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0 Introduction

An ad hoc group on the preparation of WTSA-12 was held on 2 December 2011, under the chairmanship of Marie-Therese Alajouanine (France), who had been designated as CEPT co-ordinator for this matter. Web participation was activated. 
The agenda for this meeting can be found in COM ITU document Temp2. 
The Chairman recalled that the aim of the group is to prepare draft ECPs for next WTSA, together with European operators and manufacturers. 
Following Member States approval, WTSA will be held from 20 to 29 November 2012, in Dubai (UAE). This Assembly will be preceded by GSS (Global Standards Symposium) on 19 November and will be followed by WCIT (3 to 14 December). 
Contributions for this Assembly, following the practice of last WTSAs, are expected 2 months in advance i.e. 20 September to be translated (4 months for treaty conferences-see GR 40), but documents can of course come later.
Different documents will be considered by this meeting, including documents from previous COM ITU meetings. Russia requested that all documents for one meeting should be put together in the same folder.
1 Review of the report of the September meeting (Lisbon) document (11) 052
The report of the Lisbon meeting was reviewed and the actions were commented. 
2 Results of Council 2011 in relation to ITU-T Document (11) 068
Document 68 gives the main results of the Council related to ITU-T matters, in particular:
· Resolution 1330 on the operational plan for the T sector for 2012-2013

· Resolution 1335 concerning the date and place of WTSA and WCIT

· Resolution 1336 on the Council WG on Internet

· Resolutions 1332 and 1334 concerning the follow-up of WSIS

· Decision 562 concerning the 5th WTPF on Internet issues

· Issue concerning Chairmen and vice-chairmen of Study groups: following UAE contributions, the records of Council mention the “recommendations” (see annex 1 to this report):
· Necessity of equitable geographic distribution

· Encouragement of national coordination between sector members and member states for the proposals of chairmen/vice-chairmen.
This had been a difficult discussion in Council, and Sweden had been very active to come to an acceptable text. 

There will certainly be discussions on the issue of geographical distribution of posts at WTSA and we will have to deal with them. 
· Conformance and Interoperability Testing: the records of Council mention that a call for tender had been decided by ITU-T to engage an independent consultant to write a business plan for this activity. A session on CIT will be organised during next TSAG meeting, and during this session regional organisations will be able to share their experiences.
3 TSAG documents/correspondence groups 
Few documents are at present available for the January TSAG meeting (10-13 January), except many Liaisons from SGs. The Chairman drew in particular the attention of the meeting to the following documents:

· ITU-T operational plan

· UAE documents concerning Vice-Chairmen

· Results of the CTO meeting 

It must be noted that the deadline for TSAG contributions is 16 December.

UK indicated that they will submit a contribution, following the correspondence group on Resolution 178 (creation or not of an Internet group). UK proposes a JCA with ToRs annexed to their proposal. Action: The meeting agreed that CEPT can support this approach.

France indicated that they will submit 3 contributions:

· One on the follow-up of cloud computing studies after the end of the Focus group

· One on a template for new work items, which had been presented to different SGs and well accepted in general (modification of Recommendation A1)
· Registration authority between ITU-T and JTC1 (modification of Recommendation A23).

Germany indicated that they could send contributions on:

· A7

· References to IETF RFCs

· Rules for correspondence groups and time-life

· Recognition of Fora through A4/A5/A6

ITU (Richard Hill) indicated that there could be a discussion in TSAG about deadlines for contributions to the different groups. Council has agreed rules for Council WGs, but there could be a proposal from Russia to extend these rules to all ITU groups.
The chairman indicated that for all TSAG topics, there should be coordination among CEPT members, and if possible support of each other’s contributions.

For this purpose, an informal CEPT coordination meeting will be held during the first day of TSAG (10 January) at lunch time (and if necessary another meeting at 5.30 the same day).

4- SGs chairmanship Documents (11) 011, (11) 012
Documents (11) 011 and (11) 012 from the Chairman were presented at the last COM ITU meetings.

Document (11) 011 gives the list of Chairmen/Vice-Chairmen per Study Group/TSAG a
nd highlights with different colours the CEPT Ch/Vice-Ch who can apply for a second mandate and those who have to stop due to the completion of 2 mandates.

Document (11) 012 gives the statistics of the number of Ch/Vice-Ch per Region.

Different points were raised during the discussion at the last meetings: 
· The number of Vice-Ch is too high, in spite of CEPT efforts at last WTSA. This is a very political and difficult topic. Pertinent Resolutions for this item are: Resolution 166 of PP,  Resolution 35 of WTSA and now records of Council 2011,

· 3 SGs Chairmen will leave their post in 2012: SG2 (MT. Alajouanine, France), SG3 (K. Park, Korea), SG15 (Y. Maeda, Japan)

· A new TSAG Chairman has to be designated, as the current Chairman, B. Gracie (Canada) had been appointed on a temporary basis. No candidate is yet known officially

· It seems also that C. Dvorak (USA) current SG12 Chairman, will not apply for a second mandate.

· Switzerland informed CEPT that M. Lehmann, current SG 13 Vice-Ch, will be proposed as Vice-Ch or Ch for next Study period

· Restructuring could influence the proposals for Vice-Ch or Ch, as the number of SGs could be reduced. 

The Chairman asked again the different CEPT countries to think about their proposals for Ch/Vice-Ch, i.e. continuation for a second mandate of current Chs/Vice-Chs, new candidates etc. The proposals for candidates, in response to the future TSB Circular on this topic, have to be coordinated among CEPT countries, as it is a very important and difficult topic of WTSA.

This topic will be reviewed at each of the ad hoc group meetings.

Action: each Member State to propose candidates for next study period. To be coordinated among CEPT MS

5 SGs restructuring Documents (11) 044 (UK), (11) 045 (FTO), (11) 067
Documents 44 and 45, proposals from UK and FTO on restructuring, had been presented at the last meeting. A correspondence group had been created, chaired by P. Rushton (UK). The results of this group were presented in document (11) 067, following discussions between UK, FTO and Italy. The major features of the restructuring are:
· Merging of SG9/SG16

· Merging of SG11/SG13

· Co-location of SG2 and SG 3 but no merging.

ITU (R. Hill) indicated that TSB Director is not in favour of merging SG2 and SG3 (experts are different), and he thinks that the merging of SGs will not lead to big financial savings. On the contrary, it could lead to a reduction of the number of sms, or of their transformation from sms to associates. A big restructuring had been made at last WTSA and this time it could be better to consolidate the structure and not change it again. 
Different comments were made on this topic: some countries will only be able to make comments later; some countries indicated that we could experience difficulties with the merging of SGs as we will have 2 Chairmen for 1 SG.

The majority of the participants are in favour of the proposal contained in document (11) 067. Russia however gave arguments against the restructuring.
Action: The meeting decided to review document (11)067, taking into account the comments made, in order to form a draft ECP and discuss it again at our next meeting.
6- Internet: potential ECPs Documents (11) 041, (11) 042, (11) 043
UK had presented 3 draft ECPs during our last meeting, on WTSA Resolutions related to Internet issues. A correspondence group had been launched by the chairman to discuss these documents by correspondence, but there had been no contributions.
The documents were discussed again at this meeting, leading to the following results:

· Document 41 concerning the merging and revision of Resolutions 47 and 48 (ccTLDs and IDNs): there were different comments on this topic. The merging of the 2 Resolutions was generally agreed, and different modifications were proposed: updating with PP Resolutions, no mention of ICANN etc. A new version of the proposal will be issued by UK and discussed at our next meeting.
· Document 42 concerning cybersecurity Resolution 50 was discussed. The updating was felt necessary (taking into account of PP Resolution 130 and of WTDC outputs in particular).Different comments were made, leading to not suppress different parts of the Resolution which had been suppressed in document 42. A new version will be issued by UK and discussed again at our next meeting.
· Document 43 concerning the merging of Resolutions 64 and 69 (IP addresses/IPv6) and their revision was discussed. Different comments were made on this topic. It was generally felt as not necessary and politically unwise to merge the 2 Resolutions (a too controversial issue). A “light” updating of both of the Resolutions, taking into account recent events, was felt as sufficient. A new version of the 2 Resolutions will be issued by UK and discussed at our next meeting.
7 Brief  Document (11) 024Rev
Document 024 had already been presented at a previous meeting and will be the basis for our CEPT positions. It was not discussed during this meeting as it has not been recently amended.
Action: Document (11) 024 Rev to be updated all along the process of WTSA preparation
8 List of ECPs ; potential list of ECPs Document (11) 047
Document (11) 047 was elaborated by the Chairman, containing the list of ECPs for WTSA-08, together with the European coordinators for each ECP, and also a preliminary list of ECPs for WTSA-12. This list for 2012 ECPs was accepted in principle by the participants at the previous meeting. It was not discussed again at this meeting.
The Chairman emphasizes the need for one coordinator per topic.
9  AOB
· SG15 MPLS Recommendation (G. 8113.1): there were diverging views in CEPT concerning the approval of an OAM standard in ITU, different from the IETF standard; SG15 at its meeting (5-16 December) will decide on the approval (TAP) of the standard (the consultation of MSs by correspondence led to a majority in favour of approval). CEPT will keep informed of the results and discuss again the matter. If there is no solution in SG 15, this could come to a vote at WTSA.
· Recommendation G.9980 (remote management of CPE) from SG 15 is also in the final approval phase. There are diverging views within CEPT about the approval of this Recommendation. In case of no approval, this Recommendation could also come to WTSA.
· Correspondence list for WTSA preparation: there is no specific list for WTSA. The Administrations, as well as ETNO and Digital Europe should ask Anders to add the appropriate experts to the COM ITU lists.
Next meetings in 2012
See report from Com-ITU plenary.
Annex 1

Text approved at the 11th plenary meeting of Council-11

Ad hoc Group of the Plenary

Chairmen and Vice Chairmen of the Sector Advisory Groups, 
Study Groups and other groups
It is proposed that the following text be reflected in the summary record of the plenary meeting of the 2011 session of the ITU Council:
1
The Council received Document 66 from the Administrations of the United Arab Emirates and Kingdom of Saudi Arabia with regard to the number of Chairmen and Vice Chairmen of the Sector Advisory Groups, Study Groups and other groups.
The Council, in the light of Resolution 166 (Guadalajara, 2010) and Document 66, discussed several options for the number of Vice Chairmen of the Sector Advisory Groups, Study Groups and other groups with a focus on ensuring, inter alia, equitable geographic distribution among ITU regions so as to ensure that every region
 is represented by appropriate number (at least one or two) of competent and experienced persons.

2
The Council also emphasized the need to invite the ITU Sector Assemblies and Conferences, as well as their Advisory Groups to adopt, to the extent possible and taking into consideration the respective needs of their sectors, the necessary criteria for the timely implementation of Resolution 166 (Guadalajara, 2010). The Council noted that different groups may have different requirements and that any guidelines should provide the necessary flexibility to the Study Groups and other groups in order to complete its work in the most efficient way.

3
Moreover, the Council received Document 67 from the Administration of United Arab Emirates highlighting the need for Sector Members to coordinate their nominees with their Administrations when submitting proposals for chairman and vice chairman for Sectors’ Assemblies, Conference and study groups.

Council noted the existing rules. Council was of the view that this is an issue of national nature, nevertheless Council encouraged national coordination to the extent practicable.

� Taking into account Resolution 58 (Rev. Guadalajara, 2010) of Plenipotentiary conference  regarding the six principal regional telecommunication organizations, namely the Asia-Pacific Telecommunity (APT), the European Conference of Postal and Telecommunications Administrations (CEPT), the Inter-American Telecommunications Commission (CITEL), the African Telecommunications Union (ATU), the Council of Arab Ministers of Telecommunication and Information represented by the Secretariat-General of the League of Arab States (LAS) and the Regional Commonwealth in the field of Communications (RCC).
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