WSIS - Media Caucus – (3)


Minutes of Meeting Friday 19 September 2003

Minutes are of the two meetings developed by the caucus, in their morning and afternoon sessions. Tracey Naughton chaired both meetings.

1. Proposals for Action Plan

The caucus approved in her Thursday session a text to propose to the governments for the action plan. 

On request of the Latin American Private Broadcasting and Print Working Group decision was postponed yesterday about section 8a 42. They present a written proposal for discussion.

a.1.  All the members agree that the media are an essential element for the information of the citizens and the formation of public opinion. 

a.5. There is much opposition against the inclusion of the new version about Community Media (CM), that proposes to “low-limited power of transmission” and the fact that “broadcasting networks will no be allowed”. 

Some arguments against their implementation mentioned are:

· Too many details about community media, which causes a misbalance within the proposal.

· Reason of the explicit presence of CM is the fact that the summits main goal is ICT and development. CM take development as their reason of existence

· CM should be in the action plan of Media Caucus at least with the fund and the legislations needs

· Latin-American Special Rapporteur about Human Rights calls for recognition of the CM

· There are precedents in Argentine where a judge decided that the commercial status of a radio is not a valid reason for the closure of a radio

· CM need networks to do their jobs and to connect the local with the national themes

· The concept of CM doesn’t include the idea of territoriality. It can even be a national CM

· It is very strange that no limitations are made for commercial media but for the CM, that have social and humanistic goals, a lot of problematic limitations

· It is preferable to construct an acceptable legal framework then no framework and oblige the CM to be illegal

· Although one could argue that this problem is more present in Latin American, it is a principle being discussed. The problem could pop up in some time in other continents also. 

· The proposed article 5 is in contradiction with article 19 of the Human Rights Declaration because, in limiting the power of transmission, it limits freedom of expression. 

In defense of the proposal was mentioned:

· There were put limits about the commercial media (referring to concentration), then limitations about CM should also be accepted. 

· CM have a limited reach. That is inherent to the term

· Networking of CM is unacceptable for us

· Commercial Media have social and human roles too. 

· The fund could be interesting, but only when it is placed in a conceptual framework. The same is valid for legalization.

The Latin American Private Broadcasting and Print Working Group expressed their agreement to retract the proposal of limiting the CM but conditioned this. They only would agree if and when the limitations for concentration of media would be retracted also. The other members of the Caucus saw this standpoint as unacceptable. 

Ronnie Koven, as co-chair proposed a way out: 

a. Broadcasting will be replaced by television

b. Add sentence 8.a.42.a.1 of the proposal of the Latin American Group

c. Cut last sentence in paragraph g after “every community”

As for having a kind of indication of the positions in the group, the chair asked to raise hands about this presented proposal. 13 persons agreed and 5 disagreed with it. 

In point f was introduced: “women and other marginalized people”

2. Composition of the Media Caucus

An observation was made that the private media should not participate in the caucus, opinion that was overruled, in the spirit of article 19.

3. The governmental process
The new draft of the Governmental Media Working Group was discussed. The different parts of the proposal in brackets were numbered. The Media Caucus, unanimously decides to: 

· support the brackets 1, 5, 6 and 7 

· reject the brackets 2 and 4

· support the bracket 3 only concerning article 19

The proposal was distributed by the co-chair as a lobby-instrument. 

Commitments were made to lobby this opinion with the following countries:

Botswana and South Africa: Cris

Gambia and Ghana: George

USA and Canada: Ronnie

Slovenia and Rumenia: Steve
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