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COM ITU: Report of WTSA-12 (Dubai, 20-29 November 2012)
Source: M-Th Alajouanine
0 Introduction

WTSA-12 took place in Dubai from 20 to 29 November 2012. It was chaired by M. Gheyath (UAE). It was attended by more than 1000 participants from 101 countries (around 20 CEPT countries). CEPT was represented in the Assembly structure by V. Affleck (UK) as VC of the Assembly and by F. Bigi (Italy) as VC of Committee 4 and chairman of WG 4A.
WTSA was preceded by GSS (Global Standardization Symposium) on 19 November. GSS held different roundtables, one of the conclusions was the necessity to better coordinate with other worldwide or regional standardization organizations. The results of the GSS were sent to WTSA to be taken into account.
During WTSA, CEPT coordination meetings took place at lunch time, chaired by Marie-Therese Alajouanine

To see the WTSA approved texts, please refer to: 
http://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/wtsa12/Pages/resolutions.aspx
1 Results concerning the ECPs
Globally, we can consider that the result is good for the ECPs.
· ECP1: study group structure: no other Region wanted to change the SGs structure, so CEPT was isolated in its proposal. However, the fact to propose changes helped for two things:

· When the review of Questions of SGs was done (Resolution 2), the comments/proposals from CEPT were heard

· A review Committee has been installed, for different reasons, including political ones, and it was very difficult to make it report to TSAG and not only to WTSA (in 4 years time!). This Committee, which we will have to follow closely, will think about the best structure to adopt for ITU-T in the evolving world of ICT, and about the best way to coordinate with other standardization organizations and to “split” the work. It will be chaired by Y. Maida, previous SG3 chairman, and will have one vice-chairman per Region. CEPT will be represented by Rainer Liebler (Germany).
· ECP2: Revision of Resolution 50 (cybersecurity); ECP4: Revision of Resolution 73 (climate change), ECPs 5 and 6: revision of Resolutions 47 and 48 (domain names): sometimes, discussions were long and hard, but the results of the revisions can be considered as satisfactory by CEPT.

· ECP3: revision of Resolution 64 on IP addresses and IPv6: the discussion on this Resolution continued during all WTSA, including the final Plenary meeting, as some countries wanted ITU to play a more important role in Internet (and the fact that WCIT was held just after WTSA contributed to these discussions). The final text is a compromise in the “considering” part and can be considered as acceptable (“that many developing countries want ITU-T to become a registry of IP addresses in order to give the developing countries the option of obtaining IP addresses directly from ITU, whilst other countries prefer to use the current system”). In any case, Plenipotentiary conference will have to discuss this issue.
· ECP7: Revision of Recommendation A7: this took a long time, in particular on the financing clause. The final text is satisfactory for CEPT (a Focus Group must be financed by its members).
· ECP8: on suppression of Resolutions: all the CEPT proposals have not been followed on this topic. However, we can note that 5 Resolutions have been suppressed (because having been accomplished) and only 6 new ones were introduced, so it seems that the CEPT proposal helped to “rationalize” the number of Resolutions. By comparison, in 2008, more than 20 new Resolutions were adopted, and certain of them were even not discussed, because of lack of time….
2 Chairmanships and vice-Chairmanships of SGs
CEPT candidates to different posts were accepted, even if some of them were known very late.
The fact that TSB Director wanted to please all Regions conducted to a lot of new Vice-Chairmen – in some cases, some SGs have more than 10 VCs !- this is not the CEPT position, but it could not be avoided. Concerning the 2 cases where there were 2 candidates for chairmanship, TSB Director gave the preference to the incumbents (and sometimes offered some other posts to the losers).
3 New Resolutions/ Revision of Resolutions
6 new Resolutions were adopted, which in some cases did not seem totally justified: 

· Resolution 77 - Standardization work in ITU-T for software defined networking 

· Resolution 78 - Information and communication technology applications and standards for improved access to e-health services

· Resolution 79 - The role of telecommunications / information and communication technology in handling and controlling e-waste from telecommunication and information technology equipment and methods of treating it

· Resolution 80 - Acknowledging the active involvement of the membership in the development of ITU-T deliverables 

· Resolution 81 - Strengthening Collaboration 

· Resolution 82 - Strategic and structural review of ITU-T
In the meantime, 5 Resolutions were suppressed (17, 26, 53, 56, 63), which is a progress. 
Following the will of different developing countries on Recommendation D. 156, an “opinion” was approved (opinion 1: Practical application of network externality premium) 
Other Resolutions have been revised, including Resolution 1 on working methods.

Resolution 69, on non-discriminatory access to Internet resources has been revised, inviting member states to refrain from taking any discriminatory action that could impede another member state to access public internet sites and inviting also MS to report to ITU any discriminatory measures which could affect them.

4 ITU Mark
Resolution 76 has been revised, after long discussions, as western industry did not want that the notion of ITU Mark be included in the Resolution. The revision of the Resolution was considered as acceptable by CEPT experts.
5 Approval of Recommendations sent by SGs 
It is normally not the role of WTSA to approve Recommendations. However, if SGs have strong difficulties – or have delays problems, they can send their Recommendations to WTSA. 
Five of them were approved without many difficulties: D. 195, G. 9901, G. 8113.1 and G. 8113.2, and Y. 2770 (this one was modified to include a phrase concerning legal matters and all the appendices were removed, which enabled in particular Germany to withdraw their opposition).
Concerning G. 9980 which was discussed in more details, a compromise was agreed and a phrase was added to the Recommendation, which led to the approval of all countries.

6 Comments 
The results of the Assembly can be considered as satisfying by CEPT. In particular, the coordinators of the different topics worked very hard to fight for CEPT views and must be thanked. However, different comments can be made:
· This assembly was very political, with WCIT coming just after, which led to strong discussions on Internet in particular. Also, it seems that ITU-T is becoming more and more a Development sector and that the priority is the needs of developing countries. In addition, the fact that all Regions need to be “satisfied” leads to far too many VC of SGs, which is not at all a satisfactory structure (some of them do not even come to the meetings, and some others are totally useless);
· It is clear that Europe is less and less interested by ITU-T, the industry and the operators first, but also the Administrations. Very few persons contributed to the discussions, and when an ECP as presented, very few CEPT countries took the floor to support CEPT position (contrary to some other Regions, where 10 people can take the floor just to support the speaker).
All these issues will have to be discussed in the future within CEPT (preparing for the review committee, WTPF 2013, PP 2014 and WTSA-16).
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