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Since the beginning of the review process of the ITRs, we have been an active participant.  We were active members in the preparatory process of WCIT-12, and have participated in all its Council Working Group meetings, and regional preparatory meetings.  
We also participated in WCIT-12, as well as the 2016-2018 EG-ITRs and in many cases have tried to show compromises to reach common grounds.  It seems to us, however, that the way discussions have been going, especially in the 2nd meeting of EG-ITRs, which took place in February 2020, will not help in achieving EG-ITRs' objectives. 
All members of the group have agreed on the points mandated to us by the ToR, namely to “undertake a provision by provision examination of the ITRs, focusing on the 2012 ITRs, taking into account new trends in telecommunications/ICT and emerging issues in international telecommunications/ICT environment”. 
However, the way the course of discussion in previous meetings was going resembles that of the previous Expert Group. Instead of focusing on the micro-analysis as mandated in the ToR – the provision by provision examination – discussions have moved to the macro-level, where many have started again discussing the ITRs as a whole, with the view that they are not suitable or not applicable today. 
Accordingly, we are afraid that the group would not achieve constructive results this way and the discussion will deviate from the group's scope. 

Our proposal is divided into two aspects:
1. Focus on the micro-analysis not macro with the intention to come up with solutions.
In the provision by provision examination of the articles some members were of the view that an international treaty is not effective in promoting the development of telecommunications/ICTs. Moreover, in such analyses, almost none of the provisions were found applicable or flexible. 
During WCIT-12 there were 89 Member States that signed this treaty, which means that these Member States, found the treaty flexible and applicable.  Thus, even if several members did not sign the treaty, there must be some provisions that are flexible, and applicable. It is very difficult that every provision is not valid. 
We realize how difficult this discussion is, especially with the divergence of views between the different members.  At the same time, we believe that we will not yield constructive results if discussions focus on the ITRs as a whole, and not on a provision by provision analysis.  
Therefore, our view is that provisions can be divided as follows:
· Some provisions that are valid
· Some provisions that are not valid
· Some provisions that need to be amended to be suitable to the new trends in telecommunications/ICTs
We are also of the view that the third group of provisions – the provisions which need some work and amendment –is going to be most prevalent in the ITRs.
So, in order to be able to move forward with EG-ITRs duties, we believe that in our analysis, we must highlight the provisions that need amendment and make suggestions – from a concept point of view- on how these provisions should be changed. 

2. ITRs should apply to Member States
One issue presented during the 2nd meeting of EG-ITRs  is that the 1988 ITRs addressed state-owned companies, and therefore, at the time the government was the service provider. Today, the telecommunications/ICT environment has changed with the privatization of the telecom companies and the involvement of multiple stakeholders in the governance process, as Brazil adequately explained in their contribution to the first meeting of this group. Therefore, some members believe that it's difficult to have a treaty addressed to Member States that enforces rules and regulations on private companies. 
However, it should be clear that all stakeholders have an important role to adopt the ITRs, where Member States have the leading role in implementing the ITRs with involvement and commitment of the private sector. As for example, with the Radio Regulations, where the provisions are binding on all Member States to carry out their roles and responsibilities with the commitment of private sector in applying these provisions to the end user.
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