Notes from Plenary Session 22nd February 2005

Morning Session 10.00 – 13.00

Afternoon Session 15.00 – 18.00

The morning plenary was moved from the Assembly Hall to Room 19, as this room has a projector that can enable the process of rephrasing the documents. However, several comments and complaints from delegations indicated that this new approach to the decision-making process was not without initial difficulties. Thus, India, Egypt and Venezuela complained that the changes to the new versions were not shown on the projector. Consequently, the various amendments to the paper was shown on the screen shortly after.

Some Arab countries complained about the Arab translation of the revised chapter two of the operational part. Especially paragraphs 13, 13A and 13B did not express the same points in Arab as in English. 

The Chairperson of the PrepCom emphasised that only strong objections to the revised chapter two of the operational part were accepted today. However, previously submitted written inputs would still be taken into account. Despite this, many delegations still proposed new phrasings. 

Paragraphs 13-17 were discussed during the morning session, and the main points centred around: 

· The inclusion of small island development states and landlocked development states in paragraph 14B where LDCs are mentioned (proposed by Samoa and Bolivia). The Chairperson proposed that the phrasing used in para 16 of the Geneva declaration of principles should be used. 

· Incorporating para 14B in para 14 by adding the sentence: “Therefore, we call for digital solidarity” (proposed by the EU).
· Incorporating para 22A in para 14 (Canada)

· Notes by Tuula Haavisto / IFLA tuulah@kaapeli.fi
 15.00-17.00
Document: WSIS-II/PC-2/DOC3-E, 21 Feb.2005
Revised chapter two of the operational part 

In discussion paras 19-22A, 24

Paras 19 and 19A to include `good governance'or not: if yes, is this an
effort to define good governance or something else? 
In general, in which order to put the words. The result defines, to which
degree WSIS expects `transparency', `pro-competitive policy' etc. from the
member countries.
Other word to discuss about: where to include `market-friendly' and where
not, in paras 19 and 19A
Open result, moved to later decisionmaking.

New 19B: disagreement btw developed and developing countries, but sounded
more like a semantic and not real political problem. Point: is `we call
for' a good formulation in this part of a text, or should it be more
towards the end. Also, should it begin with we recognize or with some
other words.

Para 20 the orig. text was basically a statement, but is not exact enough
concerning countries in different situations. India made a new
formulation, allowing more alternatives, and it was accepted unanimously.

Para 21 a great disagreement of what is the purpose of this para; Canada,
the original suggestion maker, supported by e.g. EU, said: we meant more
press to the own priorities of the developing countries; the developing
countries experienced that this para is moralizing them.
Open, to be voted later on.

Para 21A to take away the last 6 words or not? Relation to the last
sentence of para 17, which USA wants to delete  this sentence would have
replaced the deleted sentence of para 17.
Open, to be decided later.

Para 22 ok

Para 22A  long and empty discussion, if the Millennium Goals should be
included as reference or not. (TH: waste of ten minutes)

Para 23 not discussed now

Para 24  again a version of the discussion, who is responsible of the (see
also at para 21) for making the political line concerning development aid,
WHO decideds that ICT matters will be included in devel.programs: the
governments of the devel.countries, the donors or who.
Still open when I left to write this report.

Other remarks: once Iran and once Saudi Arabia made a remark, that their
rewordings had not been included in the draft on table. Answer: one of
them was by purpose (all is not included), in the second case the text had
just gone lost, will be taken on table again.

NB: Governments will go into drafting groups from 18-20 on paras 14 and 21

· Plenary will reassemble from 20-21 they will work on para 25-26 – enabling conditions and innovations in existing financing mechanisms.

· Tomorrow morning paras 14,18, 21,23 and 27 + whole doc. 

· In addition we have to consider that on Monday it was decided to get back to paras 10-11 Wednesday, discussing 10 and 11 regarding implementation of Geneva and Tunis plan of action.  Discussion was about who should implement and co-ordinate/moderate, there were many advocating ITU, but many others arguing that the UN already has established bodies capable of carrying out this implementation. This discussion will continue on Wednesday Feb. 23rd  

