Agenda Item of the WRC?

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ matter of this report, I think I will continue.

I will invite you please later to talk to the Director of the BR but this is not the matter of this ‑‑ this is not the substance of this report.

This is not the substance of this Plenipot agenda, so if you don't mind, I will continue.

This is not a matter of this report.

I'll continue.

Sorry.

Going to the recommendations, I open the floor to see do we have any comment on recommendation 1, please?

Saudi Arabia?

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Chairman, I think that is the right of administrations to speak.

This is a very sensitive issue, and we did not expect this response.

We have the right to have details and information.

Will this question be left in abeyance without it being specified under which item upon the agenda this is addressed.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ the report.

If you want to go further, I invite you to come to the Director of BR and find this detail.

We're analyzing the report of Committee 5, the Chairman's report.

The Chairman's report is not ‑‑ does not concern the matter of the agenda of the WRC.

Thank you.

Syria, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Recording recommendation 1, Chairman, we could agree with the proposal to limit as much as possible the modification to the Constitution, because of its objective for stability.

However, Chairman, we could not agree with the limitation on the Convention.

The Convention is something which will be added as a document coming from each conference, like Resolutions, like the rules of procedures for the conferences, and so on.

So could not agree to that, Chairman.

There is no ‑‑ I don't understand why we keep limiting the rights of administration, Chairman.

So we don't agree with the second part of this.

The Arab States, I am speaking on behalf of the Arab States, have made proposals to modify Constitution Convention to this conference and to the last conference, to our astonishment Chairman, in the last conference they say we can don't have time.

In this conference, we say we don't have consensus.

Why?

Because some administrations were refusing, Chairman, and the ruling was if you heard some refusal, then you stop the debate.

No, Chairman.

This is a very, very important issue, and the Arab States would like to stress their position here.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

>> Representative From Syria:  All our proposals to the last conference in Antalya.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Kisrawi.

>> Representative From Syria:  And to this conference regarding the modifications to the Constitution and Convention for us are still valid Chairman and we could not agree because some of these proposals Chairman were a must.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Kisrawi.

You have raised your point.

Thank you very much.

Mali, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

On this same point, we do indeed wonder.

If I remember rightly, there was a point made that there were no ‑‑ there should be no proposed amendments before 2013 so that Council Working Group would have time to analyze the instruments for the purposes of stabilization.

Well, our concern and our fear is, will all Member States comply with this recommendation?

This is far from certain.

Some will put forward amendments, and others won't.

The African group thought, for instance, when we came to this conference, we decided to refrain from making proposed amendments.

We only made two, if I remember rightly.

So I think we really have to be very cautious with this recommendation 1, because there might be problems with its implementation.

>> F. Borjón: This is an invitation, and this is some sort of telling the people that it will be very difficult to stabilize something that is moving all the time.

So I believe that is the sense.

It's an invitation.

If some Member States decide not to go through this invitation, it is their sovereign right to do so.

Algeria?

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

It seems to me that there is a misunderstanding.

The insertion of the term "Convention" appears to me to have been perhaps accidental, because if you continue reading the sentence, you will see that the purpose is to have a stable Constitution, so this recommendation does not apply to the Convention, but to the Constitution.

This is an error which can easily be corrected immediately without continuing debate.

>> F. Borjón: Request the Chairman of Committee 5 if you could clarify this question, please.

Switzerland?

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

This question, as you stressed, Chairman, is an invitation.

It's always very tricky and difficult to limit the right of Member States which are sovereign, so this is an invitation as has been said.

As to why we have the word "Convention," well, as I've understood the process, we are ‑‑ the group, rather, will be examining the Convention and the Constitution, the Constitution and the Convention, in order to have a stable instrument, because we don't know in advance whether there will be any elements which are currently in the Convention which perhaps are not well placed in the Convention and which should subsequently be placed into the stable Constitution.

Therefore, I think this is wise to leave this issue open, because we might have current provisions of the Convention which by the Working Group will have to be moved into the stable Constitution.

But I think everyone has to bear in mind that this is indeed as has been said an invitation.

I think we did the same for this Plenipotentiary 2010, Chairman, and I think that many states were indeed very reasonable, so to speak, and did not propose amendments in too great a number to our current Plenipotentiary.

I think we could also count upon the wisdom of states and hope that they will behave in the same manner for PP14, but this is indeed merely an invitation, and I think that keeping the idea that we also have to be cautious about the Convention is because we don't know whether there might not be provisions in the Convention which will later be moved into the stable Constitution.

Thank you, and I stand to be corrected by Mr. Arasteh if I've made any mistakes but I think this is the right approach.

>> F. Borjón: Committee 5, once again, this is an invitation.

This is in no way establishing an obligation.

This is not a "shall."

This is an "invite."

Please, Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, we need to reflect this understanding in your report, that is an invitation.

Second, Chairman, I don't agree with the Chairman of Committee 5 when he start using the word suggests.

If the Arab group we were not sage enough to propose.

Chairman, we don't want such objectives and we should be very careful.

Member States have the right to propose what they are convinced they should propose, Chairman, and what Algeria have made clear, Chairman, is that we understand those who are going to be in the Convention, going to the Constitution, we agreed to be limited, but not on the Convention, because we're expecting that the output of this exercise should be a stable Constitution and a convention, with small C.

This is what we understand and that is Convention ‑‑ this Convention is a live document which will be visited by each conference, Chairman.

So for that we would be happy if you reflect the feelings on this, Chairman, and in your report here about this recommendation, Chairman.

Thank you, and we would be happy if people don't say objectives which means that those who have not followed these are not sage.

>> F. Borjón: We are all wise.

There's no doubt about that.

With this note and your clarification and mine as well, we can clearly understand that the countries have their sovereign right to present the proposals they consider, and this is just so everybody has in mind that we are moving towards more stable documents, so it will be very helpful to limit the contributions.

But within the right of every country to present any modification to it.

So then I will invite you to adopt this recommendation of this document.

Recommendation 1 is adopted.

Recommendation 2, do we have any comment on recommendation 2, page 3 of this document?

Syria, please. 

>> Representative From Syria:  The Arab States, Chairman, proposed the appellation of vice Secretary‑General or Deputy Secretary‑General and we don't want to see why this have not been adopted, Chairman, because it's true that in the other organization, but I think, and since now we are not changing the Constitution nor the Convention, Chairman, let's allow us in the next conference, if there is a need to change that, we should change it in the Constitution, Chairman, to make it clear that our elected 5 officials, Chairman, have a different status than what you call Director today, because Director in the U.N. system is a P‑5 Post, Chairman, so this is what we would like to make clear here, that this issue should be still alive until we touch on the stable Constitution. 

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, we take note of that.

Any other comment?

No one is asking for the floor so we'll adopt recommendation 2.

We go to recommendation number 3.

Do we have any comment on recommendation 3?

Once again, it's an invitation and as Mali has raised, this regards the excellent work of Secretary‑General on the matter of credentials.

I think this is a matter of to encourage his continued effort.

Anybody has a comment here?

Thank you, we adopt recommendation 3.

Going to recommendation 4.

Do we have any comment?

Thank you.

So therefore we adopt this.

Recommending 4, "Committee 5 recommends that the Plenary Meeting instruct the Council to continue its work on methodology."

Recommendation 5, regarding the use of the word administration.

Do we have any comments?

Saudi Arabia, please.

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Thank you.

Recommendation 5, in Arabic, is written to say in foreign languages.

This is the text in Arabic.

What does this mean?

I think it should say the ITU, the official languages of the ITU, in my opinion.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Just one point:  Are we talking about recommendation 5?

Saudi Arabia, you have the floor. 

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  It's recommendation number 5, yes, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: I believe this shall be editorial.

I don't see any reference to a foreign language so maybe this is editorial, I believe.

We invite you to please address this issue with the editorial Committee as we don't have this text here. 

>> Representative From Saudi Arabia:  Chairman, it's not necessary to go to the editorial Committee.

Instead of saying in Arabic, in foreign languages, we should say "in the official languages of the ITU."

This would be a correction to the Arabic text.

In the Arabic text we should say the 6 official languages of the ITU instead of saying "foreign languages."

>> F. Borjón: But I don't see your reference anyhow when it's addressed.

We'll have revision of it.

I think your issue is completely right.

I don't have it here in my document.

I apologize for that but we will look at that if it's a matter of correction.

Thank you.

Syria, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, we have touched on a very delicate issue here, which is definitions.

With existing contradictions sometimes between the Convention, the Annex to the Convention and Annex to the Constitution, and the official other definitions in the ITU‑R and the radio regulation, Chairman.

We knew about some difficulties.

Why we have opted for that at this conference, Chairman, because we are coming to the ITRs and this term is there now, so are we implying that this modification should be applicable to the next ITR?

This is a question for clarification, Chairman.

However ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: What modification, Mr. Kisrawi? 

>> Representative From Syria:  Please let me continue.

After this recommendation, Chairman, we regret that we have not been able to discuss 118 Marrakesh and change the definition, Chairman, to allow the use of spectrum above 3,000 gigahertz, Chairman, without any regulations, so we are eliminating the right of administration, Chairman.

In one case we agree to modify as we have done with the CS and CV terms "administration," and here we refuse to touch on this.

However, this is the second time the Arab States propose a modification to the definition of the CV 1005.

Therefore, Chairman, I would like to give you the follow comments to be in your report. 

Arab States insist that all administrations have the right to use the spectrum above 3,000 gigahertz without any limitation regarding terrestrial use of the visible light, Chairman, full stop.

Why we ask for that, Chairman, because we have permission for space use of this and not terrestrial use so we could not agree, Chairman, to leave the space services enjoy that right where the terrestrial services could not use lasers, Chairman.

This is something we don't agree with at all, Chairman, and this was our intention for the modification of Resolution 118 and for the modification to the CV‑1005 which was second time proposal to the Plenipot, Chairman.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Mr. Kisrawi, I would appreciate if you could bring the matter we're discussing which is recommendation 5.

If we're going to break the order, we will not be able to advance.

Appreciate if you can do that.

I can understand that is your statement.

This issue was discussed.

No consensus was reached, and I think that could be discussed elsewhere at the WRC.

Thank you.

Ever since I don't see anybody else asking for the floor on the matter of recommendation 5, it seems that we could adopt it.

Syria, I think you have raised your point.

But we'll continue.

I'm very, very sorry, but you are using a lot of time.

Thank you.

Recommendation 5 is adopted.

We follow with are recommendation 6.

Recommendation 6 is the matter that we are analyzing.

I invite you to, if you have any comments on this matter, please.

Syria, on recommendation 6, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, this recommendation is the result of the elimination of amendments proposed by the Arab States.

As regards the Resolutions 21 and 22, these amendments relate to what occurred at the Standardization Assembly in Johannesburg and the development conference in Hyderabad.

Nevertheless, we should like to share our regret with you, because these Resolutions were not discussed.

They were pushed aside and replaced with recommendation 6.

As recommendation 6, as we proposed it, does not confine itself to the holding of a workshop.

We referred to a Forum or a workshop.

To collaborate in organizing one ‑‑ in organizing a Forum, with capital F, and/or workshops.

And continue the text.

And this text should include, in addition to the language here in English, Chairman, and after the end of this, to include comma after externalities, "covering also," I repeat, "covering also the cost of the Internet international connections."

So I hope my proposals are clear.

We're adding a possibility of a Forum, not only limited to workshops, but this should be decided by the management of the ITU and including part of these two Resolutions which cover the international cost of Internet connectivities.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I think we can take notice in this record, but I believe that the proposed text on recommendation 6 is one that has been raised as a consensus.

However, I will ask for clarification from the Chairman of Committee 5.

Switzerland, you have the floor. 

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

Indeed, as you have just said, this was a consensus text.

The proposals from our colleague from Syria were discussed but not agreed during discussion.

That is, adding the word Forum.

There was no consensus on making this addition of "Forum" in addition to seminars or workshops.

Also, the addition proposed by the Delegation of Syria at the end of the text concerning international Internet connections, here there was no consensus either on this proposed text.

That is the reason why it is not given here.

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

So I believe this issue has already been raised as mentioned by the Chairman at the work of Committee 5.

So I will stay with the current text that's put into the recommendation.

I'm proposing that for your adoption.

United Kingdom, you have the floor.

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

Well, I think it was just to note that it was our understanding that this was the consensus, and we hope you can move on as quickly as possible because we've got so many other discussions, but we know you know that.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Yes, I do.

Syria, I think you have made your point.

You want to say something else?

Please, we are building on consensus.

>> Representative From Syria:  Arab States objects to the limitation to the workshop and the topics covered here.

Chairman, this affect a lot of other issues in this conference, and this is the main worries of the developing countries, and if everybody will object to that, we will object to many other coming compromises, Chairman, because this is the main issue for all developing countries now today that we are bearing the cost of the international Internet connectivities and some administration without naming them are using this without any cost, and forcing the developing countries to bear all the financial responsibility.

So we would be very clear, Chairman, in the other elements of this conference, that when we raise this issue, people to told us, let us find the solution.

Let's not make it a fight between developed and developing countries.

When we come to a compromise, Chairman, like this one, let's do it through workshop and explain what's the situation and how this could be corrected.

People are refusing again.

So, Chairman, they are not trying to find a mid‑way.

They would like to leave the issue between developed and developing countries.

Developing countries now are subsidizing developed countries in the international connections, prices or the international connections of the Internet.

And this will affect our position regarding all Internet issues.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

This issue has been discussed at Committee 5.

So we have this text in front of us for adoption, if possible.

If not possible, we'll just reject the recommendation.

I think we can put some sort of statement there in the declarations or some other statements, if you wish.

We, of course, will be happy to put all the things that you have expressed here, we'll put it in the minutes, and it will stay there.

So with this consideration, I kindly request the possibility of us to adopt this recommendation.

Mali, please.

>> Representative From Mali:  Thank you, Chairman.

After hearing the intervention of the delegate of Syria, as to determining the subject of the seminar or workshop, could it not be left open the BDT will determine the content, what is to be discussed in seminars or workshops, in consultation with Member States and different regions can determine their agenda based on their needs.

In African region, we have discussed the cost of access to Internet.

I think that we can remain open where the implementation of this recommendation is concerned.

I don't think it excludes the organization of workshops where one could discuss the cost of Internet access or any other costs relating to the Internet.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ would be trying to understand on that sense, and once again, this is not limiting the rest of the activities of the directors.

This is only a recommendation that raises from the discussions of Committee 5.

In no way this will limit the other actions that the directors can do.

This is only part of the work of the recommendation.

This doesn't mean that the directors are not going to do anything else.

I think this is open as raised by Mali and will be addressed properly and is adequate in each one of the cases so once again, the proposal is to try to develop recommendation 6.

Iran, you asked for the floor.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

In the suggestion of Syria.

There are two issues, one is Forum.

Yes for that there was no consensus, but the other issue Syria raised to including issues relating to the cost of international Internet connectivity, in fact, it is part of the topics referred to Resolution 21 and 22.

We don't see any difficulty to limit the topic to be discussed in the workshop, and perhaps Plenipotentiary should not get involved in that level of details dealing with the topic of seminars.

We should leave it flexible to the meeting, and perhaps in the minute of sessions saying that it is up to date, workshops when prepared to refer to topics of those Resolutions and the point of Syria could be included.

Perhaps we should pay a degree of flexibility to this request.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

So as has been mentioned, it is already there in Resolutions 21 and 22.

So final attempt, let's see if we can go with the text as it is, considering all the comments that have been made, and that this is in no way limiting the rest of the work from the directors.

But this is just emphasizing the importance of this one as a conclusion that comes from the Committees.

Are we able to approve this?

I believe we are, with all the comments made, and the points taken in the minutes.

We adopt recommendation 6.

Thank you.

Finally go to recommendation 7 of the thorough work of Committee 5, an important one, which is on the matter of this Plenary meeting the approval of the cooperation agreement between ITU and CERN.

An issue that was previously raised in the Council, if I'm not wrong, in April.

So I believe this is a very straightforward issue.

Syria, please.

>> Representative From Syria:  Chairman, this issue was also raised in Resolution 100 which has not been ‑‑ there was no consensus about its content.

In that one, Chairman, we have proposed the Arab States to extend Resolution 100 to cover such an agreement like the agreement to CERN.

We have made our comments which have been taken into consideration, Chairman, but we would like here to add, Chairman, in the minutes of your meeting that Arab States support the Secretary‑General and the directors to continue their efforts in creating agreements with other international organizations as proposed by the Arab States in their proposal to Resolution 100.

There we are proposed, Chairman, that the Secretary‑General could sign an agreement to the W.H.O. for health issues of common interest, telemedicine and a second one with WMO because of the ICT and climate change.

So this we have lost because the proposal of the Arab States in modifying Resolution 100 which have no consensus at the Committee 5, Chairman, have lost these two proposals.

We would like these two proposals to be included in a general way to encourage the Director and the Secretary‑General to create agreement as far as possible, Chairman, responding to the needs, to the common needs, of ITU and these organizations.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Syria.

I would appreciate if you could provide us with this text in order that we are able to address it properly, if you could please provide this to the Secretariat.

Italy?

Sorry, Bulgaria?

>> Representative From Bulgaria:  Thank you, Chairman.

As far as I remember, Mr. Chairman, before I retired from ITU, I was the coordinator for e‑health, and at that time, we had a valid agreement for cooperation with the W.H.O.

As far as also I remember, there was no limit of its validity.

Through you, I would like to ask whether this agreement ceased to be valid.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I don't know, if you're okay, Bulgaria, we'll have a look at it and go after this maybe during the break or somewhere else, we can talk about this issue.

But now going back again to recommendation 7, this is once again a very straightforward issue, and I have requested to Mr. Kisrawi, in order to make the proper reference to all of these issues, I would really appreciate, because I can't understand my reading, if you could really provide us with the text.

I think you have a clear idea, so I'll appreciate Mr. Kisrawi I think you're nodding, so I think in order to have this inclusion as proposed.

Okay?

So I believe we can carry on, and ask if somebody else has comments.

Thank you, Syria.

On this matter of recommendation 7.

Okay, so I see no one asking for the floor.

We're able to adopt recommendation 7.

Therefore, now as a whole we have seen and reviewed this document on the recommendations.

Egypt, you're asking for the floor.

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

Mr. Chairman, if you allow me to comment on recommendation 1.

We approved with you the adoption of this recommendation.

We think it's a valid point in this one, and we think it serves a constructive purpose.

Still, Mr. Chairman, for the purposes of indicated in previous comments, we wish that minutes of this Plenary would reflect that Plenary while adopting recommendation 1 of Committee 5 does so with no prejudice to the rights of Member States stipulated in Article 55 of the Constitution, no to the treatment of proposals of Member States at the Plenipotentiary Conference in 2014.

This, Mr. Chairman, would allow us to be always consistent in our decisions or recommendations.

Thank you, Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Point taken.

I think this has been highly discussed so I'm putting this report and it recommendations we have gone through, we have approved them.

I am proposing this report to be adopted by the assembly.

Syria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Last comment on this report, Chairman.

In the Page 6, other proposed modifications to the CS/CV.

Although the majority of the proposals are Arab state proposals but we regret number 34.

It was agreed at Johannesburg that the Arab States would present this proposal to the next Plenipotentiary Conference in order to change the Constitution, Chairman, Convention to allow under CV‑192 this, the right of the assembly to adopt questions equivalent to the status of the radio assembly and the development conference.

So we regret, Chairman, why this have not been approved.

The situation in the T sector is not the same like in the R sector and in the development sector.

And this proposal was a compromise we reached in Johannesburg that let us wait until the PP come, and then modify the Constitution ‑‑ the Convention, Chairman.

So could we ask why this have not been accepted, Chairman, since in Johannesburg, people objected to this proposal saying that the Constitution ‑‑ the Convention limited the studies in the T‑sector for questions only, where in reality, Chairman, in the other two sectors, they have questions, they have Resolutions, there are opinions, there are many things, so we're trying to put on equal footing the three sectors, Chairman.

So we regret that this have not been accepted, and we hope that this will be corrected in the future, Chairman.

We could not have a sector having less power than the other sector in the ITU.

So I hope that I will provide you the text, Chairman, for this point, clarifying why we at Johannesburg, Chairman, we took the engagement as Arab States to propose that to this conference, under the impression that this would have been accepted by this conference.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mr. Kisrawi.

We really appreciate this text on your behalf, and then I invite you to adopt, take note of this document and all the recommendations we have adopted.

Okay, so we're able to adopt the report by Chairman of Committee 5, adopted.

And I would only like to really congratulate everyone of those involved in this Committee 5 who has shown such an excellent work to the Chairman, Mr. Riehl, to all the Vice‑Chairmen, to the people that worked very hard at the other groups, to Mr. Cherkesov and Mr. Carrillo. 

On that matter, I have personal felicitations.

Sorry my heart betrayed me but I'm very glad he did very good work, as so many of you.

No doubt, Mr. Antoine Dore, which I have the chance, as well, to talk very much with him.

To Richard Hill, to Nelson Malaguti and Mario Maniewicz and to Mr. Arasteh, who provided great guidance on this matter of the Constitution.

My deepest congratulations and deepest thanks for your work.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

We have gone through this very extensive report.

I'd like to request if we can have a 15‑minute break for coffee and we change subjects.

So we'll reconvene in 15 minutes.

Thank you very much. 

[ 15‑minute coffee break ]

>> F. Borjón: Hello, thank you.

Hello, thank you very much.

I hope you have a nice coffee break.

Or water break or whatever it is.

Time to work a little bit.

Time to keep on trying to reach decisions and compromises.

Now we will continue with the 16th Plenary meeting in order to be advancing on this very hard work that we have to do today.

As has been said from the agenda we have the second series of document.

This is document PP10/109.

Where we address this document the last time, this is document coming from Committee 5.

This on page 1 and 2.

This is decision Com 5/1.

This is document that we postponed discussion.

Now I believe we are ready to go through it.

I kindly request Madam Alajouanine to go through this document.

You have the floor. 

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

Document 109 has decision Com 5/1.

Submitted by Committee 5.

As you stated, consideration of this decision was deferred because it was agreed that we would await the results of the working groups to be created or proposed by the various Committees.

Now if I've understood correctly we are ready to consider this draft decision.

Creation and management of Council working groups.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ so it seems.

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 5 to please present this document.

This is a document that contains no brackets.

It's a clean document.

Chairman of Committee 5, Switzerland.

You have the floor.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

This document was presented already for the first time in Plenary so I won't go in to detail.

It was retained but not adopted because we were awaiting additional information on the various groups set up by this Plenipotentiary.

Various groups of Council to be created.

So I think that we now have all the information available and we can, therefore, discuss this decision and put it before you for adoption.

>> F. Borjón:  ‑‑ the text that we have in front of us is of consensus so I'll go to page 1.

Do we have any comment?

Saudi Arabia, please.

You have the floor.

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

The title says "management" in the English version.

Do we wish to create Council working groups or manage these working groups is the objective to create these Council working groups or manage them.

I thought that the issue was really only the creation of Council working groups.

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

Maybe we get to the decides we can have a clear idea of this.

One is talking about create working groups.

Then we have the Council, number two, deciding the working group mandates and working group procedures.

Number three, establishing the council should decide the leadership of the working groups.

Number 4, the council should control the termination of the working groups.

Number 5, to the extent possible, the council should integrate working group meetings in to the agenda.

I believe that is the sense of creation and management.

Iran, please.

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

We have no difficulty with this document, just we would like to seek some clarification or, Chairman, express our understanding of "decides" 2.

Our understanding of this 2 is that as it was in the past, all state members have the right to participated at the Council working group.

This has always been the case.

So we would not like this "decides" to give the impression that there is a limitations or restriction for state members for the governments to attend the working group of Council, with that understanding, Chairman, we should be recorded in the matters of Plenary we have no difficulty with "decides" 2.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Egypt.

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

We have some points of clarification.

The same goes in the same direction of the intervention made by Saudi Arabia concerning the title of the draft resolution.

On another note it is related to number 4 in "resolves" we do not understand what does it mean that the Council should control the termination of the working group, including the circumstances under which termination is appropriate.

How the counsel will ‑‑ Council would control.

Then completed the task under their mandate the council should control what exactly.

So this paragraph is not for us understanding.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 5 if we're able to address this issue.

Sorry, before that, United States, please.

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

And good afternoon to all colleagues as this is our first intervention this afternoon.

Mr. Chairman, we fully support this decision and we are pleased that coming from Committee 5 that its come as a consensus document.

For the reasons that are stated in the considering further, that we believe there are significant changes in circumstances that lead us to conclude that a greater role for Council in managing the working groups is required.

We do not have a difficulty with the title insofar as it is both creation and management of Council working groups.

Our concept then of management is consistent with the document, "decides" 1‑3 we believe have been undertaken as a traditional matter in Council working groups to form them.

With respect to "decides" 4, Mr. Chairman, and "decides" 5, there may be here two new concepts which circumstances have indicated to us are now required.

Traditionally Council working groups are created by the Plenipotentiary for the duration of the four‑year period between Plenipotentiaries.

However, Mr. Chairman, it became clear to this delegation in observing the practice of the last four years that a number of Council working groups in fact could have concluded their work in one year and perhaps even less.

As the Council then should review the progress of the Council working groups, the Council should decide whether or not there has been sufficient work done under the Council working group and whether or not at some point less than four years that it is now time to conclude the work and to have the reported then prepared for the next Plenipotentiary.

We believe this is an efficiency matter and it certainly is an efficiency matter for administrations who come to Geneva for purposes of participating.

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, with respect to "decides" 5, it is also clear to us that there is overlap in many instances between Council working groups and that they should be looked upon as to whether or not they should be integrated, both within themselves, within the Council working groups, but also and most importantly perhaps within the agenda and time allocation of the annual sessions of the Council.

We say this, Mr. Chairman, because the amount of time that is now required to cover the Council working groups in Geneva is becoming increasingly a difficult burden for many administrations.

So, insofar as they are linked to the annual sessions of the Council, we believe this will be an assistance to administration, is that many cases come from great distances from Geneva.

For those reasons, Mr. Chairman, and for reasons of the changing circumstances that we have seen as well as our experience in observing the performance of Council working groups over the last four years, we fully support this document and congratulate Committee 5 for its forwarding it to the Plenary in a consensus form.

Thank you.

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

I kindly request the Chairman of Committee 5, if you could help us understanding more on the matter, is that were addressed by Iran and by Egypt.

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

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

I would like to recall that indeed this document met with consensus in Committee 5.

The title is "creation and management of council working groups" perhaps I should remind everybody that in recent years Council working groups if we add up the number of days per year devoted to Council working groups it was often far greater number than the number of days of the Council session itself.

So I just wanted to say that in order to explain why there seems to be a trend to paying more attention to these Council working groups, because if you add all the Council working groups together and add up the durations of these working group meetings.

You will see there very long and many delegates who have to follow these groups find it difficult to follow all of the groups which have been created and sometimes, though, are obliged to remain in Geneva one or two weeks longer in addition to the Council session itself.

There for the idea behind this decision is to manage the creation of the groups, but also to give some guidance as to how these groups are managed.

That is why we have this title.

As to the termination of the work of the group, it is sometimes possible to determine nature the work of a Council working group because it has completed its work, there for it is no longer necessary to continue that group because there is no more work and also for financial reasons.

As to the open‑ended Council working groups, well, that would mean that they are open to other Member States other than Council members, well, this is always a sensitive issue which has been raised several times now, as far as I know, I hope I'm not mistaken it's up to the council itself to decide whether it wishes to open up these working groups or not.

So, this is what I have to add at this stage, Chairman.

To answer the questions which have been raised.

Obviously, I should add something else, just to be very clear.

It's the Council which decides whether a group is open or not.

Unless the Pp itself, which is sovereign says, I want this Council working group to be open and this exists, we have had cases like this.

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

I hope this clarifies the issues.

Therefore, we have some issues now back again with Iran.

Iran, please.

>> Representative From Iran:  Thank you, Chairman.

We are of the opinion that unless specifically decided on certain specific circumstances the Council working group are open to all Member States, Chairman.

There has been only one case and that is management, management and budget group of the Council that the session is limited to some extent to the Council Member only, however, the Member States which are not members of the council are also allowed to participate at some level of that.

Otherwise, our understand knowledge is that, Chairman, that all Council group are open to all Member States, Chairman.

This is the right of the Member States and we need to observe that right.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: We have been working very hard on trying to encourage participation.

On council working groups.

I believe that ever since its faculty of the council, I believe that Council meets for some reason they need to close it.

That probably is the exception of the case.

Say that I will concur with you on this matter.

That will be the exception so Council believes that they have to do the exception, I think we can handle that very well.

An issue here has been raised to me, sorry, for the confusion.

It's on resolution 145.

Instructs the Council, to ensure that the rules are consistently applied for all meetings of the Council including the groups and any groups that may be established unless participation beyond that of Member States of the Council is clearly set out on the specific decision.

However, this is addressing observers.

Just a comment.

Sorry.

I think I'm getting tired.

Sorry about this.

Once again, resolution 145 instructs the Council, existing resolution, number 2 instructs the Council establishes to ensure that its rules of procedures are consistently applied for all meetings of the Council including its Committees and any groups that may be established unless participation beyond that of Member States of the Council is clearly set out in a specific decision of the Council.

I think we have a clear ruling and thank you to director of BDT and others of raising this issue.

I think we have a clear issue here that ‑‑ a part of resolution 145 that clarifies this issue in a good manner.

I believe this is very, very clear now.

Syria, please, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Syria:  Thank you, Chairman.

Chairman, this invitation to have this Council parallel to the council Chairman it's very hard, except for groups who could need two or three hours they could meet on Saturday or at late hour of the out ‑‑ outside the hours of the Council.

But this could not solve the problem, Chairman, because unless you would like, for instance, to have two days before the Council for this working group of the Council or ‑‑ but I don't understand how this could be integrated.

I have the experience as a Chairman of the language group to meet parallel to the council, built it was always, Chairman, that we agreed as representative of the languages to meet informally, not a formal meeting, after the closing in the afternoon of the Council, let us say Council finish at 5:30, we start at 6:00.

But this was convenient for one or two groups only, Chairman.

But other council working groups could not be covered, Chairman, specialty of this Council working group they need minimum of one full day meeting, Chairman.

I think we should be very, very careful when we apply that Council working group could be integrated during the Council meetings.

Thank you.

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

I think we are addressing every issue here.

There for I would like to put this document to your consideration on page 1.

One of eight.

Document 109.

Comments.

Egypt.

>> Representative From Egypt:  Thank you, Chairman.

I should like to revert again to the fourth paragraph because it has consequences on what happens afterwards.

First of all we have no problem with the paragraph, it seems to us to be a necessary one.

Nevertheless, Council is given the power to terminate working groups.

We have rules enabling Council to create working groups.

But not to allow them to terminate the working groups.

What we need are clear criteria for termination of working groups.

Criteria we can all agree.

In certain cases, certain working groups could terminate, but they might subsequently require to meet again.

So what would be the criteria we would use to take the decision to terminate a working group.

We think this is related to paragraph 4.

This paragraph 4 as it is drafted does not seem to us to be sufficiently clear and we would like Council at its first meeting to look at the possibility of drawing up criteria to which we could all agree.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Egypt.

I would request the Chairman of Committee 5 if you can maybe help us understanding some parts of this number 4.

I think this part in saying "including the circumstances under which termination is appropriate" is a broad issue.

Maybe you can help us and clarify this.

Otherwise I think that termination can come as it's been stated here when they have completed the task under their mandate.

As a result of changing requirement or to avoid duplication of effort and for budgetary reasons.

But I believe that the only part that might not be so clear may require a little verification is in the matter of "including the circumstances under which termination is appropriate."

Please, Chairman of Committee 5, could you help us clarifying this issue.

Switzerland, you have the floor.

>> F. Riehl: Thank you, Chairman.

This proposal was the subject of consensus, I must admit I don't remember in detail all that was said concerning paragraph 4.

I think the main idea is that when a working group has completed its work, there is no longer any need to continue the life of that working group.

Perhaps there might also be other possibilities which I have forgotten to do with external circumstances where the work of the working group is no longer necessary.

But this is what I wanted to reflect.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ the floor.

United States, please.

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

Mr. Chairman, to address the very good question raised by our colleague from Egypt.

I would refer to article 10 of the constitution which lays out the responsibilities and authority of the Council.

And it seems that within article 10 there is very clear authority for managing the work of the Council including its own working groups.

It would be inconceivable that once created the Council could not review what it has created to see if it still continues for the same purpose.

Secondly, Mr. Chairman, the Council is tasked to review the strategic plan, the financial plan and the operating plans of the Union every year.

In that light, changing circumstances may be brought to the attention of the Council that would lead it to decide in its own wisdom that a council working group no longer is needed because the task has been finished.

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, it is the responsibility of the chair of the Council working group in reporting to the Council to give the status of the work and together with the participants in the Council working group to report to Council as to whether or not the work could profitably continue or whether or not it has been completed.

There may be also circumstances in which the chair of the Council working group would say that changing circumstances would lead that person to conclude that the terms of reference may need to be revisited given the changing circumstances.

There are a number of possibilities that exist within the authority of Council for us to be confident that Council in its wisdom could make those decisions.

But we would note with pleasure receive the question of Egypt, the delegate of Egypt, but we believe that Council under article 10 is fully empowered to deal with that question.

Thank you.

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

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

We share the concerns expressed by the distinguished delegate of Egypt.

We are aware that if a working group concludes its work, its Chairman can report that to Council.

And at that time the Council may determine the termination of the working group in question.

We consider that the other terms used the circumstances in which termination and so on are rather vague with phrases, and that the principle criterion is the termination of the working group.

As soon as the working group has concluded its activities.

Or Ceases its activity, thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Mexico.

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

Mr. Chairman, I think we all agree that we need this paragraph.

However, we would agree with the concern expressed by the distinguished delegate of Egypt as to the actual drafting of the paragraph 4.

But we believe that it is simply a question of improving the language and we have a very simple proposal in order to do so and I would read our proposal in English.

>> F. Borjón: Yes, can ahead.

>> Representative From Mexico:  I think that the problem raised by the distinguished delegate of Egypt is, here I will switch to English.

On the termination of the working groups and it says, including the circumstances, we believe that "including" is not the proper word.

So what we promos it to say that the Council should ‑‑ working groups, elaborating on and following the circumstances under which termination is appropriate.

This, Mr. Chairman, we believe will ensure that termination is not arbitrary.

But that it will be based upon the circumstances under which termination is appropriate and then one could drop the remainder of the text.

I think that might respond to the concern expressed by the delegate of Egypt.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Mexico.

I think that's interesting useful proposal.

Since it covers the justification for termination, at least that is how we understand the use of the term elaborating on the circumstances.

Egypt.

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

We wish to you to extend our appreciation to the distinguished delegation of the U.S. for the clarification he made and we wish also to thank our Honorable colleague from Mexico, definitely we are in agreement that we do need such a paragraph.

However, we would like to further considerate or enhance the text.

My concern, if I may explain it further.

My concern would go, Mr. Chairman, to the word "control" I believe we should delete the word "control" and add "decide" on.

However, before doing that, I wish to propose as well making a reference to the need to have a clear criteria for such a decision by the Council on the termination of a working group.

So if I may, Mr. Chairman, I would read proposal in a dictated speed.

That the Council should, comma, based on the criteria adopted by the Council in its first meeting, comma, decide on ‑‑ we delete control ‑‑ the termination of the working groups.

Comma, based on the circumstances under which termination is appropriate.

And we continue to the end of the paragraph.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I believe this is capturing pretty much the spirit of the discussions.

I believe this is taking in to account all of the things that have been said by many countries.

I think this text from Egypt could be acceptable.

It seems that then we could be in a position to go through the document once again, I think we have decided, then I will suggest and you to adopt this document on first reading, the document Com 5/1 with the text proposed by Egypt.

Sorry, United States, please.

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

Mr. Chairman, we fully support the language as offered by our distinguished colleague from Egypt.

We would hopefully in bringing greater clarity to that paragraph or that sentence offer one word and that is, the council should, based on the criteria adopted by the council in its first ordinary meeting.

Since we have a meeting tomorrow at 2:30 it may be too much in extraordinary meeting to do all that we need to do but in its first ordinary meeting.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

That will be a very useful clarification.

Once again I put to your considerations with the text proposed by Egypt amended with recommendation of the U.S. to go through it. 

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

Perhaps instead of saying "its first meeting" we could say "its meeting in 2011" Council session in 2011.

>> F. Borjón: That's another way of putting it.

Maybe it could be more precise.

We have a clear idea or when we have to do it.

We have this proposals said by Egypt, the USA and Saudi Arabia.

I believe we are achieving consensus on the documents of this adoption.

We are in position to adopt Com 5/1 with first reading.

Thank you very much.

Now we can go to item number 4 of the agenda.

Secretary‑General, I'll kindly request your support in order to address this issue.

We have a note on this matter.

Proposals by the Arab states on the matter of Palestine.

Secretary‑General, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Good afternoon, Ladies and Gentlemen.

I have the pleasure to inform you that as I said before lunch time that we have come to a consensus among the two parties and I would like to thank them for their understanding.

The document was published around 3:00 I hope you received it, 181 from the Chairman of The Conference.

Which has two parts.

I will mention the changes that are there and any editorial that you might not see here that I will mention to you as well.

We managed to get document 99 with no changes except three places where there were changes.

In the ‑‑ except in the first page of the resolution 99, we have ‑‑ we kept the original language that many, but in small E, that many but not all ITU Member States including Palestine as state that has been kept as original language.

We have maybe you don't have.

That maybe a typo error, the S is missing in one of the words I'm sorry.

Small editorial thing that's right to cosponsor proposals, there is S to be added there.

In the "resolve" the 2, indent 2, right to ‑‑ some cases it's been added, please correct that.

We also have before that we have the "resolve" on page 3 of the English document.

The "resolves" the first line that "pending any further change in the current status of Palestine" the word, as observer as been added, the two words "as observer" has been added there.

And this document, there is one last correction in the document.

On last indent of number 2 of the "resolves" just above the 3 here in the ‑‑ you have the word "verbatim" that has been added there.

Palestine shall have the right to request the verbatim insertion of any Declaration made during the course of the debate.

Those are the changes agreed upon here.

And of course some of the small editorial, is that I have found later on that I have made here.

It comes with resolution 125.

I really, I was very clear with the parties, each of them had to do a move one step toward the other one and that's exactly what we had.

There was a choice to have one step toward each other, or one step away from each other and they both chose to do one step toward the other one.

And to me that was the greatest experience that I've received during this course of this discussions.

In resolution 125, we had the principle of keeping the text of the resolution as presented by the Arab states, but keeping in mind that we want to keep exactly, not only the spirit but verbatim insertion of the Hyderabad ‑‑ how do you call it, the Hyderabad previous resolution number 18.

Resolution number 18.

Now, there are two parts that I am going to state here that needs to be corrected.

Now in the C of the "considering further" the C part needed to be deleted because that's not part of the Hyderabad resolution.

And also we are coming to the page 5 of the document in the "calls upon Member States" there is another thing that I did not coordinate with any of the two parties, but I was found not in the Hyderabad ‑‑ in the Hyderabad's resolution 18.

And I took the statement that was in Hyderabad resolution there, it says "preserving the Palestinian telecommunication infrastructure."

Facilitating the new wording is "facilitating the establishment of Palestine's own International gateway networks including satellite earth stations, submarine cables, optical fibers and microwave systems" again, this is exactly the way it is in the resolution 18 of Hyderabad.

I'm sorry, I didn't ‑‑ my lawyers have just brought that to my attention while I'm sitting here so did I not have time frankly to coordinate with either Palestine or Israel.

I take my own responsibility myself and I'm putting it here, I hope you all agree on it.

Now, it is from "instructs the Director of the telecommunication bureau" to the end, everything is exactly what was in the resolution 18 of Hyderabad.

Which was resolution that was agreed already, discussed and coordinated in a very articulate matter but with all parties.

It was myself involved in the negotiations so instruct the Director of telecommunication and Development Bureau 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 has been September as it is in the resolution 18.

As the same thing instruct the Secretary‑General, 1 and 2 in this document are the one that is exactly the way it is in the resolution 18 of the development conference.

Mr. Chairman, this is a package that I'm submitting for your approval.

I want to say that I want to take the opportunity to thank both parties for having really been very understanding.

And this I believe that this is a historical moment, ITU is opening the doors for real cooperation between these two parties and this San opportunity for ‑‑ and this is an opportunity for us not to forget and not to let go.

I believe it would lead to real economic and social development of Palestine and especially under the telecommunication infrastructure.

And frankly I learned a lot in the negotiation process, I learned that the two parties have so much in common that unfortunately we always tend to concentrate on what do we have in differences.

But there are so much in common and I hope, that's lessons we learn here we have been able to concentrate on what we have in common and we are able to resist.

I offer the ITU to come and help to continue to assist in making sure the two parties continue to work together for the benefit of the telecommunications world, we are fortunate that new director of BR, Mr. Rancy, was the Chairman, was Chairman of the WRC 07 which was witness to the negotiations between the two parties in many areas is here now as director of BDT and ‑‑ of BR, sorry.

Mr. Sanou should not be angry at me.

I believe that this is an opportunity that ITU will seize to continue to work in a framework of collaboration to ensure that all of the agreements that have been signed and agreed inside the ITU are implemented for the good of the both people here and I believe that this is a historical moment.

Mr. Chairman, I'm presenting this as a package, as I said, for approval by both parties and again, I would like to congratulate them and thank them for their very strong collaboration they have shown to me.

They have been very kind to me.

Knotted like in Hyderabad, I didn't have to go to ‑‑ have to go to the hospital for muscle pains after big stress, that time they have been kind to me, I hope that it will continue.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

>> F. Borjón: With this acclamation, we understand that we are having the approval of the assembly for this two resolutions, 99 and resolution 125.

Modified.

We understand that we have approval in first and second reading.

This is highly compromised text, I would really like to congratulate the parties.

We have Tunisia is asking for the floor.

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

We should like to congratulate the Secretary‑General for having achieved such important results on sensitive issues which have been the subject of lengthy debate.

It is thanks to a spirit of compromise, not of confrontation, will on the part of both parties which may not necessarily have the same interests nor share the same views, have nevertheless managed to make progress in our work.

The delegation of Tunisia is working along the same lines and respecting this consensus, which is not contrary to the position of a party taking part in the work of the Union.

We hope that peace will come through.

>> F. Borjón: We'll try to make it very, very brief.

I think we are very happy with this results, shows a lot of compromise.

I would like to limit parties, I think the Arab states make very strong effort.

We don't see now the need to address the two following documents.

And 1682‑47.

United Arab Emirates you have the floor.

>> Representative From UAE:  I'd like to thank this time to thank general Secretary for his support and for his hard work to make this two resolution to be successful.

I really appreciate his hard effort and I would like also to thank all parties, who support us in this one make ‑‑ in order to make successful.

This resolution was very important for us and it has been approved right now so we wish everybody here happy and thank you very much.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Maybe I'll be applying the first result of this resolution, I'm very glad to give Palestine the floor, please.

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

[ Applause ]

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I, too, should like to take this opportunity to thank you personally and the Secretary‑General and all those parties who have made ever effort to achieve this result.

I do have a question regarding this stage regarding the first page of resolution 15.

The Secretary‑General said that C, Charlie, does not exist in the Hyderabad conference but is part of the Marrakesh resolution.

The language here doesn't come from Marrakesh or from Hyderabad is a part of the party of resolution 125.

We did not agree to the elimination of this paragraph.

Deletion, paragraph C, Charlie.

I should like to take the floor again once this has been clarified.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ as this issue, please.

>> H. Touré: I would like to say that even though I'm giving the credit here, many people have been involved in this, I would like to ‑‑ I cannot speak without mentioning that yourself, Chairman, has been very busy in working on this issue for us, UAE as well, Tariq was very much involved and I would like to also thank the U.S. delegation who are very active in helping us find a compromise.

So, it is not an individual effort, it was really a team work I would like to thank them all.

Again, this part as I said after been brought to my attention by the legal advisor, this part was not in the Hyderabad document, may be in Marrakesh, I didn't look at that.

But I say to be fair we agreed in this room that we are going to put everything that is regarding Hyderabad that was our basis for discussion and I ‑‑ frankly, I took the liberty of going ahead because I don't see anything that is harming because this is in the "considering further."

Frankly, we spend too much time in this conference here, I have been witnessing numerous discussions on considering, considering further, noting and others.

The world out there is looking ‑‑ is watching us and is laughing.

We're wasting too much time while we should be concentrating on the resolutions on the resolves in the resolutions unfortunately.

We have taken some of the examples during our conferences, last Council we've started the trend to really concentrate more time on the resolves rather than spending time on the resolves, resolves ‑‑ on the considering, considering, noting, noting further, is really unnecessary.

And it doesn't take us anywhere.

This is in the "considering further" and therefore, I took the liberty to remove it because it was not part of our deal.

So, I am putting this here, I took the liberty of putting it here and this is just a statement.

It's not a request, it's not a resolution, it's nothing else.

Then I took the liberty as Secretary‑General as a negotiator, not as Secretary‑General, I withdraw that.

As a negotiator, to be fair to all parties.

And again, I didn't consult any party and nobody has imposed it on me.

So, this is the thing on this issue, Mr. Chairman.

I leave it to you, I hope you will not take us back to where we were yesterday after making so much good progress.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

I think that's a good address, I believe we're adopting the document.

I don't think it makes any harm to it.

I think we have been willing to go through the text of Hyderabad which was the main purpose much it.

I think we were in agreement on that part, I hope this addresses your concern, Palestine.

I think we are having very positive issues, very good spirit.

[ Applause ]

 I think this applause is really encouraging us to follow.

Palestine, you have the floor.

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

Once again, we do not wish to damper this enthusiasm, this Honorable result which we have achieved.

And we would once again thank the Secretary‑General for his efforts and we value his initiatives and his commitment.

He will instruct the Director of the BDT to deal with these issues, because of the large number of problem which need to be followed.

We entirely agree with the measures and the modifications introduced we would like to thank all parties who have worked in order to achieve this result.

I take this opportunity, too, to thank the Arab states for their support and brother countries in the African country who have ‑‑ continent who have supported this resolution.

The countries of Europe, the European Union which have always supported us in order to achieve this result.

Countries of Latin America, too.

The members of the nonaligned movement, all members of the Islamic conference, all those who have supported this resolution who have understood the needs of Palestine to all these we express our deepest thanks and to all those who have contributed to the success of the negotiations.

[ Applause ]

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

We'll keep only intervention to Israel in order not to follow on too large.

I think everybody is happy in this matter.

Israel, you have the floor.

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

Allow me to thank you, Mr. Secretary‑General and to thank you, Mr. President, for your relentless efforts to reach a consensus text on this resolution.

We would like also to thank all other parties who were constructively engaged in reaching this goal.

Being very flexible during the process, Israel was keen to reach such a conclusion of the negotiations and we welcome this outcome.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[ Applause ]

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

I think we have addressed this issue.

As I mentioned we'll try to keep it very short I think everybody is happy with the result.

This is a compromise issue.

We'll just like to follow.

Secretary‑General, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: Thank you to allow me to take the floor again on this issue.

I need to correct a small mistake that I made because as you know, as usual when you start listing your friends and you always create an enemy because you forget one.

Unfortunately.

I forgot to mention some other delegations who have been very active, the European Union have been very active in helping us here, I would like to really recognize Belgium for all the effort that they put behind this for us and in front much us.

I would like to recognize that.

The Americas group, including CITEL and other countries in the Americas, the African group as well.

And Asia Pacific, I have deep consult with each and every regional group.

You've seen me moving around the room in an unusual manner.

And I was confident that Chairman was taking care of business here, without any fear that enabled me to do this in consulting everyone.

Again, if I have not mentioned anyone, it's just because I'm a human being, I'm not perfect.

I can make mistakes.

Please forgive me.

And I thank everyone who have been involved.

Thank you very much.

[ Applause ]

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much we can move.

Thank you very much once again to each one of those who were involved and not only an effort of the region, of Palestine and Israel, the United Arab Emirates, many people intervene, the European Union, many others, I think thanks to all.

We rely on Secretary‑General to do this excellent work we are getting a result.

I think we're ready to move.

But I see Egypt is asking for the floor.

However, I believe we have addressed this issue and we can follow, if you allow us, Egypt?

>> Representative From Egypt:  We express to thank the Secretary‑General for his efforts and we wish to thank all those who contributed to this success, I must say.

On a very editorial note, I wish to refer to a paragraph D under "considering further" in resolution 99 for the sake of being accurate.

It is non‑‑aligned countries and the Euro‑Mediterranean partnership, not union.

Again, Mr. Chairman, it is "considering further" paragraph D, resolution 99.

Palestine is the member of the League of Arab States, Organization of Islamic Conference, the non‑aligned movement and the Euro‑Mediterranean partnership.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, I believe this is very editorial.

I think as other things that have been made remark here I think in a way affects the adoptions.

We have the adoption of this documents, I would say first and second reading on resolution 99 with the comments made.

As well as resolution 125.

Very happy to say approved.

[ Applause ]

We move to the next item of the agenda.

As I have mentioned we have already addressed 16A2C4/42 and 16A2C4/47 with these documents.

Then we proceed with ARB/16A6C1/75 from the Arab states.

Kindly request the United Arab Emirates of the Arab states to present this document.

We have presented it before but like to make it again so everybody knows.

So everybody knows what we're talking about.

>> Representative From UAE:  I think Arab 16A2C4/42 and 47 has already been done with the previous.

I think we don't need to deal with that one.

The second one, Arab 16A6C1/75  which relates to Lebanon and yesterday, Lebanon has presented this document so I would like to address to them that if they can present it again.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

I would only make the note that this was document that we were looking at close to midnight yesterday.

As you know, there were some changes done.

The document is available.

Document 16 addendum 6.

You have it available.

Like to give the floor to Lebanon, please.

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

I will try at the beginning of the session to be as brief as possible.

Last night around midnight the Secretary‑General presented a proposal that he had put together to try to reach a consensus between the different parties about the Arab proposal related to Lebanon and the violations against its telecommunications network.

We would like to thank again the Secretary‑General and the team that worked with him continuously to try to get consensus.

The general Secretary has made multiple attempts and suggestions and tried to get the parties to reach consensus but unfortunately we are where we are.

Then the multiple and measurable compromises we have accepted the general Secretary's proposal even though it falls too short of our rights.

I don't want to go through a lot about what's in the proposal, the Secretary‑General has done an excellent job yesterday describing the compromises that were made or the changes that were made and we have accepted it.

I at this point do not ‑‑ I do not wish to comment on the last statements that were made before the team departed or before the session ended.

But I would ask for the floor again after ‑‑ if the Secretary‑General allows me to ask him to try to tell us now where we are on this resolution.

I'm hoping that the floor will accept this resolution and make sure that the Plenipotentiary and this Plenary moves on with the rest of the items.

We thank everybody who has supported us.

We thank the Secretary‑General and we wish everybody success.

Mr. Secretary‑General, I hope you will be able to give us a summary of where we are and thank you.

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

Secretary‑General, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: Mr. Chairman, I tried to really do something here.

But I frankly did not succeed in getting the parties to get in agreement.

So really I tried everything, tried to soften the words in some of the document, in the document here.

But we still have some things here that are negotiable.

In fact it's not too far again.

It's one paragraph taking us far from each other.

This is in the "resolve" 1 where the last portion is "inter alia, those perpetrated by Israel toward Lebanon" that's mentioned is a key of the problem here. 

We have moved some of the text in regard, up there in the recalling.

And we have changed the "instruct the Secretary‑General and Directors" in a way that I'm saying that we're saying, to me, the last paragraph is the most important in this document, where we're saying to monitor cease of the above mentioned violations or harmful transmissions across the border and report to the Council in this respect.

I believe that this is an instruction that will enable both parties to withdraw any type of harmful equipments from the border, if any.

We're not saying that anybody has it, but we are saying that if it happens, it will enable ITU to be at least a peace‑maker, because hostilities will cease from both sides, if any.

And therefore give an opportunity really to have a very good usage of our transmission systems.

So, Mr. Chairman, this is a document, final document, that we came up with, but it's not the consensus again.

We're running the risk of going for a vote on this topic.

I tried to avoid it by talking to many parties, to try and see if we can avoid a vote.

Again, I'm still asking us to avoid a vote, and just have somewhere where parties will make their statements, and if that's acceptable on the basis of this document, and I believe that we will be very kind to the host country in making sure that we organize this conference without going through one single vote.

We have avoided already two votes now on the Resolution 99 and 125, and I believe that we can avoid it here, also.

Last night, we were close to having an agreement, we were deadlocked.

But this morning, we all saw the light.

Something happened, and we managed to get through.

I'm still hopeful that we can do the same thing, and that we'll see the light here, and make this Union a Union where all parties come and agree and come to an agreement.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

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

So just a question.

And I know you have made a great effort, but do you believe there is a chance of negotiating a little bit more, trying to get to the party getting closer?

I'd like to get your opinion.

I know I'm being a little bit pushy, but I think you're doing excellent work, and hopefully you can tell us a little bit more if we can go a little more in negotiating.

Secretary‑General.

>> H. Touré: I'm really tired now, but they should know that I'm tired.

Otherwise they will get, you know, the best of me.

But Mr. Chairman, if you can help me out, I believe you can help me, as well to take some steps further, closer to each other, I believe that it can be achievable if you all can help me.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Australia, you have the floor.

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

We thank the Secretary‑General for his report, and the efforts that he has made in relation to this particular issue.

We understand that this particular document is extremely sensitive, and we would like in accordance with Paragraph 20.6, we would like to move a motion for postponement of the debate on this particular document in order to allow administrations to seek instructions from capitals before any vote is actually taken on this issue.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you, Australia.

Just a second.

I will consult with the legal advisers.

Could you please again make the reference to the specific Article that you are quoting so we understand the sense of your proposal?

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

My apologies.

I believe it is 106 of the general rules.

It's on Page 145 of the collection of basic texts.

Thank you.

I think we're getting to a problem with interpreters' time, but try to go fast on this matter and try to beg to the interpreters to please bear with us just for some moments.

I believe you're quoting 20.6, motion for postponement of debate.

This states, "During discussion of any question of Delegation may move that the debate be postponed for a stated period.

Once such proposal has been made, any discussion thereon shall be limited to no more than three speakers, not counting the person submitting the proposal, one for the motion and two against."

So I would like to request maybe I think we have to address this, I believe.

So Egypt, you have the floor to address this.

>> Representative From Egypt:  Thank you, Chairman.

Allow me, if I may, to ask you a few questions.

It doesn't seem clear to me what we are doing now.

There is a draft Resolution which was submitted by Lebanon.

Secretary‑General came to see us yesterday and told us he'd held consultations with the parties concerned and other parties whom we do not know their identity.

He also mentioned that we have to come up with a text, and the text was even presented on the screen.

He asked us to give him some time so as to reach a definitive solution.

We thank him for these efforts.

Currently now, we are hearing the Australian delegate requesting, under the procedures, that we suspend discussion of this point.

Now, with which point is this, exactly, Chairman?

Which text are we discussing?

The Secretary‑General said he still hasn't finished his work.

He hasn't yet completed negotiations, he said, and there is still disagreement.

So please explain to me which Resolution exactly are we referring to now, and what is being asked of us by the Australian delegate.

>> F. Borjón: For clarification, we have to address the motion that's been quoted for postponement of debate.

Basically, I think right now we're only in the position of giving the floor to three speakers.

So I understand with the postponement of debate as has been made by Australia but I request clarification, is in the matter of saying that due to the complex nature of this proposal, which would be PP10/ADM/72, revision 2, I understand that Australia is requesting a postponement of debate, ever since it seems we may be going to a vote.

So basically I will ask Secretary‑General on this matter.

Secretary‑General, please, you have the floor.

>> H. Touré: I would like to explain in answering the question by Egypt.

The presentation that I made yesterday was taken by Lebanon as its proposal, and this became Arab common proposal.

That's what you are debating here.

It's not the text from the Secretary‑General anymore.

They have dropped their original text, and took this one as a original proposal.

Now, when a motion to suspend is requested, there are only three requests for the floor, three people who can take the floor, I believe.

If there is any opposition to it, then there is a next ‑‑ I don't know how you ‑‑ if there is a support or a position to it, then the status of this thing changes but I believe that there is a ‑‑ I still believe there is room for maneuver for negotiation, but it will not be at this stage at this stage of the motion of suspension.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>> F. Borjón: You're raising a point of order, please.

Algeria, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Thank you, Chairman.

I should like to refer you to Article 98, Number 98.

There's an order of priority for points of order.

The first is to examine a point of order on the application of the these rules in the Convention.

What does Article 106 state?

The Article referred to by the distinguished delegate of Australia?

It states there is the right for a motion of adjournment but indicating a determined period, but we have not heard his proposal.

He should tell us, the distinguished delegate of Australia, should tell us what would be the duration of the adjournment and once we have heard this duration of the adjournment, then we will take the floor again.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you very much.

Australia, I would request from you if you would please clarify the period of this case.

Australia, you have the floor.

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

I apologize, I should have stated earlier what that period would be.

I would like to suggest a period of at least 24 hours in order to get ‑‑ which would enable administrations to seek instructions from capitals on this particular important document.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

We have a logistics problem.

Interpreters are going to stop.

I would like you to please, we have on the list Lebanon, Syria, United Arab Emirates.

Point of order?

Point of order from who?

Syria.

Well, the only issue we might lose interpretation.

So please if that's the case we won't be able to continue.

Syria, did you raise a point of order?

>> Representative From Syria:  Yes, Chairman, because when you heard the request for a period, Chairman, and then as an administration speaking now, Chairman, you should have asked for the three speakers and as I have heard, we object to this request, Chairman, officially, in accordance with 106.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: I believe we need some time.

Once again, we might be running out of time.

This is a point of order.

We'll go first to the point of orders and if you don't mind we'll follow the procedures from there.

So point of order from Algeria.

Please, Sir, you have the floor.

>> Representative From Algeria:  Chairman, we asked a question of the distinguished delegate of Australia.

We've received a reply, and now we have to raise a point of order in our turn.

The adjournment of the session, I think this is adjournment of the session ‑‑ sorry, the suspension of the session, we raised the point of the suspension of the session just prior to the adjournment.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ proposal as stated in 105 of the general rules?

Sorry, we have a point of order for Egypt.

So please hold on for a second.

Egypt, you have the floor.

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

It's not a point of order, it's a point of clarification.

I've heard the distinguished delegate of Australia ‑‑

>> F. Borjón: I'm afraid that we have to go through the motions here.

I'm very sorry.

So please, Algeria, going to you, you have raised that as you mentioned regarding 20.4, priority of motions.

You, of course, are quoting for suspension or adjournment of the meeting.

Please could you clarify on this and please could you provide us for the reasons for this proposal, thank you?

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

I think the reasons have already been outlined especially by the Secretary‑General.

It seemed to us that there was still a hope that the Secretary‑General can hold further consultations, and the possibility for the Algerian Delegation also to hold consultations.

Also, we find ourselves at the end of the Plenary sitting.

As you explained yourself, I think these are questions which require a great deal of time.

Time is something which we no longer have, so I request suspension of the meeting so that we can resume consideration of this at the next meeting.

>> F. Borjón: ‑‑ the floor if we have ‑‑ sorry.

I have to ask the floor following 105 of general rules if this proposal if ‑‑ this proposal.

I have several requests, could you please drop down your request right now for the moment so then we can ask if something is ‑‑ I'm requesting you to please drop for the moment all your requests so we can really go and address this issue.

United Arab Emirates, please, if you may.

I think Lebanon is raising a point of order.

Please, Lebanon.

>> Representative From Lebanon:  Thank you.

I'm seconding the proposal by Algeria.

>> F. Borjón: Thank you.

Now I have to give the floor to two speakers in order to see if we're able to go through this motion.

Basically, I'd like to seek speakers who are opposing the suspension following 105 of the general rules.

Please, could we have the speakers that are opposing the suspension?

Indonesia, are you opposing the suspension?

Indonesia, you have the floor if you're opposing the suspension.

>> Representative From Indonesia:  Mr. Chairman, we would like to request you to be very clear which suspension.

Is it the suspension requested by the Delegation of Algeria?

Or by Australia?

If the suspension is requested by the Delegation of Algeria, we support this.

Thank you.

>> F. Borjón: This is Algeria, this motion for suspension of this meeting.

So I have to ask if we have speakers that would like to oppose for this request of suspension.

I understand that you request that we reconvene probably at 7:30 to come back again to discussion.

Is that right?

Thank you.

So I have to ask if there's somebody opposing this.

I see no one asking for this so basically, we will reconvene at 7:30 with the next Plenary.

Motion for suspension granted.

We'll reconvene at 7:30.

Thank you.

[ End of Session - 18:02 ]
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