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	Background: 

	




	
	
	Czech Republic appreciates very much the work being done on CEPT position to the ITRs so far. We also found the Information Paper Overview of the Global Roaming Market outside of the European Union prepared by the GSMA very useful and illustrative.
Our view is based on the proposal of United Kingdom and we are gratefull to this administration for preparing the document Com-ITU(11) 062.
We do agree to UK distinguishing the two types of double (in many cases even multiple) taxation and are of the opinion that ITRs intend to avoid the juridical double taxation.

Juridical double taxation avoidance is no speciality to the telecommunication sector but on the contrary, to the entire economy. The legal as well as taxation systems however differ from country to country and it is very hard to find one common solution. For this reason the state Bodies responsible for taxation and international relations found a solution that meets the needs and the differences. It is the system of bilateral international Treaties for Avoidance of Double Taxation on both – Income and Capital. The Czech Republic, for instance, has signed such a Treaty with 85 countries round the globe. These Treaties do not distinguish industries, they are applicable for all sectors of the national economies of signatories to the Treaty. 

The above information makes bases of the position that we do not support special provisions to cover only telecommunications or even only mobile communication. On the other hand we do support the aim of ITRs and taking them for incentive tool for Member Countries we propose to adjust the ITRs in the sence of CEPT proposal C20 but slightly adjusted to:
“Member States to collect taxes only in respect of international services billed to customers in that country”.

We also would like to point out that the wording from UK proposal “Countries shall not apply taxes to incoming international calls” could be understood not to tax at all that could be unacceptable for most fiscal bodies not only in CEPT countries.
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