Doc. Temp 3
COM ITU: Report of Ad hoc group on WTSA-12 (31 January 2012)
Source: M-Th Alajouanine
0 Introduction

A meeting of the ad hoc group on the preparation of WTSA-12 was held on 31 January 2012 in Bienne/Biel (Switzerland), under the chairmanship of Marie-Therese Alajouanine (France).
The agenda for this meeting can be found in document Temp 2 of the Bienne meeting. 
Mr François Maurer (Ofcom) welcomed the participants to this meeting.

The Chairman recalled that the aim of the group is to prepare draft ECPs for next WTSA, together with European operators and manufacturers. 
Participants from 11 countries were present (Romania, Greece, Austria, Netherlands, Finland, UK, France, Portugal, Italy, Russia, Switzerland), as well as from FTO and BT. Moreover, members of ECO, ETNO, ISOC, GSM Association and ITU attended the meeting.
The Chairman mentioned the draft letter of invitation to WTSA which had been published in TSAG TD 342 and which will soon be sent by TSB. The letter recalls useful information about the Assembly. 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 (however documents can be received until 14 days prior to the meeting).
1 Review of the report of the December meeting (Copenhagen) 
document (11) 073 Annex VI
The report of the Copenhagen meeting was reviewed and the action points were commented. In the meantime between Copenhagen and Bienne, two informal CEPT coordination meetings were held during TSAG meeting in January in Geneva. France mentioned that during this TSAG meeting, CEPT countries should have supported more actively CEPT positions when we had defined positions (the person intervening was in some cases quite isolated).
2 Results of TSAG meeting (January 2012) Document TSAG TD 359 (draft report)
The draft report of the January TSAG meeting was examined during this meeting and commented.
It was first noted that the report of TSAG does not reflect completely the discussions and some of the CEPT members will send proposals for modifications to the Chairman.

Main topics of TSAG meeting:
· Recommendation A1: different proposals:

* deadline for documents 

* template for proposed new Recommendation by France (the conclusion was not to make it mandatory)

* registration for meetings: focal points
* number of vice-chairmen of the Study groups: Russia will send a contribution to WTSA on this topic ; see also Council report
* concerns of Canada in document C 78, concerns of Germany in document C 72

* concerns of Russia in C 87 & 88: they find a misalignment in Resolution 1, Recommendation A1, and TD 179 of TSAG 2005 about liaisons and they would like Rec A1 to be aligned

All these topics will be discussed in Mr Trowbridge’s correspondence group. CEPT countries are encouraged to participate to these discussions.
· Author’s guide (C 88): Russia wanted to discuss but there was no result in TSAG. The report of TSAG does not reflect the discussions
· JCA/GSI/FG: TSAG Chairman will make a report on these structures to the next TSAG meeting
· A7: Mr Dvorak’s correspondence group will continue until next TSAG meeting for the revision of A7. It was underlined during this TSAG meeting that a number of Focus Groups were created “in contradiction” with the spirit of A7 and that the report should be changed

· Cloud computing FG: CEPT is OK with the conclusions of TSAG to put this topic within SG 13 and to create a JCA
· Smart grid: a JCA on smart grid + Home Networking has been created, with TSAG as parent

· New Focus groups:
· Bridging the standardisation gap: from innovation to standards: the FG was created despite the fact that some CEPT countries mentioned that it was more a D Sector issue, and also that this could be part of the technology watch function of the TSB. As this is not reflected in the TSAG report, the CEPT countries can mention it to Reinhard Scholl. 

· M2M: the FG was created, with SG11 as parent. 

3 issues are not yet clear: title of the FG, parent group (it seemed that TSAG had been agreed), and Terms of Reference. CEPT countries will make comments on the TSAG report
· Internet group (Resolution 178): the correspondence group did not lead to any substantial document, except the UK contribution. As the brazilian convenor is no longer available, Phil Rushton has been appointed as new convenor. He will propose a plan with deadlines. 
The JCA, as proposed in the first UK contribution, is OK for CEPT.

Russia will make a contribution to the correspondence group on the Internet of Things. Korea had a contribution to TSAG on this topic but it was not clear what they wanted. It seems they will submit a contribution to WTSA, perhaps for an “Internet SG”.
The report of the correspondence group will be submitted by the Director to WTSA.

CEPT should have a position on this topic for WTSA. The idea to have all Internet in one body is not favoured by CEPT, and this should be supported in TSAG and WTSA.
· Conformance and Interoperability testing: the business plan which will be made by KPMG will be presented to next Council, but we do not know if it will be presented to TSAG, which is just before Council. 

It was asked to the ad hoc group chairman to ask TSB Director to publish this business plan on the web site for all membership and to present it to TSAG.
· SGs structure:   there was a strong support in TSAG from the Asian countries in order to keep the present structure, to maintain the pre-eminent role of ITU-T. TSB Director is also in favour of maintaining the 10 SGs. But all these people do not count the proliferation of other bodies as FGs, JCAs, etc, which in certain cases, duplicate the work and introduces a total new approach. TSB indicates that they do not find any cost saving by combining 2 SGs for the TSB secretariat and for the membership.
· Circular Letter 251 from TSB: TSB Director asks the members to send to him their candidatures for Ch/Vice-Ch before the 31/08/12.
· CTO Meeting: following the CTO Meeting, a new FG on disaster relief systems was created, with TSAG as parent group. The participants had some remarks on the ToRs, which they can make to TSAG Chairman. It is not clear why some work undertaken in SG2 for cell broadcasting could not result, and how it can lead to something with this new FG.
· Cooperation with other organizations: it was not discussed in TSAG, we do not know why, but it must be discussed at next TSAG, because of SG15 issues. A number of member states want to discuss the issues of A5/A23/supplmt 3 and the way to deal with RFCs from IETF. Next TSAG should discuss these issues. 
Administrations interested in this topic (UK, GER, RUS) should contribute to next TSAG meeting
· TSAG length: some participants are of the view that for next study period, the length of TSAG should be more than three days of Plenary, but with 1 or 2 days of ad hoc meetings, which should be prepared in advance. This should be discussed with the TSB Director.
3 SGs Chairmanship Documents (11) 011, (11) 012, TSB Circular 251, Council report
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.

Circular 251 aks the MS and sms to send to the Director of TSB their candidates before 31/08. 

Resolution 35 (WTSA), 166 (PP), Council decisions (see Annex) and RA discussions should be taken into account.

It seems that the geographical distribution will be a hard topic at WTSA, following in particular Council discussions. This has lead in the R Sector to a huge number of Vice-Ch per SG, and to a repartition of Chairmen between “Regions”
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 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.

Switzerland has already given their opinion (M. Lehmann will be presented as Vice-Ch or Ch of SG 13).

UK indicated that the process is not totally terminated in UK but they intend to present M. Rushton for a second mandate of Vice-Ch of SG2, M. Abbas as Vice-Ch of SG 15. For SG 12, it is not yet decided. The next discussion will be at the UK coordination in March.
Russia indicated that the decisions will be taken at the April meeting of RCC.

Italy indicated that they have not yet finalized the candidatures.

France indicated that the coordination meeting will take place later. 

Germany and Sweden were not present. 

Action: each Member State to propose candidates for next study period. To be coordinated among CEPT MS
Some participants indicated that the competence should be the first criterion for choosing candidates. But it is very difficult to criticize MSs who propose candidates. 

Russia proposed to add a column to the table of Ch/Vice-Ch to indicate the activities which will be devoted to each Vice-Ch during the study period, as well as the outputs which are expected from him.
4 SGs restructuring Documents (11) 073 annex VII: draft ECP
The document on restructuring had been amended by UK, following last meeting (new version dated 04 January 2012). It contains 3 parts: principles, reorganisation of SGs, re-organisation of Questions. The aim is to have an ECP for WTSA.

There was a long discussion on this topic. It was finally agreed: 
· To make a table with the different structures as JCAs, FGs, etc before end of April (UK)

· To update the table of Questions with the recent changes (SG 13 etc)
· To separate the document in 2 parts

· To submit the document with Questions to TSAG, and before, to the SGs meeting in the first half of 2012, if CEPT members participate to these SGs and can support the document (for example SG2 and SG17 as cases of study)
   The SGs restructuring document will be reviewed at the COM ITU meeting in April  
Russia mentioned that they see no benefit in merging SG 11 and SG 13.
5- Internet: potential ECPs Document (11) 073 Annex VIII
UK had presented 3 draft ECPs during our last meeting, on WTSA Resolutions related to Internet issues. Following all comments, it was decided to revise the documents (UK), see document 073 annex VIII for the 4 draft revised ECPs.

·  Merging and revision of Resolutions 47 and 48 (ccTLDs and IDNs): there were new comments on the revised draft, but some participants had not seen the document before. The new proposal will be discussed again at our next meeting in April. Participants are asked to prepare their remarks. The aim is to have an ECP.
Russia reserved its position on the document.

· The revision of Resolution 50 on cybersecurity was discussed (new version). Some new comments were made; a new version will be presented at our next meeting in April, in order to have an ECP.
· The revision of Resolutions 64 and 69 was discussed. After discussion, it appeared that there is no need to change Resolution 69 and so there will be no ECP on Resolution 69. Concerning Resolution 64, different comments were made and a new version will be produced for our next meeting in April. The aim is to have an ECP on Resolution 64. 
Russia reserves its position on this revised Resolution 64.
6 Brief  Document (11) 024Rev
Document 024 had already been presented at a previous meeting and will be the basis for our CEPT positions. The Chairman agreed to update it before April with the last information, in particular from TSAG.
Action: Document (11) 024 Rev to be updated all along the process of WTSA preparation
7 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 to have one coordinator per topic.
8  AOB
·  SG15 MPLS Recommendation: G.8113.1 will go to WTSA, as it was not approved. The other Recommendation G.8113.2 will go to next meeting of SG 15, and then potentially also to WTSA.
CEPT positions are divergent on this issue. Some countries think that ONE standard would be enough, others think that the vendors want 2 standards. When a standard is developed by another organization, should ITU make its own standard or just take the existing one?  CEPT countries do not have the same view for the adoption of standards from other organizations.

· G. 9980: remote management of CPE: was not approved after TAP because of the German opposition. For Germany, it is a question of principles of references to another body. So, this Recommendation also will go to WTSA.

· Timetable for WTSA preparation: document (11) 073 Annex IX was presented. It contains the timetable for COM ITU, including the days for the preparation of WTSA and of WCIT.
The attention of the meeting was drawn to the preparation of WTPF 2013, which will deal with all topics of PP Resolutions 101, 102, 133 on Internet. The calendar is given herafter: 
9 March 2012: deadline for material

13 April 2012: first draft of SG report

15 May 
: deadline for comments

5 June

: first meeting of the group of experts

31 July
: second draft of SG report

30 September
: deadline for comments

Jan/Fev 2013 
: second meeting of the group of experts

1 March
: finalization of the SG report

13-17 May
: WTPF (at the same time as WSIS)

·  Correspondence list for WTSA preparation: there is no specific list for WTSA preparation. The Administrations have a procedure to register their members. Concerning the industry members, a specific list will be created. When you are registered, you can access the documents.
· NaN group (ECC): there is a need to coordinate ECC/NaN work with COM ITU work. That is why a member of the ECO will participate in the COM ITU meetings from now on. A document on CLI developed by NaN will be discussed on 1/2 February during the ad hoc group on WCIT.
Next meeting 
During COM ITU on 2-4 April 2012 in Copenhagen
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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