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	Proposal: 
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	Background: 

	


COM ITU: Report of Ad hoc group on WTSA-12 (2-4 April 2012)
Source: M-Th Alajouanine
0 Introduction

A meeting of the ad hoc group on the preparation of WTSA-12 was held on 3-4 April 2012 in Copenhagen (Denmark), under the chairmanship of Marie-Therese Alajouanine (France).
The agenda for this meeting can be found in document Temp1 Rev.The agenda was approved. 
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 22 countries were present, as well as from several operators. Moreover, members of ECO, ETNO, EC, ISOC, RIPE NCC, GSM Association, CITEL, RCC, ESOA and ITU attended the meeting (the list of participants can be found in COM ITU documents).
The Chairman mentioned that the official letter of invitation to WTSA had been published by TSB (Circular 252). 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). 
Different dates are mentioned in this Circular:
· 15 May to ask for paper copies

· 30 October to mention collaborators for a tribute

· 2 July to designate a Focal point for registration

· 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 January meeting (Bienne) 
Document (12) 019
The report of the Bienne meeting was reviewed and the action points were commented. 
It was mentioned at this point that next ECC NaN (Numbering and Networks group) meeting in May will discuss some topics related to WCIT and that a close cooperation should exist between NaN and COM ITU. The ECO NaN expert will follow COM ITU preparations for WCIT and WTSA from now on.
2 SGs Chairmanship Documents (11) 011, (11) 012, TSB Circular 251, Council report
Documents (11) 011 and (11) 012 from the Chairman had been 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.

TSB 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 and RA discussions should be taken into account when discussing chairmanships and vice-chairmanships.

It seems that the geographical distribution will be a hard topic at WTSA, following in particular Council discussions. This has led in the R Sector to a huge number of Vice-Ch per SG, and to a repartition of Chairmen between “Regions”. In the Radio Sector, Europe is “over represented” and this has been difficult to manage at RA. It will be difficult to avoid such a discussion at WTSA. 
UK indicated that we can agree with regional balance but competence should be the first criterium.      

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, should be coordinated among CEPT countries.
This topic will be reviewed at each of the ad hoc group meetings.

Each SG was examined:
· SG 2: the Chairman, M-T Alajouanine (F) will leave. Phil Rushton (UK) will be proposed for a second mandate of Vice-Ch.

France indicated that they do not yet have a coordinated position on French candidates for all SGs
Outside Europe: M. Guinena (Egypt) is official candidate for the chairmanship of SG2

· SG 3: 

Outside Europe: S. Tsugawa (Japan) is official candidate for the chairmanship of SG3

· SG 5:

Germany indicated that they could have a candidate for Vice-Ch. UK indicated that they could have a candidate for Vice-Ch (the current one is leaving)
Russia indicated that proposals for Ch/Vice-Ch will be discussed at the Regional preparatory meeting in May.

· SG 11: Sweden indicated that their official position is not yet defined

Outside Europe: M. Feng, Chairman, could stop?

· SG 12: UK is still discussing a possible second mandate for M. Barrett (Vice-Ch)
Outside Europe: M. Dvorak, Chairman, will stop ?

· SG 13: Switzerland already indicated that M. Lehmann is candidate for a second term as Vice-Ch or for a Chairmanship

Outside Europe: Egypt has an official candidate for Vice-Ch

· SG 15: Italy was absent at this meeting. Germany indicated that the second term of M. Schink has not yet been decided. UK indicated that M. Abbas will probably be candidate for a mandate of Vice-Ch (the current UK Vice-Chair has resigned).
· SG 16: Germany indicated that there could have a possible candidate for Vice-Ch
· SG17: 

· TSAG: it is not yet clear that B. Gracie will apply for a second mandate of Chairman. Italy was not present at this meeting to indicate their intention with their Vice-Chairmanship
Action: each Member State to give their proposed candidates for next study period at the next meeting of this group (May)
3 SGs restructuring Documents (12) 042 and (12) 043 draft ECPs
The previous ECP had been divided by UK into 2 parts, as agreed at the last meeting.

· Doc (12) 042 contains the principles and the structure of SGs. It was reviewed during the meeting. 

A new proposal from UK concerning 2 options was discussed. 
Russia said they see no benefit to merge SG 11 and SG 13.
It was mentioned that during last TSAG the tendency seemed to be to keep the present structure with 10 SGs as there seems to be no benefit in merging SGs (TSB said there is no financial benefit).

ETNO said that political reasons seem to be in favour of not merging SGs. Concerning Focus Groups and other structures as JCAs, a more detailed analysis should be done, as TSAG created many new FGs.

Finland supported the merging of SGs but was not in favour of 2 options. They indicated that there should be a reflection on FGs and working methods
UK indicated that normally FGs are short-lived and now it seems that they become an alternative to SGs, which should be stopped. We should think about a proposal concerning FGs if we are “forced” at WTSA to keep 10 SGs.

Germany indicated that the reduction of SGs in 2012 is the last step of a process which had begun in 2004. He mentioned also that FGs now do not follow their initial design. Recommendation A7 should be discussed.
CITEL indicated that they do not have a position for the time being on SGs structure. They recognize however that the management of FGs is an issue.
France Telecom Orange indicated that there should be a further elaboration of the position on FGs and on Recommendation A7.

ITU indicated that co-location between SG2 and SG3 is not an advantage as there is no synergy between the 2 SGs and the experts are different.

The conclusion was to keep one option only in the draft ECP and to work on a separate paper for FGs.

Action: To keep only one option in document 042. 

To send the part concerning principles to the TSAG correspondence group chaired by D. Cherkesov 

To possibly approve the new document as an ECP at the May meeting. And discuss at this meeting the fact to send a contribution on the topic of restructuring to July TSAG meeting.

· Doc (12) 043 contains the proposed reorganisation of Questions. It had been sent to SG 17 and SG 2 with success and minor subsequent revisions of the document. The proposal will be sent to SG5 at the forthcoming meeting, and to other SGs if possible. Experts from CEPT members should support the “CEPT” paper in the different SGs. 
It was also decided that Ph Rushton, V. Gebauer and O. Dubuisson would discuss during a conference call about a new document on FGs and Recommendation A7. A potential ECP could be proposed in May.
Action: to revise document 043 in order to have a new version in May. The aim is to approve an ECP in September. 

A document concerning FGs/JCAs and Recommendation A7 will be produced by a small group before the May meeting. A potential ECP could be produced
[It must be noted that on 18 and 19 April, the correspondence group of TSAG concerning working methods will have 2 virtual sessions in order to discuss all Resolutions and Recommendations dealing with working methods].
Annex 2 of this report gives the list of current FGs, JCAs and GSIs for information.

4- Internet: potential ECPs Documents (12) 023, 024, 025
UK had produced 3 new documents with the 3 draft ECPs following the comments of the January meeting. Russia indicated their reservation on these documents.
·  Document (12) 023: merging and revision of Resolutions 47 and 48 (ccTLDs and IDNs): a certain number of comments on the new version were made. The aim is to possibly approve an ECP in May.
Action: to revise document 023 in order to approve an ECP in May 

· Document (12) 024: The new document on the revision of Resolution 64 was discussed and different comments were made. Comments will be taken into account and a new version will be issued in order to potentially approve an ECP in May.

Action: to revise document 024 in order to approve an ECP in May
· Document (12) 025: The revision of Resolution 50 on cybersecurity was discussed (new version). 
Canada said that CITEL PCC1 meeting had produced proposals to amend Resolution 50. They will be discussed at the Buenos Aires meeting (concerning the role of different SGs on security matters in particular). After some discussions, it appeared necessary to convey an ad hoc group during this meeting to compare CEPT and CITEL documents and come if possible to a common proposal. J-P. Henninot, France, proposed to chair this ad hoc group. This ad hoc group met during the Copenhagen meeting; the notes of the meeting are contained in annex 1 of this report. The result will be a revised version of document 025.

Action: to revise document 025 in order to approve an ECP in May

5 Brief Document (11) 024Rev, (12) 044
Document (11) 024 had already been presented at a previous meeting and will be the basis for our CEPT positions. 
Finland presented document (12) 044 which categorizes all Resolutions in order to allow them to different WTSA Committees. There was a discussion about this document, which many delegations found very useful. One of the aims would be to identify our priorities, the Resolutions we would like to keep and update, the ones we would like to delete because the work is achieved etc. It was agreed to keep document 044 for CEPT use;
TSB indicated that the WTSA Resolutions action plan is available on the ITU-T web site (http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/wtsa-08/actionplan/index.html) ; it gives the percentages of completion of Resolutions, etc. In addition, TSB will submit to next TSAG meeting proposals for updating Resolutions.
Action: Document (11) 024 Rev to be updated all along the process of WTSA preparation, taking into account document (12) 044. 
6 List of ECPs ; potential list of ECPs Document (11) 047rev
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. 
The Chairman emphasizes the need to have one coordinator per topic.
UK indicated that they would propose UK co-ordinators for the Internet Resolutions.

7  AOB
· Approval of Recommendations: such a topic is very difficult to be handled at WTSAs and should be avoided
· SG15 MPLS Recommendation: G.8113.1 will go to WTSA, as it was not approved. The other Recommendation G.8113.2 (going from AAP to TAP) will go to next meeting of SG 15 in September, 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.

In this case, the majority of CEPT countries would be in favour of approving both standards.

· G. 9980 (SG 15): 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 potentially go to WTSA.

The European industry would be in favour of adopting this Recommendation at the SG15 September meeting, because industry needs this Recommendation. 

· SG 17: Recommendation IoDEF was not approved at last SG 17 meeting because of Russian opposition. It has been re-determined and will be put for approval at the September meeting of SG 17. If it was not approved, it could go to WTSA. 
The Chairman asked Russia to carefully look at this issue, as it is always a big problem to bring Recommendations for approval at WTSA and we should avoid it.

· SG 3: SG3 has a meeting in September. For the time being, it does not seem that Recommendations from SG3 will come for approval to WTSA.
· Timetable for WTSA preparation: the dates (May, September and November) and the length of the COM ITU meetings, including the ad hoc groups meetings, was discussed (see COM ITU report). ECPs should be adopted in May for the first ones and in September. The fact to send them to ITU as soon as they are ready was discussed, as it could be better to wait for proposals from other Regions. This will be discussed again in May.
Next meeting 
During COM ITU on 22-25 May 2012 in Copenhagen











Annex 1

120404 

Notes of CEPT-CITEL ad hoc group upon revision of Res 50 (JP. Henninot)
Drafts from CITEL and CEPT were reviewed in parallel clause per clause. 

Recalling proposed by CEPT with 2 items

No objection raised.

Recognising 

b)update by CEPT not mentioned by CITEL

c) proposed change by CEPT

CEPT not finalised: needs to confirm whether it is wise to make the reference to a development sector event. 

No specific remark from CITEL

Recognising further

a) CEPT proposes (new proposal) to delete “new”
Noting a)

No objection to CITEL insertion but suggestion to precise “the lead study group for telecommunication (or /ICT, reference to Res 2 to be checked) security”

One suggestion to precise also “the ITU-T lead study group for telecommunication security”

CEPT suggestion (new proposal) to consider also this insertion of “telecommunication” in the first line.

Resolves 1

CITEL modification raises concern that it might be seen as less than the whole ITU-T sector.

Additionally the different change in Resolves 2 could also raise new questions upon the meaning of the text.

Significant discussions may indicate that any change should be considered carefully.

New Resolves 3 (CITEL)  is a shift of former Resolves 7

No conflict; possible modifications suggested to focus upon “cybersecurity”

Resolves 8

Addition “including other SDOs” from CITEL.

The idea is agreed but could be better placed earlier after “continue to liaise with SDOs and with other bodies”

Instructs 1 the Director of TSB

Suggestion (new proposal) in CEPT to adapt the text to take into consideration the progress done so far.

Further instructs the Director of TSB

CEPT proposes a new 3)

No conflict

A suggestion to consider also WSIS declarations.

End of notes

20/04/12









Annex 2

ITU-T Coordination structures

Joint Coordination Activities
A joint coordination activity (JCA) is a tool for management of the work program of ITU-T when there is a need to address a broad subject covering the area of competence of more than one study group. A JCA may help to coordinate the planned work effort in terms of subject matter, time-frames for meetings, collocated meetings where necessary and publication goals including, where appropriate, release planning of the resulting Recommendations

Joint Coordination Activity on Smart Grid and Home Networking (JCA-SG&HN) Reports to TSAG (2012)

Joint Coordination Activity for Cloud Computing (JCA-Cloud) Reports to SG 13 (2012)

Joint Coordination Activity on Internet of Things (JCA-IoT) Reports to TSAG (NID created in 2006)

Joint Coordination Activity on ICT and climate change (JCA-ICT&CC) Reports to SG 5 (2009)

Joint Coordination Activity on Accessibility and Human factors (JCA-AHF) Reports to SG2 (2007)


Joint Coordination Activity for Identity Management (JCA-IdM) Reports to TSAG (2007)


Joint Coordination Activity on IPTV (JCA-IPTV) Reports to SG13 (2006)

Joint Coordination Activity on Conformance and Interoperability Testing (JCA-CIT) Reports to SG 17 (2007)

Joint Coordination Activity on NGN (JCA-NGN) Reports to SG 13 (2004)

Global Standards Initiatives
A Global Standards Initiative (GSI) is a package of work to be conducted through co-located meetings of the involved study groups and rapporteur groups under the umbrella of a coordinated work plan in order to expedite the work in response to market need and to achieve a visible focus for the work.

· IoT-GSI (2011)
· IPTV-GSI (2007)

· NGN-GSI (2006)
Focus Groups
Focus Groups are an instrument created by ITU-T that augment the Study Group work program by providing an alternative working environment for the quick development of specifications in their chosen areas. Focus Groups are now widely used to address industry needs as they emerge, and when they are not covered within an existing Study Group. The key difference between Study Groups and Focus Groups is the freedom that they have to organize and finance themselves. Focus Groups can be created very quickly, are usually short-lived and can choose their own working methods, leadership, financing, and types of deliverables

Focus Group on Bridging the Gap: from Innovation to Standards (FG Innovation) 2012 Reports to TSAG
Focus Group on Disaster Relief Systems, Network Resilience and Recovery (FG-DR&NRR) 2012 Reports to TSAG

Focus Group on M2M Service Layer (FG M2M) 2012 Reports to SG 11

Focus Group on Audiovisual Media Accessibility (FG AVA) 2011 Reports to SG 16

Focus Group on Driver Distraction (FG Distraction) 2011 Reports to SG 12


Focus Group on Car Communication (FG CarCOM) 2009 Reports to SG 12
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