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APT	  	  –	  Asia	  Paci*ic	  Telecommunications	  	  
Arab	  Region	  	  	  
ATU	  –	  African	  Telecommunications	  Union	  
CITEL	  –	  America’s	  Region	  	  
CEPT	  –	  European	  Region
RCC	  -‐	  Regional	  Commonwealth	  in	  the	  *ield	  of	  Communications	  

ATU

CITEL

CEPT

RCC
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Member	  States	  affirm	  their	  commitment	  to	  implement	  these	  
RegulaGons	  in	  a	  manner	  that	  respects	  and	  upholds	  their	  human	  
rights	  obligaGons.

These	  RegulaGons	  recognize	  the	  right	  of	  access	  of	  Member	  States	  
to	  internaGonal	  telecommunicaGon	  services.
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ARTICLE	  5B
Unsolicited bulk electronic communications

41C Member	  States	  should	  endeavour	  to	  take	  necessary	  measures	  to	  
prevent	  the	  propagaGon	  of	  unsolicited	  bulk	  electronic	  communicaGons	  
and	  minimize	  its	  impact	  on	  internaGonal	  telecommunicaGon	  services.
Member	  States	  are	  encouraged	  to	  cooperate	  in	  that	  sense.

ARTICLE	  5A
Security and robustness of networks

41B Member	  States	  shall	  individually	  and	  collecGvely	  endeavour	  to	  
ensure	  the	  security	  and	  robustness	  of	  internaGonal	  telecommunicaGon	  
networks	  in	  order	  to	  achieve	  effecGve	  use	  thereof	  and	  avoidance	  of	  
technical	  harm	  thereto,	  as	  well	  as	  the	  harmonious	  development	  of	  
internaGonal	  telecommunicaGon	  services	  offered	  to	  the	  public.
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Does this make the ITU the 

exclusive place for Internet 
Governance?What ab

out the 

IGF?

What about other 
Fora?

RESOLUTION	  PLEN/3	  (DUBAI,	  2012)
To foster an enabling environment for the greater growth of the Internet
The	  World	  Conference	  on	  InternaGonal	  TelecommunicaGons	  (Dubai,	  2012),

The attachment of this resolution to the ITR itself



Source http://www.ipv.sx/wcit/

I do not knows what this means in terms of implementation
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This outcome is NOT a success
There are no winners

North-South
Free vs Controlled

Market vs
 

Regulators



Multi stakeholder 
and ITU 

Responsibilities

The underlyin
g 

issues are r
eal

SPAM

BOTS
DDOS

Changing in 
Funding of 
AccessCapacity Building

individual vs 

public interes
t



WSIS +10

What Now

WTPF

Plenipot 
2014

WTDC-14




