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	PROPOSALS FOR THE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

	Proposed suppresion of Resolution 146

	


Proposal
The co-authors propose to suppress (SUP) Resolution 146 (Rev. Bucharest, 2022), on the periodic review of the International Telecommunication Regulations.


SUP	AUS/J/NZL/TON/85/1
RESOLUTION 146 (REV. BUCHAREST, 2022)
Periodic review of the International Telecommunication Regulations
The Plenipotentiary Conference of the International Telecommunication Union (Bucharest, 2022),
Reasons:	Resolution 146 (Rev. Bucharest, 2022) directed the Secretary-General to reconvene the Expert Group on the ITRs (EG-ITRs), tasked Council with establishing its terms of reference and considering its reports and required the submission of a final report to PP-26.
The EG-ITRs reconvened in 2023, concluded its review, and submitted its final report to the 2026 Council for onward consideration by PP-26. Resolution 146 has therefore fulfilled the purpose for which it was revised at PP-22, and the work is now complete. The latest EG-ITRs' final report again confirmed an absence of consensus on a way forward for the ITRs, consistent with the outcomes reported to Council in 2018 and 2022. The co-authors therefore see no need to continue a standing cycle of ITR review across successive plenipotentiary periods.
Suppressing Resolution 146 would not prevent future consideration of the ITRs. Article 25 of the ITU Constitution already enables a World Conference on International Telecommunications (WCIT) to revise the ITRs, in whole or in part, should Member States consider this necessary. The existing constitutional framework therefore remains available if circumstances change.
The telecommunications and ICT environment has evolved significantly since the ITRs were developed, technological change alone does not justify new or revised treaty-level provisions. Even if the ITRs are established as high-level principles, this raises questions of necessity. Where issues can be addressed effectively through Recommendations, standards, resolutions and other non-binding frameworks, which provide greater flexibility to respond to technological and market developments.
Importantly, flexibility is particular important for least developed countries, small island developing states, landlocked developing countries and countries with economies in transition, which have different levels of connectivity, institutional capacity and market development and should retain the ability to determine how emerging technologies are addressed according to their national circumstances and development priorities. 
Lastly, whether Member States can choose whether to be bound by new or revised ITRs does not establish the need for a new treaty. International telecommunications depend on global interconnection and new treaty provisions that are not widely accepted could increase regulatory fragmentation rather than promote coherence. The ability to not sign is an important safeguard of sovereignty, but it is not a substitute for demonstrating that new treaty obligations are necessary, proportionate and cannot be addressed more effectively through existing ITU mechanisms.
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