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Service et acces
vniversels:

Mesurer les bonnes
pratiques pour le
développement des
marcheés

@ THE YLD BENC



Quelle bonne pratique réglementaire? —

D

C )
¢ Initiative de veille réglementaire (Regulatory Watch Initiative — RWI) o
e RWI1 (2020, CEDEAO), RWI2 (2021, CEDEAO, Afrique Est et MENA), R VV |
RW|3 (2022) Regulatory Watch Initiative

¢ Identification des bonnes pratique régulatoire et calcul d’'un indice
de réalisation « Attaignment Level »

Licensing and Fair Markets International
Authorization Access
favourability of OTT

market openness - regulation - existence of exclusivity - taxes on
infrastructure licensing - SMP regulation - enforcement international traffic - regulation
transparency of award procedures of SMP - availability of RIO of International access

e 5 clusters et 18 criteres

Spectrum Regulatory
Management Governance

procedures - tariffs - level of independence -

assignment - transparency financing - universal service
fund - transparency
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Calcul du niveau de réalisation RWI

Indicators
(18)

3

Clusters

(5)

Licenses et
authorisations

Marchés
Efficients

Access
International

Management du
spectre

Gouvernance
réglementaire

Calcul
Calcul d’'un « niveau de réalisation » pour Calcul d'un niveau moyen de réalisation
chaque indicateur et pays, sous forme de par cluster et par pays

pourcentage (100 % correspondant a la
meilleure pratique identifiée).

Exemple: Gouvernance réglementaire

Meilleure Pratique

Gap

Gouvernance
Réglementaire

Niveau de réalistion

-
Indépendance Finance _
P Fonds de Service |'ansparence

Universel
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L’exemple du Ghana

Attainment Level by Regulatory Cluster: Ghana Attainment Level by Indicator: Ghana

100% Overall Attainment  # Regulatory Cluster Selected Eastern = Western Middle East
Country/  Africa Africa and North

6 3 0/0 Region Africa

1. Licensing and Authorizations 83% 81% 61% 51%

83%

Infrastructure licensing

80% - - Market Openness

- 75%

Transparency of Award Procedures
2. Fair Markets
63% 63% Favorability of OTT Regulation
RIO Availability
SMP Enforcement

60%

SMP Regulation in Place
3. International Access
Absence of International Traffic Taxes

Exclusivity Not Permitted

Attainment Level

40%

33%

Regulation of International Access

4, Spectrum Management
Assignment
Procedures
Tariffs
Transparency 17% 50% 39% 42%
5. Regulatory Governance 63% 57% 53% 47%
Financing 33% 42% 60% 38%

Independence 50% 21% 36% 29%

1. Licensing and 2. Fair Markets 3. International 4. Spectrum 5. Regulatory Transparency
Authorizations Access Management Governance

20%

0%
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Corrélation entre l'atteinte du RWI et la performance du

secteur

80% —
Cabo Verde Cote d'lvoire Nigeria Kenya
. ® g.
Benin ® Tanzania unisia®
. L, .. . Rv’andgganda Morocco @ Ghana
Le niveau de réalisation global de T o |
, . e, < 60 . ambia Jordan (5
RWI est etroitement corrélé au b Burkina Faso gia O
statut des TIC sur une base I Hhene -
Z c 0oz . I v ali
regionale, ce qui temoigne de la 5 ./ Guinea ©
force et de la valeur de sa S | Lebanor
méthodologie et permet i a0
d'identifier d'importants modeles Sierra Leone o Easem Affca
regionaux. ® ECOwAs
Paleostine
20
0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1,0
ICT status

ICT Status: Compound of 10 ICT indicators related to penetration, usage, pricing and competition
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Corrélation entre I'atteinte du RWI et CAPEX

CAPEX per capita

20

154

L
3

Sierrz Leons

The Gambiz

Lenssd

Cote d'lvoire
| ]

igeriz
| |

Benin
| |
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Service et acces
vniversels:

Retour
d’experiences et
Logiques
d’intervention
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Retour d’expérience

Burkina Faso

Un bl|dn mlhge... Cote d'Ivoire
1020 Nigeria
. Morocco Guinea Egypt
...COVID19 et besoin en . Algeria Senegal Kenya
Gambia Tunisi ) & Tanzania
investissements Guinea-Bissau vierra Leone Uganda
T Cape Verde AT g

Ghana Rwanda
Iraq

Lebanon

Mali
Niger
Palestine

Quelle stratégie, quelle portée
et quels objectifs: haut débit,

Basic telephone

COUVGI’fU re, USCIge service (including Basic telephone Low cost
4 ° o No definition emergency calls, service and minimum communication
ei decentrqllsqhon enquiry service and access to Internet services
directory)

Transparence, responsabilité
et régulation: fonds publics, et régulation de la chaine de valeur

Pay or Play: Principe de destination versus principe de provenance: quels
opérateurs
@THE WORLD BANK
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Logique d’intervention

e Private Capital Mobilization

(PCM) : .

o Highest cost per Universal Coverage Gap Coverage
Mobiliser des fonds pour subscriber Gap
des solutions privées afin N
d'afteindre les objectifs de Sustainable Coverage Gap
developpement E———

. . Market Gap

e Maximizing Finance for SUPPLY

Development (MFD)
Supprimer les contraintes

Existing
contraignantes pour C
- ' overage
faciliter les solutions L“‘“’fﬁ?fﬁirr
prévues par le secteur
o 7 o o y4 Highe_gt > Lowest
prive solutions er.w[sagees willingness SEMAND willingness
par le secteur prive to pay to pay
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Mesurer les gaps d’investissement et de marche

Economic
- : transformation
« Marrakech 2021 : une étape Pengtration ‘S
importante vers les objectifs
d'acces universel pour 2030
Marrakesh 2021
« Réformes, Investissements et \ B'V'OZ't')e
. roa
les Plans d’Action globaux
visent également a soutenir les = o
. . ) . . —_— iX
objectifs d acces universel pour broadband ‘
2030 et I'adoption des 5030 Tim;
technologies 5G 2016 2021
Egypt Jordan Irag Palestine Syria Yemen
‘ Investment Requirements by geotype and viability ($ million)
Investissement Urban Public 521 59 5125 - 578 5268
ciblé dans les Urban Private 5673 5113 5900 5159 5416 5241
_ zones mal Urban Total 5694 $122 $1,025 8159 $493 $509
Investissements desservies Rural Public $1,535 $30 $489 $24 $283 $974
_danS les Rural Private - 512 - - - -
Reformes pour un infrastructures Rural Total $1,535 $42 $489 $24 $283 $974
environnement
favorable Investment Requirements by viability ($ million)
Total Public Funding $1,556 $38 $613 $24 $361 $1,242
Total Private Funding 5673 $126 $900 3159 %416 $241
Public Funding % 70% 23% 41% 13% 46% 84%

Private Funding % 30.2% 76.6% 59.5% 86.8% 53.5% 16.3%



Cartographier les réseaux

e Fournir les informations requises pour
décider de choix stratégiques :

- type d'infrastructure

- modele d'investissement /modele
économique

- outils de financement

Table 1: Identification of broadband areas in Romania (types and number)

Villages (SIRUTA units), from rural and urban
environment of Romania, that have local loop
networks for broadband communications with
speed of 30 Mbps or over, and that are not involved
in ongoing publicly-funded broadband projects

(either by MARD or by MIS).

Yes No

Villages (SIRUTA units), from
rural and urban environment
of Romania, that have
backhaul connections for
broadband communications
with speed of 30 Mbps or
over, and that are not
involved in ongoing publicly- No
funded broadband projects
(either by MARD or by MIS).

Black areas Distribution-not-Access
Yes DnotA

7,040 villages (51.7%) 252 villages (1.8%)

Access-not-Distribution
AnotD
99 villages (0.7%)

NGN-white areas

6,235 villages (45.8%)

Legend

1 National border
Development region
County

®  County residence

L
AT -
[.\-:;?;i“#.r" ", .h: K.\_'?:.': ] ot

~,

*  White zones

Degree of market potential

Market ) Medium- )

failure low  Medium high High Total
(A) Villages from communes/cities without ongoing projects
White villages {no networks, no operators) in white communes 26 101 - - - 127
White villages in NGN-white communes (only providers <30 Mbps) - - 97 263 - 360
White villages in communeas with providers <30 Mbps but with access ) 108 298 ) 136
networks and/or distribution networks >=30Mbps
Whl';e villages in communes with broadband networks and service ) ) 143 762 } a0s
providers >=30Mbps
NGN-white villages Io.nly providers <30 Mbps) in NGN-white : ) 23 ac3 19 1,075
communes (only providers <30 Mbps)
Villagas with providers <30 Mbps in communes with providers <30
Mbps but with access networks and/or distribution networks - - 73 855 32 1,006
>=30Mbps
Villages with providers <30 Mbps in communes with broadband
networks and service providers >=30Mbps » 1731 z 1853
Villagas with providers >=30Mbps - - 126 4,071 641 4,838

Sub-Total (A) 26 101 735 8,903 735 10,500



Cartographier les réseaux

Table 19: Final typology for prioritization of investments in broadband in Romania (number of

villages)
State support for Demand
infrastructure stimulation
deployment measures
Eligible Not eligible Eligible Total
Meed public intervention only to support development of
broadband infrastructure:
- Suppeort for deployment of broadband 20+Mbps in at least one
) - . . 474 369 843
village of the administrative unit
- S.upport_for E_axpansm.n c:f existing netuujorksf providers from 137 131 268
neighboring villages within commune/city (*)
Need only demand stimulation measures:
- Ongoing projects (MARD or Ro-NET) 548 548
- No support for infrastructure 2,042 2,042
Meed public intervention to support broadband infrastructure &
demand stimulation measures:
- Support for deployment of fixed broadband & demand
. - B ) B 127 127 127
stimulation in white villages from white communes
- Support for deployment of broadband 30+Mbps in at least one
393 195 592 592

village of the administrative unit & demand stimulation

- Support for expansion of existing networks/ providers from

neighboring villages within commune/city & demand 514 279 793 793
stimulation (*)

No support needed 8,413
I

Map 18: Final typology for prioritization of investments in broadband in Romania, at administrative
unit (SIRSUP) level, at December 31, 2014

Legend
3 nationai border

D Development region
County
| Mountain area
No state intervention
State support ;n!y for

I ceveiopment
broadband infrastructure

- Only demand-side

measures
State suppont for

- invesiments in broadband
nfrastructure and
demand-side measures
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Questions et remarque
bienvenues

SSRWI

Regulatory Watch Initiativ

L
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