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4th Meeting Group Friends of the Chair GFC 10 January 2005
Report
The PrepCom 2 of WSIS, Tunis phase started with the 4th meeting of the Group Friends of the Chair (GFC), held on 10 and 11 January 2005 at Room XVIII, Palais des Nations. The meeting on Mon 10 Jan 2005 was open to all WSIS stakeholders: government delegations, international organizations, observers, private sector and the civil society. On Tue 11 Jan 2005, the GFC held a closed meeting, open only to GFC nominated members, as well as to governmental observers. The 4th GFC Meeting was chaired by H.E. Ambassador Janis Karklins, President of the Preparatory Committee, by Yoshio Utsumi, ITU SG and by Charles Geiger, WSIS ES Executive Director.
The working documents (as following) for the meetings were submitted to comments and contributions by all stakeholders:
· Political Chapeau /Tunis Commitment

· Operational part of the final document / Tunis Agenda for Action / Tunis Plan of Implementation (with the Report of the TFFM – 125 pages.pdf English version only - submitted ONLY on Jan 4, which made screening and contributions difficult for some delegations complaining about the tight deadlines and asking for more time to evaluate the report and further contribute to the text)
Participants in the meeting agreed to work on the TFFM (summary available within the Chapter 2 of the Operational part of the final document) report and on the Political Chapeau  in the afternoon.
The morning meeting covered the Operational part of the final document (Chapter 1 and 4, as Chapter 3 on IG will be resumed following release of the final report of the WGIG ).

The following stakeholders have made contributions/comments/suggestions to the present text (all participants were requested to submit their contributions to the Secretariat in order to be included in the new text, so all changes made should be available ASAP): Brazil, Luxembourg, Switzerland, Canada, El Salvador, USA, Iran, Algeria, Tunisia, Ghana, UNCTAD, UNECE, CONGO, CSDPTT, CCBI.
The following summarizes the discussions focusing on the most important issues raised:

· Introducing of “in-build time-bound measures (of e.g. yearly progress reports) as benchmarks; 2008 (subject to change) in the text is a provisional target date marking just some ES ambitions (CONGO) (pls refer to full CONGO intervention here below)
· Accent on implementation and development strategies (“South-South should be enhanced in order to foster knowledge sharing” - Brazil) (to be left to regions to decide on modalities) (UNECE, El Salvador)
· Education and social dimension emphasized (Algeria, El Salvador, Luxembourg) while “promoting public policies aimed at providing accessible hardware & software to populations leaving in rural areas” (Brazil)

· Chapter 10 and 11 (and its alternate) on “an implementation mechanism for the Geneva Plan of Action” raised many discussions as to where to have a single Body (Task Force) (to be  created/ to be defined by the UNSG) and a single report on the WSIS process or joining “in synergy” the existing UN agencies and bodies follow-up within the process

· The Geneva Plan of Action identifies international performance evaluation and benchmarking “taking into account different national circumstances” (submitted by the US, supported by Iran “taking into account different level of development”)

· Linkages between telecommunications and energy (ITU and UNEP) should be emphasized in the text considering the present int’l crisis and natural disasters (CSDPTT)
· New wording and bracketing were proposed on punctual issues (to be considered when new text available)

· All UN agencies and the EU are free to include WSIS meetings’ outcomes in their reports

The afternoon discussions focused on the TFFM and the Political Chapeau. 

Here below Summary issues on the TFFM report submitted by the following stakeholders: Canada, Brazil, USA, Luxembourg, India, Iran, El Salvador, Russia, CCBI, ENSTA, CSDPTT:
· Impossibility to conclude discussions on this Chapter (2) as many delegations request postponement of deadline due to lack of time to prepare submissions (in contradiction with rules of procedure which requires submission of contributions 4 weeks PRIOR to the PC2 (mandatory!!!)). Proposal by the Chair: to revisit the FM after meeting in Accra and before PC2, leaving delegations more time of reflection on possible suggestions, comments, contributions. Results to be submitted to the Chair (in the week beginning Feb 7, with the understanding that any major development should be brought before PC2) 
· DSF, the Digital Solidarity Fund to be readdressed within further consultations, though no specific requests by the Task Force were mentioned

· Urge for more action/market-oriented text (Canada)
· “Create policies and regulatory incentives to operate software to provide wide-spread Internet access at affordable prices” (Brazil)

· Support Brazilian and Canadian suggestions and call for emphasizing the important role of responsibility from all stakeholders (Iran)

· Request for presenting exact cost for “bridging the digital divide” (even provisional one), but some figure needed, as NO actual cost mentioned 
· Pls refer to full CONGO intervention here below

For the Political Chapeau the following stakeholders have expressed their suggestions: Luxembourg, Algeria, Russia, Egypt, Brazil, Canada, El Salvador, WHO, CONGO, ENSTA, CCBI. Here below few of the most important ones:
· Replace in Chapter New 1 bis “the Tunis Summit represents a unique moment in the history of mankind” by “opportunity for us to…” as unique moment in history mankind should be left to moments really… unique (supported by most speakers)

· Better topic (logical) in Chapter 1 (Luxembourg) 

· Inclusion of physical and mental health (CONGO) (pls refer to full CONGO intervention here below)
· Request by Tunisia to restate previous para 11 & 12 from the December text (removed in the present text) even if only for backgrounders
· Request by Egypt to restate previous para 17 from the December text (removed in the present text)

· Promote open (“universal and ubiquitous”) access to science and education available to everyone (Algeria, Canada, US)

· More openness, inclusiveness and transparency in order to comply with the MDGs (CCBI)

General remarks by ITU SG Yoshio Utsumi:
The Draft on the Final Document of the second phase of the World Summit on the Information Society, though balanced, does not include the “disaster dimension” (even if the upcoming Kobe Summit will address the issue). In the SG’s views the document is far from touching the actual reality of the world, “it does NOT attract world leaders to commit”, focusing only on procedural framework (except for FM). Yoshio Utsumi committed to send his proposals to the Chair and the WSIS ES asap.
Very solid and engaged contributions to both Political Chapeau and to operational Part of the Final Document of the second phase of the World Summit on the Information Society were submitted by Francis Muguet (ENSTA) and by Jean-Louis Fullsack (CSDPTT) (their comments to be sent individually).
Please find here below the CONGO intervention during the 4th meeting of the Group Friends of the Chair (GFC), held on 10 January 2005, at Room XVIII, Palais des Nations, Geneva.
Reported by

Adina FULGA RADI, CONGO Officer WSIS ES Secretariat

Philippe DAM, CONGO Assistant Coordinator
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Speaking Notes for input into the Fourth Meeting (Special Session) of the Group of the Friends of the Chair (GFC)

10 January 2005

Mr. Chair,

I speak as CONGO and once more in personal capacity and thank you for giving me the floor. As said before, Civil Society in the larger sense is still in need to finding its voice for input into these discussions. I reiterate: Since we are not officially belonging to the GFC, yet present in the WGIG and to a very small extend in the Task Force on Finance, efforts and mobilization go for the moment into those directions. In addition, resources are still lacking for greater civil society participation. However, a few contributions have been made, in particular by the Youth Caucus and Finance Group and  I hope that at PrepCom2 the fuller voice of CS will be back on track.

Political Chapeau
Having said this, as CONGO I would like to commend you and the GFC for the improved new text of the Political Chapeau. It is more dynamic and comprehensive, and we particular welcome the head on linkages to the Millennium Summit, its Declaration and Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)

A few additional comments: 

The CS WG on health would like to insert in the last sentence of the first paragraph after to improve quality of life, “to promote physical and mental health”..to make the linkage to health somewhere visible, particularly as you mention in your Annexe under ICT applications: E-health.

We would like to add under Key principles in paragraph 4 before it says: We confirm   “The principles of non-discrimination must be mainstreamed in all ICT regulations, policies and programmes”. If we want to see WSIS in a human rights framework we have to mention non-discrimination as one of the key principles. 

We prefer paragraph 8, rather than its alternate and would add at the end of the para by promoting open access to science and education. We also prefer paragraph 10 and 10B, not 10A. The Youth Caucus would like to add after 10B a 10C with following: “We also recognize that young people are the future workforce and leading creators and earliest adopters of ICTs. They must therefore be empowered as learners, developers, contributors, entrepreneurs and decision makers”.

Operational part

Members of CS think that the operational part is still very general and vague and we would like to see more concrete targets, goals and indicators. For example in WSIS targets, chapter one, paragraph 6 we could add in the first bullet: with in-build time-bound measures (of e.g. yearly progress reports), so the bullet would read:

· Mainstreaming and aligning national implementation strategies with in-build time-bound measures across national action plans aimed at achieving the development goals of the Millennium Declaration. 

Another bullet could be:

· Enforcing (or at least improving) implementation of international treaties to measure progress at the level of development, freedoms and democracy  

. 

Mr. Chair,

Human Rights are good standards for measuring progress and for holding governments accountable to the commitments they have made. In other words, HR should be used as benchmarks or indicators in relation to national implementation of the political goals. (member from a Human Rights Caucus)

The implementation mechanism as outlined in Paras 10 and 11 are welcomed as innovative and merit further attention by CS.

Mr. Chair,

Chapter two on Finances met with strong reservations from some members of civil society. While a more comprehensive analysis from my colleague Sean O Siochru is currently being discussed in the CSWG on Financing, here are some preliminary comments.  

1. The TFFM Report does not fulfil its mandate for two reasons:

a) 
The Action Plan implied strongly that the Task Force should consider new mechanisms as well as existing ones, and this was the understanding of many participants.  The Report has failed to do that. 

b)
The TFFM report was intended to provide the basis for discussion in WSIS phase 2 regarding the "effectiveness, the feasibility and the creation of a voluntary Digital Solidarity Fund" (D2.f). They made no effort to do so, based on a spurious justification that the Fund was not yet operational - a fact that was known when the Action Plan was produced.

2. 
In terms of its analysis, the Report fails completely to consider new paradigms for addressing the pressing needs of the Digital Solidarity Agenda, falling back on inadequate and largely unoriginal calls for purely market-driven and overwhelmingly private-sector investment, and as always demanding greater facilitation from government.

In terms of the analysis, an opportunity has been missed to take a broad view of the issue: This is an overly "finance-centric" paper with no innovations especially in methodologies and approaches for bridging the digital divide.

3. 
The Operational Draft: Although the Report mentions (if only briefly) such issues as "Public Goods", an "Open Access" approach, and community-owned and cooperative networks - all pointing to new paradigms beyond a narrow market driven concept - these are not mentioned in the "Operational Draft" before the Friends of the President. Its claim that there is "no apparent shortage of finance" is inaccurate and demonstrates a simplistic understanding of requirements. Overall, the Operational Draft in relation to financing mechanisms has taken an extremely narrow interpretation of what is in the first place a very conservative report. As it stands it is not likely to move the debate, or the necessary action, forward in any significant manner. 
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Renate Bloem, President
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