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1. PURPOSE AND LEGAL BASIS OF THIS STUDY

1.1 Accelerating deployment of high speed networks and services

Law No. 431 of 2002 (the “Telecommunications Law”) has set in motion a process for
the liberalization of the telecommunications sector in Lebanon and the related
privatization of the State-owned undertakings that currently operate the primary fixed
and mobile networks in Lebanon. Liberalization, privatization and fair competition in the
telecommunications sector are expected to bring substantial benefits for the Lebanese
economy and will pave the way for the development of state-of-the-art networks and
services. For the economy, benefits include increased investments in the sector and the
creation of high value-added jobs both within the sector and in all businesses that
require modern telecommunications facilities. Consumers will also reap the rewards of
increased choice, improved quality of service and lower prices.

Lebanon already has one of the highest GDPs per capita (5,900 USD) in the Levant
area. Although its population is approximately four million, more than 10 million
Lebanese live abroad. This Diaspora creates high visitor numbers, in addition to the one
million tourists that visit Lebanon every year. Modernizing the telecommunications
sector and fostering vigorous competition can help Lebanon improve its per capita GDP
and realize its goal to improve the quality of life for all citizens. Although investments
and development in this sector have been limited to date, the Telecommunications
Regulatory Authority of the Republic of Lebanon (the “TRA”) is committed to exploring all
possibilities for expansion.

To achieve these goals, the Telecommunications Law provides for the opening of the
market to new entrants, the expansion of the services authorized to be provided by
incumbents, and the establishment of competition among all incumbents and new
entrants alike. In carrying out its duties, the TRA is charged with committing to “the
principle of promoting the modernization of telecommunications Equipment and
networks in line with state-of-the-art technologies and regulatory principles.” Toward
these ends, the TRA is preparing to issue broadband licenses to attract new investment
and enable the build-out of new infrastructure that will provide next generation services.

A recent OECD Study concluded that 68% of the costs in the first year of rolling out a
fiber network to the premises are comprised by civil works, and so, “Clearly any policy
which can reduce the costs of civil works would provide an important impetus to
stimulating the roll-out of fiber.”?

! Article 5(3) of the Telecommunications Law.

2 Public Rights of Way for Fibre Deployment to the Home, 04-Apr-2008, OECD, Committee for
Information, Computer and Communications Policy, DSTI/ICCP/CISP(2007)5/FINAL (the “OECD
Study”).



Enabling service providers to build and operate networks that rely on existing public
properties can greatly reduce the need for civil works and their associated costs. Use of
public properties would also shorten the time to introduce services. For these reasons,
most, if not all, countries seeking to achieve genuine advances in network investment
and high speed services typically make public properties available in this way. For
example, France allows service providers to benefit from rights of way on public
highways.® Germany entitles service providers to use public roads, paths, squares,
bridges and waterways to deploy telecommunications lines free of charge.* Canada
allows service providers to enter on and break up any highway or other public place for
the purpose of constructing, maintaining or operating its transmission lines.® In the
United States, the National Telecommunications and Information Administration
facilitates access of service providers to a wide range of public properties.

Particularly significant cost savings may be realized if service providers can use existing
telecommunications duct systems. For this reason, numerous countries in the world
require that their telecommunications duct systems be made available to
telecommunications service providers, including for example Australia, Austria, France,
Korea, Portugal, Switzerland and the United States. In the Arab region, the Saudi
Communications and Information Technology Commission (CITC) recently carried out a
public consultation indicating it plans to require sharing of telecommunications ducts. In
Bahrain, the regulator can require provision of access to ducts,® as in Jordan’ and
Oman.® While much duct regulation is aimed at ducts that are already held by private
telecommunications service providers rather than the State, the underlying aim in all
cases is to ensure that assets which cannot be duplicated on economically feasible
terms by service providers should be made available to them, particularly where
important efficiency gains can be achieved.

In this context, Article 35 of the Lebanese Telecommunications Law contemplates that
all licensed service providers will enjoy non-discriminatory access to public properties for
use in connection with telecommunications infrastructure. For the reasons set out above,
the TRA expects a fundamental component of new telecommunications networks in
Lebanon to be reliance on Lebanon’s public properties for fixed and wireless
infrastructure under Article 35.

Lebanon boasts an extensive public property portfolio that when made available in
accordance with Article 35 will greatly reduce the costs to telecommunications service
providers of building and operating modern telecommunications networks. This includes
in particular an extensive telecommunications duct system built by the Republic of
Lebanon. It also includes an extensive inventory of additional ducts, poles and towers
mainly owned or operated by the State or public bodies. Other important public
properties include a matrix of public rights of way running along highways, streets,
roads, pipelines and power lines, rooftops and other related assets and facilities

® Article L. 45-1 of the Post and Electronic Communications Code (Code des Postes et des
Communications Electroniques, CPCE).

* See OECD Study, p13.

® Section 43, Telecommunications Act 1993.

® See definition of “Access” and “Telecommunications Facility” in section 1 of the Bahrain
Telecommunications Act.

’ See section 4.4 of the Jordanian Interconnection Instructions.

® See definition of “co-location (site sharing)” in section 1(12) of Oman’s Telecommunications
Regulatory Act.



currently owned and administered by the public sector. The TRA expects access to
these public properties to be a central driver of the success of broadband licensing and
increased access across Lebanon to high speed telecommunications services.

1.2 Legal basis of this Study

This Study has been prepared by the TRA pursuant to Article 35(3) of the
Telecommunications Law. Article 35 of the Telecommunications Law provides as
follows:

1) Licensed telecommunications service providers may, for the
purpose of providing telecommunications services to the public in
compliance with the conditions set hereunder, enter any public
properties including streets, pavements, drainage systems, and
railway tracks, for the construction and maintenance of
telecommunications services infrastructure in, along, above or
under such public properties. Whenever necessary, the licensed
service providers may, with the approval of the relevant
government department, alter the appearance and specifications
of such public property in order to be able to provide their
telecommunications services, provided that such alteration does
not obstruct the use of the property for its intended purpose.

2) Licensed service providers must obtain the approval of the
relevant government department before entering any public
property, carrying out certain works, or erecting any installations.

In the event it is not possible to obtain such approval on
acceptable terms and conditions for any reasons whatsoever
within one month of the filing of the request for approval, the
service provider shall submit a written request to the TRA, within
another period of one month, to intervene with the government
department concerned. In the event of any disagreement
between the TRA and the government department concerned, the
matter shall be raised before the Council of Ministers for making
an adequate final decision.

3) Conditions for the use of public properties, procedures for
requests for such use, and the basis for the allocation of charges,
compensations and fees shall be established by a decree issued
by the Council of Ministers, upon the proposal of the Minister,
based on a study prepared by the TRA and on the opinion of the
relevant government authority.

This Study is therefore required by law as the basis for the decree to be prepared for the
Minister to propose to the Council of Ministers in accordance with Article 35(3) and
Article 3(A)(1) of the Telecommunications Law. On the basis of this Study and
consultations with relevant government authorities, and pursuant to the TRA’s duties
under Article 5(1)(a) of the Telecommunications Law, the TRA has drafted the proposed
Article 35(3) decree for submission to the Minister.



1.3 Outline of the Study

Section 2 of this Study begins by examining the anticipated needs for access to public
properties faced by service providers. These may be incumbents who want to expand or
modernize their existing networks or new entrants who plan to build new networks, in
each case to participate in the upcoming broadband licensing process. These scenarios
help identify the various relevant public entities that are relevant to access to public
property, which are surveyed in section 3.

Section 4 deals with various legal matters relating to State and municipal authorizations
generally. Section 5 of this Study examines specific uses of public property that will be
required by service providers. Together, these sections address the legal issues that
must be covered in the Article 35(3) decree to ensure that telecommunications service
providers will have necessary and sufficient rights of access to and use of key public
properties to make meaningful use of them.

Given the impossibility of service providers requesting use of public properties without
having information about them, section 6 addresses the lack of existing practices and
procedures for obtaining such information and indeed the development of reliable
information about public properties which are likely to be a priority for service providers.

The Telecommunications Law provided a sort of mediation and appeals process for
failures to obtain authorizations to use public property. The role of the Article 35(3)
decree in this regard is discussed in section 7 of this Study. Charging for use of public
property is discussed in section 8.

Since this Study is the basis of the decree under Article 35(3), it sets out various
conclusions and recommendations as to what that decree should cover and includes (in
boxed text) provisions for inclusion in the decree.

2. NETWORK BUILD-OUT NEEDS FOR PUBLIC PROPERTIES

2.1 Expanding incumbents and new entrants

Based on currently available technologies and the topology of Lebanon, the TRA
anticipates that telecommunications service providers will build core national networks,
both intercity and intra-city, using fiber optics. They will have to install a backbone fiber
optic network with arteries that reach points of presence in the main commercial and
population centers. Service providers can be expected to provide access to customers
using a combination of fixed and wireless technologies and network architectures,
depending on the type of customer, the density of likely customers in the relevant
location, the existence of available infrastructure that can facilitate network deployment,
and other considerations.

2.2 Intercity backbone network



The TRA expects service providers to prefer, and the TRA will encourage them, to locate
their fiber optic backbone cables in the existing publicly owned intercity duct system to
the greatest extent technically feasible. The TRA understands that these ducts primarily
lie under or along State roads but some may also lie under or along municipal roads and
other public rights of way. In some cases, new duct access points may need to be
added and, in other cases, existing duct access points may need to be modified. These
works may involve digging and other street works. In all cases, some temporary street
blockage and traffic disruption may be required for installation of cables, electronics and
any addition or modification of duct access points.

2.3 Intra-city metropolitan networks

The TRA also expects service providers to prefer, and the TRA will also encourage
them, to locate the arteries of their intra-city metropolitan fiber optic networks in existing
publicly owned intra-city duct systems to the greatest extent technically feasible. These
ducts primarily lie under or along municipal roads but some may lie under or along State
roads and other public rights of way. As with intercity ducts above, new duct access
points may need to be added and existing duct access points may need to be modified,
requiring digging, other street works, street blockage and traffic disruption.

2.4 Access networks

The TRA understands that the existing public telecommunications duct system
terminates at local central offices, street cabinets or other points that fall short of those
endpoints where each service provider would need to reach its customers. The-Ministry
of Telecommunications currently uses copper local loop to achieve customer access in
many instances. Absent access to and use of copper local loop and other active
network elements, other incumbents and new entrants will therefore need to devise and
implement alternative arrangements to transport telecommunications traffic between
customer premises and their fiber optic networks. The TRA anticipates that most such
service providers would plan to accomplish their “last kilometer” or “last 100 meters”
transport by one or more of the following three methods:

2.4.1 Trenching and new ducts for fiber to the premises

A service provider using the public duct system to house its fiber optic network may in
some cases extend its fiber optic network closer to or directly into the customer
premises, particularly where the premises offers a critical mass of demand for
telecommunications services, such as an office building or high-rise apartment building.
This is most likely for major anchor customers such as large businesses, large
residential buildings and Government departments, whose custom is expected to
contribute to the revenues which will be critical to the success of the service provider’s
business plan. In some cases, these proposed extensions may involve trenching and/or
the installation of new ducts under or along both State roads and municipal roads and
related sidewalks and pavements. These works may involve digging, other street works,
street blockage and traffic disruption.

2.4.2 Buried or above ground co-axial or copper cable



A service provider using the public duct system to house its fiber optic network may in
other cases install coaxial or copper cables from the termination points of its fiber
network to the customer premises. These cables can be buried or placed above ground.
If buried, installation will involve similar works to those where new trenching for fiber is
required. If above ground, the service provider will need access to electric power
distribution poles, telephone poles and/or other utility poles, or will need to install its own
poles, for attaching coaxial and copper cables.

2.4.3 Wireless radio transmission

In still other cases, a service provider using the public duct system to house its fiber
optic network may use wireless transceivers to communicate between its fiber optic
network and customer premises. In these circumstances, the service provider will need
to identify antenna sites and arrange a physical connection using fiber optic cable or
coaxial cable between the fiber optic network and the antenna site. In some cases, the
most desirable antenna site may be located in a public right of way, on a pole, mast or
tower that is itself public property (e.g., if it is currently used by the Ministry of
Telecommunications or Electricité du Liban) or on the rooftop of a building that is public
property. Where the fiber network point of presence and antenna site are not physically
co-located, the physical connection may involve some of the same construction and use
issues identified for fixed links to the fiber network.

2.5 Defining covered public properties

Under the planned broadband licensing process in particular, licensees will be required
to construct a national broadband backbone network as well as local broadband
distribution networks. Given Lebanon’s urgent need for new telecommunications
infrastructure, the TRA considers it important that the proprietors of such networks
develop their own active network elements, including fiber, local loops and wireless links,
rather than relying only on the existing publicly owned fiber, local loops and wireless
links. This will result in greater network redundancy, create more robust end-to-end
competition, avoid the regulatory complexities of forced sharing of active network
elements, and provide greater network security. In addition, the TRA’s investigations
have established that the greatest cost and time-to-market barriers for new entrants are
the civil works required to install the passive network elements rather than the cost of the
fiber or other active network infrastructure.

The TRA understands that there is significant capacity remaining in the ducts which are
being used for telecommunications. Use of EDL’s network infrastructure, particularly its
fiber-optic network, is also likely to offer considerable efficiencies for Lebanese service
providers. Similarly, use of poles and masts of the State’s existing mobile operations
may also offer valuable cost saving opportunities for service providers. In other cases,
joint infrastructure construction projects involving telecommunications service providers,
such as roads or water, may involve sharing of costs and therefore reduction to the
demands on the public purse.

The TRA has concluded, therefore, and recommends that the process of adopting the
Article 35(3) decrees can and should be approached in stages rather than attempted in a
single decree. Accordingly, the initial Article 35(3) decree should focus on enabling
shared use of public properties used or useful as passive network elements, including
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the existing public ducts, poles, towers, antenna sites, rights of way and related public
properties. The TRA recommends that at this time the Article 35(3) decree should
exclude, at least initially, public properties in the nature of active network elements.
Additional Article 35(3) decrees can be proposed and issued as and when additional
service provider needs identify other public properties to which access should be
granted, whether these properties are in the nature of active or passive network
elements.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) adopt a clear definition of the public
properties it covers.

Recommended Provision
“Covered Public Property” means the following public properties:

(a) ducts, conduits, pipes and similar fixtures to real property in which communications
cables and equipment can be installed, including, without limitation, all such items now or
hereafter managed, used or occupied by the Republic of Lebanon acting through the
Ministry of Telecommunications, OGERO, Electricité du Liban or any water public body;

(b) poles, masts, towers, rooftops, racks and similar installations on which
communications cables, antennae and equipment can be installed, including, without
limitation, all such items now or hereafter managed, used or occupied by the Republic of
Lebanon acting through the Ministry of Telecommunications, OGERO, MIC1, MIC2,
Electricité du Liban, or the Ministry of Information;

(c) public facilities for housing, servicing, accessing or using the foregoing items,
including, without limitation, manholes, hand-holes, outbuildings, sheds, cabinets,
equipment rooms, stairways, ladders, doors and hallways;

(d) rights of way in, under or above which the foregoing items are or can be installed,
including, without limitation, highways, streets, roads and parallel easements running
alongside highways, streets and roads; and

(e) rights of ingress and egress to the foregoing public properties.

The TRA also recommends that the Article 35(3) decree define what permitted uses
service providers may make of the public properties, and that such uses be squarely
within the parameters of the Telecommunications Law.

Recommended Provision

“Permitted Uses” means to construct, install, operate, maintain and/or remove
Telecommunications infrastructure, which may include the construction and installation of
additional fixtures and properties of the types described above, in order to provide
Telecommunications Services using such infrastructure.

3. SURVEY OF RELEVANT PUBLIC AUTHORITIES

In preparing this Study, representatives of the TRA researched, met and/or consulted
with numerous government departments and other public sector entities over the past
year to gather and share information relating to the implementation of the public property
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access mandate under Article 35 of the Telecommunications Law. Among those were
the Ministry of Telecommunications, the Ministry of Public Works and Transportation, the
Ministry of Interior and Municipalities, the Ministry of Energy and Water, Electricité du
Liban, two of the four water public bodies, and the Council for Development and
Reconstruction. The following subsections of this Study summarize key information
gleaned from or about such public sector entities.

3.1 Ministry of Telecommunications

After full implementation of the Telecommunications Law, the State will no longer
compete with the private sector in the ownership and operation of telecommunications
networks or the provision of telecommunications services.® At present, however, the
State currently owns the primary fixed and mobile networks, and the Ministry of
Telecommunications (the “MOT?”) is currently responsible for administering these public
undertakings.

Currently, the MOT has administrative authority over ducts being used by the State-
owned fixed telecommunications network, most or all of the State-owned telephone
poles, and many of the State-owned antenna sites. These public properties, which are
mostly in the nature of improvements or fixtures on real property, currently constitute by
far the most extensive passive network elements used or useful in telecommunications
infrastructure in the Republic of Lebanon. In particular, the TRA understands that there
is substantial excess capacity in the existing public ducts used for telecommunications
that can be used by service providers at very little or no cost or risk to the State.

When Liban Telecom is incorporated, the Telecommunications Law provides that the
Council of Ministers will have discretion over which, if any, of the public properties used
for telecommunications (such as ducts) will be transferred to Liban Telecom and which
will be retained by the State."" Article 35 of the Telecommunications Law applies to them
while they are public property. If they become private property of privatized Liban
Telecom, Article 36(2) of the Telecommunications Law will apply to require them to be
made available to other service providers. Thus regardless of whether the ducts
ultimately remain in public hands or are transferred as part of the assets of Liban
Telecom, they will require to be shared with other service providers. The TRA
understands that any access granted to service providers while the ducts are public
property would be binding on the successor after privatization.” The TRA considers that
there is no reason to wait for the Council of Minister’s decision on their treatment in the
privatization and indeed that development of the telecommunications sector in Lebanon
makes it urgent that service provider access to them be initiated now.

The MOT has delegated the management of the towers and certain other public
properties used for the mobile networks to two private sector contractors, but the
ultimate authority over such public properties currently remains with the MOT. Which of

? See Telecommunications Law, Articles 1 and 3.

'% See Legislative Decree No. 126/1959 and Legislative Decree No. 127/1959.

" Telecommunications Law, Article 50.

'2 Article 12 of Privatization Law No. 228/2000 provides: “Contrary to any other text, when the
privatized project is transferred to the natural or moral person, this person takes immediately and
forcefully the place of the public project, with all the entailed rights and obligations towards
others.”
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such assets will be privatized and which will be retained by the State will, the TRA
expects, be determined in the process for privatization of the two mobile operations
when that process is resumed. As with the ducts, these will either be made available to
other service providers under Article 35 as public properties or Article 36 if they are
privatized, and there is no reason to wait before allowing such access.

3.2 Ministry of Public Works and Transport

The Ministry of Public Works and Transport (“MPWT”) is responsible for all State-
controlled public roads. All other public roads are managed by municipalities. The public
roads administered by MPWT are principally the international and national highways and
certain other primary streets and roads. All civil works must be approved prior to
construction and, if obstruction to traffic will occur, coordinated with the Ministry of the
Interior and Municipalities, which is responsible for traffic flows (as discussed in section
3.4 of this Study).

The State also owns the railway tracks and other relevant railway assets."> MPWT is
also responsible for railways: it has “tutelage” (“tutelle”) over the public body entrusted
with management and exploitation of the railway'* although none are currently
operational.

As such, the MPWT controls a significant portion of the public rights of way used or
useful for telecommunications infrastructure.

Telecommunications infrastructure works may be facilitated if coordinated with the
MPWT’s maintenance works which usually take place between June and October.

In addition to coverage in the Article 35(3) decree, the TRA recommends that the
Minister of Telecommunications seek the cooperation of the Minister of Public Works
and Transport (for State roads) and the Minister of Interior and Municipalities (for
municipal roads), and requests that they make their work plans available to service
providers and issue circulars to help State and municipal employees and other public
agents better understand the Telecommunications Law and its implementing decrees, as
well as the implications of the privatization of the telecommunications sector.

3.3 Municipalities and Municipality Unions

Everything in a municipality (within administrative municipal borders) is the responsibility
of the municipality government, including municipal roads, civil works and trenches. The
TRA understands that even international roads and roads between governorates
(wlkilsas), which are formally under MPWT’s administration, are in practice often
maintained and operated by the municipalities.

The TRA understands that out of the 940 municipalities in Lebanon, 540 are currently
organized into 40 unions of municipalities (which coordinate projects between member
municipalities. The TRA understands that there are plans to increase the number of
unions to 60, which will then encompass many other municipalities in Lebanon.

13 See Article 2 and 4 of decision No. 144/1925.
4 See Article 2 of decree No0.6479/1961.
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Details of legal requirements for authorizations for use of municipal property such as
roads are set out in section 4.1 of this Study. Most municipalities only have experience
with public entities (and not private entities) digging and/or accessing rights of way.
Accordingly, municipalities currently do not have developed procedures for dealing with
requests from private entities, such as service providers.

3.4 Ministry of the Interior and Municipalities

The Ministry of Interior and Municipalities (“MIM”) has two roles relevant to the use of
public properties by licensed telecommunications service providers.

First, MIM is the interface between the national government and municipal governments.
Although MIM does not have authority to authorize works on municipal roads, MIM could
facilitate the implementation of Article 35 by informing individual municipalities and their
unions about their rights and obligations under the Article 35(3) decree. The TRA
recommends that in addition to proposing the Article 35(3) to the Council of Ministers,
the Minister of Telecommunications request practical assistance from MIM in dealing
with the municipalities. For example, MIM could issue one or more information circulars
(=3 to all municipalities and unions of municipalities after the decree has been issued.

Second, the Internal Security Forces operated by MIM have primary responsibility for
traffic control on all highways and roads, including those administered by MPWT and
those administered by municipalities not having a police force.” Telecommunications
service providers needing to block or disrupt traffic will have to coordinate such closures
with the Internal Securities Forces.

3.5 Ministry of Energy and Water

The Ministry of Energy and Water (“MEW”) has authority over the electricity and water
sectors (including natural waterways such as rivers). It has “tutelle” authority over the
public bodies involved in these sectors including EDL and the four water public bodies.
In addition, it has the power to monitor water and electricity concessions.’® The MEW
has also assumed responsibility for matters related to oil that were previously in the
Ministry of Industry and Oil." Under Article 34 of Law No. 431, the Ministry of
Environment would also be involved in many cases affecting the environment (see
Article 2 of Law No. 667/1997 and Article 6 of Law No. 690/2005)."®

1> See Article 1(5) of Decree No. 953/1991.
'® See Decree No. 5469/1966 and Decision No. 104/2005.

' See Article 7 of Law No. 247/2000.
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The TRA understands that two laws currently govern the Energy and Water sectors:

e Law 462/2002 concerning the energy sector; and
e Law 221/2000 concerning water authorities.

Law 462/2002 contemplates the privatization and liberalization of the electricity sector
coupled with the establishment of an independent sector regulatory authority. However,
at present, the privatization process has not begun and the electricity sector remains
publicly owned. The independent regulatory authority’s board has not yet been
appointed and installed. EDL owns and operates the major part of the electricity
networks and assets, as described in section 3.6 of this Study.

Property and control over water and sewage networks is more complex to describe.
Multiple stakeholders have over time built and/or operated water and sewage networks.
These include the recently established public water bodies, the State, municipalities and
even Unions of municipalities. Practice has not always been consistent with the law,
however. For example, Article 4 of Law No. 221/2000 clearly stipulates that sewers are
under the control of the public water bodies. Yet TRA understands that they are in
practice mostly still under the control of the municipalities.

The TRA understands that, allowing service providers to use public property owned by
Electricité du Liban or the water public bodies in exchange for a fee would require
authorization of these public bodies. Article 10 of Decree No. 4517/1972 provides that
the board of any public body is responsible for taking all decisions required in order to
achieve the mission of a public body." Article 35(1) of the Telecommunications Law
clearly requires public bodies to allow service providers to use their public properties and
expects them to be compensated for this. The TRA is advised therefore that such
activities would be viewed as within their missions.”

Having said that, Articles 21 and 22 of Decree No. 4517/1972 provide a list of board
decisions which the Minister having tutelle over the public body must approve. The list
includes decisions relevant to provisional budget as well as grants. To the extent that
occupancy of EDL’s or the public water bodies’ assets will have budgetary implications,
the Minister's approval would likely be required. The TRA has not examined whether, if
such indirect ministerial approval is required, it could be granted in connection with the
overall budget while specific decisions to grant use of the public bodies’ properties be
taken by the boards of the relevant public bodies.

Fees and other conditions would be subject to agreement between the parties involved
and, the TRA understands, are currently not subject to any regulatory parameters.

¥ In Lebanon as in France, public bodies (Etablissements publics) are governed by the principle
of specialization (Principe de spécialité): They can only take action for the purpose and within the
scope of the mission assigned to them (Youssef Saad el Khoury ¢« ¢ 3l |5 ¥ o5l de sana | p.
9; Y Gaudemet, Traité de droit administrative, Tl, LGDJ, 16 ed., p. 298).

% Under the French model, likely to be followed in Lebanon, courts have developed broad
understanding of public bodies’ mission and have allowed them to undertake activities that have
some connection with their mission and that have financial justification. For an overall
assessment, see Chevallier: La place de I'établissement public en droit administratif, p. 43 and
seq, www.u-picardie.fr/labo/curapp/revues/root/2/chevallier.pdf.
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3.6 Electricité du Liban

Electricité du Liban (“EDL”) is a public body that operates Lebanon’s electric power
generation, transmission and distribution assets, which currently comprise virtually the
entire Lebanese electricity sector. EDL owns most of Lebanon’s electricity assets.?' The
electric grid comprises:

e power generation assets, which are expected to be fully privatized under Law
462/2002;

¢ high voltage (above 24 kv) transmission assets, which are expected to remain in
the public domain, but can be managed under contract by a private company;
and

e power distribution (below 24 kv) assets, which are expected to be fully privatized.

In addition to its electric transmission and distribution networks, EDL has a nationwide,
220 kilometer long fiber-optic network which has excess capacity. The network consists
of 12 fiber pairs which are used as part of a national control center for the electrical
network. EDLs fiber-optic network is deployed in the grounding electrical cables. These
are located underground in Beirut and Tripoli and above ground everywhere else. In
addition, EDL has deployed a dark fiber cable between its station at Ksara (Bekaa) and
the Syrian border, which connects with Turkey, Iraq, Jordan, Egypt, Libya, Tunisia,
Algeria, and Morocco.

Other assets under EDL’s administration of relevance to telecommunications service
providers are transmission towers and rights of way, distribution poles and other related
assets.

As noted in the discussion of MEW in section 3.5 of this Study, EDL is eventually
expected to be privatized in a transaction that will declassify the generation and
distribution assets and transfer them to the private sector, while the transmission assets
will remain in public sector ownership and control. However, at present, all EDL assets
fall within the domain of public property and are subject to Article 35 of the
Telecommunications Law. As with the public telecommunications assets, any access
granted while EDL is still a public sector entity will be binding on its successor after
privatization.

The power of the EDL board to grant permission to use its properties is discussed in
section 3.5 of this Study. Other than possible indirect approval from the Minister of
Energy and Water in connection with budgetary matters, EDL would not need to seek
approval from other public entities such as municipalities.

The TRA understands that EDL has not previously granted rights to use its electrical or
fiber-optic network assets. Nor (until Article 35(3) was introduced) has EDL yet had
reason to develop procedures for handling private sector requests for information about
or access to and use of its electric and telecommunications facilities.

2! See Articles 2, 3 and 26 of Decree No. 16878/1964.
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Studies may be required regarding the weight-hold impact of additional
telecommunications cabling installed on electricity poles and towers, presumably from
the perspective of the reliability and safety of the electric grid.

3.7 Water public bodies

Law No. 221/2000 (as amended by law No. 241/2000) merged the old water
departments into four independent public entities covering four separate regions (Beirut
and Mount Lebanon, North, South and Bekaa) and included water and drainage of dirty
waters in their scope of work. The TRA understands that there is no formal coordination
between the different water entities, but that the MEW director generals meet regularly to
discuss common matters and projects. The TRA also understands that in most of the
water public bodies, their information about existing infrastructure is not current (with the
exception of Beirut and Mount Lebanon, and Tripoli as described below).

The power of the boards of the water public bodies to grant permission to use their
water-related assets is discussed in section 3.5 of this Study. Other than possible
indirect approval from the Minister of Energy and Water in connection with budgetary
matters, they would not need to seek approval from other public entities such as
municipalities. The water public bodies have no experience in allowing private sector use
of its water infrastructure, nor do they currently have procedures for handling requests or
setting usage fees.

Other permissions may be required under the circumstances enumerated elsewhere in
this Study. For example, if digging is necessary for the installation of telecommunications
infrastructure, approval of the municipality or the MPWT will be required (see sections
5.2 and 5.3 of this Study).

The remainder of this section describes the example of the Water Authority of Beirut and
Mount Lebanon (“WABML”). The WABML administers the water and sewer infrastructure
in a region that includes Beirut and Mount Lebanon. The TRA understands that WABML
is not yet administering the sewers, and is only handling the drinking water
infrastructure. Sewers are still being administered by the municipalities.?

The TRA understands that WABML has developed a GIS mapping system that includes
all fresh water infrastructure in its region. WABML'’s GIS system does not yet include
information regarding sewers and drainage. (In the rest of Lebanon, the TRA
understands that only Tripoli also has a GIS system.) Regarding the actual physical
plant, the TRA understands that the majority of the water infrastructure in Beirut and
Mount Lebanon is more than 50 years old, but that WABML has a 25-year plan to
upgrade and replace its aging infrastructure. For example, WABML built a new 800 mm
water line from Dbayeh toward Metn coast. It may be possible to coordinate joint
construction activities with telecommunications service providers in the course of such
upgrades.

2 See articles 49 and 136 of legislative decree No. 118/1977.
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3.8 Council for Development and Reconstruction

The Council for Development and Reconstruction (“CDR”) is a public body established in
1977 to be responsible for reconstruction and development in Lebanon. CDR was
granted important powers to avoid any administrative routine that could slow down the
reconstruction process, especially in the financial field.

Over the years, CDR has been very active, overseeing billions of dollars in public
investment in coordination with all other ministries, and is involved in monitoring,
tendering and implementing priority reconstruction and development projects in basic
infrastructure, social and productive sectors, including power, health, education, water
and waste water, telecommunications, transportation, roads and highways.

CDR does not administer any particular class of public properties of likely interest to
telecommunications service providers. Nor is infrastructure built by CDR (e.g., water,
electricity and sewage infrastructure) its own property.”® However, its active role in
planning, financing and contracting a variety of relevant infrastructure projects makes it a
natural source of information for telecommunications service providers. In particular, the
CDR is the leading source of knowledge about existing and planned infrastructure
projects, and has a database of existing fixed telecommunications network infrastructure
deployed after 1997, as well as other projects since 1990. CDR could also conceivably
be a potential partner with telecommunications service providers in public-private
partnerships for the joint construction of infrastructure projects that include a
telecommunications infrastructure component.

The TRA recommends that the Minister of Telecommunications seek the assistance of
the CDR in this regard. For example, service providers and public projects may benefit
mutually if service providers could obtain information from CDR about planned works in
which such service providers could participate for the installation of telecommunications
facilities. CDR’s expertise may be a useful resource in the planning and implementation
process for service provider requests to install ducts and other telecommunications
infrastructure in conjunction with other planned public infrastructure projects.

3.9 Identifying relevant government departments in the Article 35(3) decree

As described in the previous sections, various public authorities administer key public
properties that are or may be used for telecommunications. Annex A to this Study
summarizes these and the key legal provisions. The TRA believes it is important to
make it clear in the Article 35(3) decree which public bodies have responsibilities under it
and so to define such public bodies specifically.

Recommended Provision
“Government Department” means any

(a) ministry, authority or other government department of the Republic of Lebanon that
administers or controls Covered Public Property, including, without limitation, the Ministry
of Telecommunications (Directorate of Equipment and Construction or Directorate of
Operation and Maintenance), the Ministry of Public Works and Transportation

% See Article 5-7-i Legislative Decree No. 5/1977.
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(Directorate of Roads), the Ministry of Interior and Municipalities (General Directorate of
the Internal Security Forces), the Ministry of Information, the Ministry of Water and
Energy and each mouhafez and kaimakam; or

(b) municipality in the Republic of Lebanon, or any union of such municipalities, that
administers or controls Covered Public Property, including, without limitation, the
president of each municipality; or

(c) other public body or government or public entity in the Republic of Lebanon that
administers or controls Covered Public Property, including, without limitation, Electricité
du Liban and any water public body; or

(d) any successor public authority or public entity of the foregoing, or any private sector
representative or contractor of or for the foregoing, that may assume administration or
control of any Covered Public Property from time to time, whether through a change of
roles or functions, a reorganization of Government Departments, the transfer of
administration or control of any Covered Public Property from one Government
Department to another, the issuance of a concession or making of a contract with a
private sector concessionaire, or otherwise.

4. PROCEDURES AND APPROVALS GENERALLY
4.1 Public property under Lebanese administrative law

4.1.1 Types of public property

Before analyzing existing law relating to use of specific public properties, it is helpful to
summarize some key points of Lebanese administrative law relating to public property
generally.

There are two types of public property (i.e., property of public entities) under Lebanese
administrative law, and these affect their legal treatment:

e public domain, and
e private domain.

Both of these are subject to Article 35 of the Telecommunications Law requirement to
allow service providers to use them. Within the category of public domain property there
are two classifications:

¢ natural public domain property such as territorial waters, rivers, coastal lines, etc.
and
¢ artificial public domain property.

The artificial public domain encompasses public properties transformed to be allocated
to the provision of a public service or to the use of the general public. This includes
roads, railway tracks as well as telecommunications, electricity and water or sewers
networks.
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The main public properties the TRA expects telecommunications service providers to
need are currently in the public domain. Furthermore, the most immediately important
are likely to be artificial public domain property. Artificial public domain property typically
already comprises some infrastructure on established public rights of way. This is likely
to offer service providers the greatest opportunity for major savings in their costs of
installing telecommunications infrastructure.

4.1.2 Authorizations to use and occupy the State public domain

Only the head of State (i.e., the Council of Ministers) can grant rights of way on the
public domain of the State (Article 16 of Decision No.144/1925).%* In a relevant
precedent, the Authority for Legislation and Consultancies declared illegal a right of way
granted by the railway public body to the municipality of Tripoli for the purpose of laying
sewer pipes under railway tracks running across the municipality. The Authority held
that only the head of the State could grant rights of way on its public domain (in this
case, railway tracks).?® Read together with Article 65 of the Lebanese Constitution,
reference to the “head of the State” today means the Council of Ministers.

Relevant precedent in Decision No. 144/1925% relating to private occupancy of the
State’s public property has established the following:

24 Decision No. 144/1925.
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e authorizations are always temporary (Articles 14, 16 and 17);

o the head of state (i.e., the Council of Ministers) may establish general regulations
for use of public property (e.g., Decree No. 4810/1966 (conditions of use of
maritime public domain) and Decree No. 12841/1963 (fees for use of maritime
public domain) (Article 19); and

o fees for use should take into account the location and size of the property and
should be paid in advance (Article 17), and may be symbolic when the
occupancy aims at achieving public interest.?’

The TRA understands that a decree of the Council of Ministers can confer the benefit of
such rights of use and occupancy of the public domain of the State generally on a class
of persons. Such class of persons may include service providers whose licenses issued
by the TRA authorize them to access and use the relevant public properties. The decree
itself is not required to name in advance the actual persons on whom those rights are
bestowed. However, such a decree would not itself be sufficient to authorize a specific
service provider to use a specific public property. Each such requested use of public
property by a service provider would have to be granted on a personal basis to such
service provider by the public authority that administers the relevant public properties.
This will allow a single Council of Ministers decree to provide for present and future use
of the public domain of the State by all relevant telecommunications service providers
from time to time, subject to prior approval of each such request by the relevant public
authority. This will avoid the need for a new decree for each additional service provider
requiring access.

4.1.3 Authorizations to use and occupy the municipal public domain

As noted in section 3.3 of this Study, municipal public domain property is under the
control of municipal governments, including municipal roads, civil works and trenching.

Law No. 60/1988, as amended by Law No. 14/1990, addresses municipal authorizations
and fees for private use or occupancy of the municipal public domain (mainly Articles 42
to 49 and 100). The right to occupy the municipal public domain is governed by Article
75 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977% and Article 44 of Law No. 60/1988.%°
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Authorization to occupy and use the public domain of a municipality is granted by the
head of the executive of the municipality for public property located within the
boundaries and public domain of the municipality (which would exclude, for example,
State roads located inside the municipality, which as noted in section 3.3 of this Study
are under the administration of the State). See Article 16 of Decision No. 144/1925,

% Law No. 60/1988 ‘ ‘
il a5 gk 5 any 1oke 53 Al A gandl LY Jlail e il 142 52l)
AN A0 e il alill dpe sandl S Juil ans )l piady -43 sM\
(?’.Lm ‘Ls@"‘) )SJ.A\ Jaa Jlaaind (g2 6\“}' gy Gl S .l:u.:jd\ Ay -
(o Ae s il Ll A e Gl A i) oY) Jlenialy @l g i 38 ya dasi yal) e JasYI - 2
ol K e adas e Sl ol Geadill e Al g AT Jilu g A 5l o e Uaay S 6l L;.\A\ Jduii- 3
(gLl §Uaill s Jadlaall f Al 5 gall GUail) b Al Al Adabudl iy JadYL Gand il Jaxy -44 32l)
1990/8/20 b 14 (51l a8 5 dass -45 alall
Aoad ) elac) wie 3aa) 55 el 8 st s (V) V) 5 el Cpaall aa s i sy 2aay
JdeVasll J.J et sl
10000 20000
1990/8/20 gt 14 ()58l L& 5 dlana -46 53l
by Lal 5 Zalll g sl DY) JUdY (5 siall o yll 2any
Ledlaily (ad pal) daliall L) daiil) (e Al (31 (%2) 0o JE Y dawsy s Jsfu):mn Jaiy - 1
Ledbly pad ) Aaliall ) Aagil) (o 23ally 2n) 5 (% 1) 0o J8 Y Aty s S e Jasi el e JaiY1 - 2
_&jkuﬁu)}huj\u)bq‘;\\xj\dﬂ\dml-
Al @Yl J.d oY) aall
‘ 2000 20000
e gl S Clial g e e bl o 5 L ie 8 gid Ll e J8 JWdY) sae il 130 V) G i a1 (8 iy
Skl
138 (e 77 33l 8 Lgie (ya gaaiall Lialll U8 (e et i) o U Lellandly (s jall Aalsall pmpll Al a5 (5 520 -47 2L
Osiall
Laldas a5 Aalill dga sandl @DLYT 8 Lo il 5 Lgilid Cadlial e Sy i g g Sl galdl Gulaal) (yyny -48 5ol
Alnast Jilu g5 3ok om LS | le 5 1S e Cagd gl Bl L s )l u\(&u‘tﬁn&.}th\ SVIRIVATY
Al 5 Aaliaal alaill aady
853 JriWly st Sl an) Ao g pana Jola Al 3 Grase Gt i 050 Ll Lasae 1Ske iy (g0 IS (i e -4 530l
e 58 Lo g 55 ) ALl A siall sl o pu)ll e
ol iy O So LWing (s pad 1asan il 13 L e g W yaalie 2aat ol Al 6 gl ol (udaall 20ay -100 53l
uaail) A laiall julaall 5 ac ) @l ety Lallad aua
4;\.\»;” o‘)\‘)}u L.fm u&u‘}[bdﬂ.\n UM‘ A;L M.\;Lu.d\ um}d\én‘a}u‘)” )JJUA 2aa5 J&‘}I}

ale ol dila) i 4al8) (5 giall laall u'ajw@ﬂ\)wguﬂ\wﬂ\wﬁg}ﬁ «ou.dbua.\s)meuju'aﬁday 7733\.‘&\
s, ) odaall sline] sl -

| guac e i o) ALl (ge g -

Ladladll g alaailall 4ty iad) sl

Aty 40300 5 ) 5 (ye alh ga -

.Lal;,d\ C\).\S\ LA&: :;Lu ML\A&\ J;J_j

daliaa () LS‘J &)\Lu...u\ dxy

| sazac 45815 Apaldll o 5

: Sl sl e Ladladl) e Sl i diadll Calgi gald) Slail) & A da8) 5l shaliall 8 Ll

(W Aadlaall ol dpelaalall b 220

| guac ) adatill (e aniga -

| sune T il 55l 3 et -

daga aBDaxis 1983/2/25 75 83/13 i ool AEY) psmsall 0 13 salall HSaY DA 5 lguad Lad JS Glalll oia 55
e 1 (i ) A (aadd I 8 Ly coliad) i &y gusd (i) g8 (ke die (el

22



Thus, licenses to dig up municipal roads are granted by the head of the relevant
municipality. ** The head of the executive is typically the president of the municipality,
except in Beirut, where the head of the executive is the Mouhafez (Article 67 of
Legislative Decree No. 118/1977).%

Decisions made by the Council of the Union of Municipalities are binding on all member
municipalities.®* Approvals of works (e.g., authorizations to dig up roads and disrupt
traffic) involving multiple municipalities will likely be more quickly and consistently
secured if the project is initially approved or adopted by the union. According to Article
135 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977, if the Municipal Council or its President do not
undertake an action or work®® which they are required by law or regulations to
undertake, the Kaimakam may address a written injunction to them requesting that they
proceed to implementation within a given time limit. If they do not comply, the
Kaimakam, has the power to issue the decision on their behalf provided that he obtains
prior approval of the Mouhafez and that he sets out the reasons for proceeding in his
decision.*
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4.1.4 Authorization framework for the Article 35(3) decree

In this context, the TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree set out the basic
framework for obtaining approvals and ownership status of State and municipal public
properties. For example, public authorities may not discriminate among service
providers. Further, the State both is currently a provider of telecommunications services
and will be the provider of ducts to alternative providers of telecommunications services.
Given these continuing roles of the State in the telecommunications sector at this time,
the TRA recommends that the decree seek to assure non-discriminatory treatment of
service providers and generally prevent problems arising from conflicts of interest.

Recommended Provision

Government Departments must on a non-discriminatory, first-come, first-served basis,
make available to requesting licensed Service Providers all Covered Public Property
under their administration or control for Permitted Uses, and such Service Providers will
have the right to enter, use, occupy and, when necessary, disturb and restore or
permanently alter the appearance and specifications of such property. Any permanent
alteration must not obstruct the use of the Covered Public Property for its intended
purpose. The rights granted only extend to Service Providers who have been duly
licensed by the TRA to provide Telecommunications Services and to install and operate
the relevant equipment and other Telecommunications infrastructure.

A Service Provider must obtain the approval of the relevant Government Department with
respect to any particular Permitted Uses of any particular Covered Public Property in
accordance with this Decree before engaging in such Permitted Uses of such Covered
Public Property.

A licensed Service Provider’s right to engage in Permitted Uses of Covered Public
Property will continue from the date the relevant Government Department’s approval is
effective for so long as such Service Provider holds a license under the
Telecommunications Law that permits it to install and operate the Telecommunications
infrastructure located on the Covered Public Property, unless the Service Provider
completes or abandons the Permitted Use earlier or the relevant Government
Department has a good reason for setting a shorter term for the Permitted Use.

All rights in Covered Public Property and other public property entered, used, occupied,
disturbed, restored or altered by any Service Provider will remain at all times public
property and no Service Provider will acquire any right, title or interest in any Covered
Public Property or other public property, except the right to engage in Permitted Uses
upon and subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Decree and the approval of
the relevant Government Department.

4.2 Request procedures

As observed several times in section 3, public authorities have not for the most part
previously authorized private companies, including telecommunications service
providers, to use the public property under their administration. They do not have
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existing procedures or requirements relating to such use, nor experience in evaluating
such requests.

Different government departments are likely to have different requirements. Where the
property is being used for particular purposes which could be affected by allowing
service providers access to it (e.g., electricity or water), procedures will likely need to be
tailored to the relevant property. Health and safety issues will naturally be paramount
considerations for approvals of use of water and electricity network assets, for example.
It will likely be necessary for the relevant public authorities to be satisfied that the
installation and operation of telecommunications facilities will not adversely affect the
existing and planned uses. Service providers will have to coordinate directly with
relevant public authority to avoid causing damage or service disruption during works for
the installation of telecommunications infrastructure.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree should ensure that procedures for
approvals are developed to ensure that public entities fulfill their duties under Article 35
of the Telecommunications Law to permit use of their public properties. An appropriate
balance must be struck between ensuring some standard procedures and allowing
different government departments to tailor procedures to specific requirements or
situations relevant to the public property they administer.

Recommended Provision

A relevant Government Department that receives a formal request from a licensed
Service Provider for a Permitted Use or for information about Covered Public Property
must provide a written response to the requesting Service Provider within one month
after receipt of the formal request. Where a Service Provider is planning extensive works
on Covered Public Property, the Service Provider and the relevant Government
Departments will cooperate prior to and after the formal submission by the Service
Provider of its request(s) for Permitted Uses with the objective of defining a mutually
acceptable and feasible project implementation plan and timetable. This planning
process will take account of all relevant factors, including, without limitation, coordinating
the Service Provider’'s requested works with those planned by the Government
Department and others, avoiding disruptions to existing uses of the Covered Public
Property, minimizing costs of repetitive works and duplicative infrastructure, expediting
the processing and approval of the Service Provider request(s), and otherwise preserving
public order and minimizing the adverse impact of Permitted Uses.

The TRA and all relevant Government Departments must confer regularly regarding the
implementation and enforcement of this Decree, and in particular must consider and
implement ways to coordinate the processing and implementation of requests by more
than one Service Provider for similar or related Permitted Uses of the same Covered
Public Property, or related requests from a Service Provider made to more than one
Governmental Department, with a view to:

(a) minimizing disputes;
(b) avoiding disruptions to existing uses of the Covered Public Property;
(c) minimizing costs of repetitive works and duplicative infrastructure, including the

imposition of conditions that facilitate joint use of fixtures and permanent improvements
by multiple Service Providers;
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(d) expediting the processing and approval of Service Provider requests to ensure
efficient and rapid deployment of alternative Telecommunications infrastructure and
Networks in the Republic of Lebanon; and

(e) otherwise preserving public order, achieving the objectives of the TRA and the other
Government Departments, and minimizing the adverse impact of Permitted Uses on the
environment, quality of life and the operation of government and business.

The Telecommunications Law clearly establishes a presumption that public properties
are to be made available to service providers. Particularly since government
departments are not accustomed to receiving and dealing with requests to use public
properties under this administration, the TRA believes it is important that the Article
35(3) decree set parameters for the refusal to allow such use.

Recommended Provision

A Government Department may only deny a licensed Service Provider’'s request for a
Permitted Use of Covered Public Property that otherwise complies with the terms,
conditions and requirements of this Decree for (a) insufficient capacity, (b) national
security reasons, (c) safety reasons, (d) environmental reasons, (e) demonstrably
adverse impact on Covered Public Property of historical or religious significance, or (f)
demonstrably adverse impact on the existing uses. Where the Government Department
believes a request should be denied as submitted but that alterations to the request might
address its objections, it must promptly so inform the Service Provider in writing and work
with the Service Provider to reach a mutually acceptable alternative. Whenever a
Government Department formally denies a request, it must set out the complete rationale
in a writing delivered to the TRA and requesting Service Provider.

It will be important to enable public authorities to ensure that service providers comply
with the requirements for authorizations and payment of fees.

To some extent existing law does refer to penalties for violations relating to use of the
public domain. Legislative Decree No. 15403/1964 (amended Article 23 of Decision No.
144/1925) applies to the public domain of the State (sl ials dlall &3WYY). It provides
that, for each category of properties, decrees shall determine penalties due in the event
of a violation of regulations applicable to the public domain. It also provides that the
State is entitled to compensation in addition to destruction of works undertaken
illegally.®” In addition, Article 49 of Law No. 60/1988 (4:aldl <l dall s a s 1)) provides that
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The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree provide for inspections by
government departments. The Article 35(3) appears to contemplate that the decree
issued under it will comprehensively deal with authorizations and payments. In light of
this and the existing legal provisions mentioned above, the TRA considers it appropriate
that the Article 35(3) decree sets out penalties to apply in the event that service
providers do not pay the required fees, charges and compensations. (See also section 8
of this Study.)

Recommended Provision

Each Government Department may conduct periodic inspections of Covered Public
Property for purposes of ensuring compliance by all Service Providers using or occupying
such Covered Public Property with the Telecommunications Law, this Decree and any
other terms and conditions lawfully imposed by the Government Department or
otherwise. In addition to being entitled to require the relevant Service Provider to remove
any unauthorized facilities and/or to bring the same into compliance, the Government
Department may assess any unpaid fees, charges and compensation, plus a penalty on
such unpaid amounts up to 50% of the unpaid amounts, and a penalty for each other
violation not to exceed [a value to be specified based on consultation with the relevant
Government Departments ] per violation.

Pursuant to its authority under the Telecommunications Law or other applicable laws and
decrees, the TRA may exercise such powers of control, inspection and enforcement as it
deems reasonably necessary or appropriate to ensure compliance with this Decree and
the regulations, procedures and decisions promulgated or made hereunder.

4.3 Conditions of use

There are no detailed provisions of Lebanese law setting out systematically the
conditions on which private parties may use public property. As the licensing of service
providers is expected to result in a significant amount of such use, the TRA recommends
establishing such conditions, as contemplated in Article 35(3) of the
Telecommunications Law.

Various issues require to be clarified in order to minimize disputes between service
providers and government departments, and to recognize the matrix of obligations that
service providers owe to other service providers regarding use of property. For example,
while a service provider is using the ducts or other fixtures and permanent
improvements, it will be subject to obligations to make its telecommunications
infrastructure available to other service providers under Article 36 of the
Telecommunications Law. (Whether the second service provider needs additional
authority from any public administrators of roadways under or along which the ducts run
can be analyzed as discussed in the rest of this section. The TRA does not believe that
this needs to be specifically addressed in the Article 35(3) decree.)

38
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Recommended Provision

A licensed Service Provider who lawfully installs any fixtures or permanent improvements
to Covered Public Property will enjoy the right to use such fixtures or improvements, and
to receive all rents and charges from other Service Providers for the use thereof, during
the term of its Permitted Use only but not thereafter. Such Service Provider’s right to use
such fixtures and improvements, and the Covered Public Property to which they are
affixed, is also subject to:

(a) any rights or obligations of the Government Department administering the relevant
Covered Public Property to permit other Service Providers to enter, use, occupy, disturb
and restore or alter such public property, and

(b) any obligations of the Service Provider under Article 36(2) of the Telecommunications
Law or otherwise to allow other Service Providers shared use of such fixtures and
permanent improvements.

The relevant Government Department’s approval of fixtures and permanent
improvements must be subject to the condition that the Service Provider will affix such
fixtures and make such improvements in a manner that does not unnecessarily or
maliciously prevent or impair the sharing of the Covered Public Property with other
Service Providers except where the necessary additional cost of doing so would be
unreasonably disproportionate to the likely shared use. For the avoidance of doubt, this
does not require any Service Provider to install or reserve any excess capacity for use by
another Service Provider.

To

cover all risks and damages that telecommunications service providers might cause
when undertaking the works, the TRA recommends that government departments
should be authorized to require service providers to provide insurance coverage and

indemnification for damage and harm that may occur.

Recommended Provision
A Service Provider entering, using or occupying Covered Public Property must:

(a) as required by the relevant Government Department, provide insurance coverage and
indemnification against all perils including injury or death of natural persons and damage

to the Covered Public Property and any other relevant property arising from the actions,

including, without limitation, negligence or fault, of the Service Provider; and

(b) comply with all necessary terms and conditions established or enforced by the
relevant Government Department, including, without limitation, requirements for
certificates of insurance, performance bonds, security deposits, letters of credit and/or
other financial instruments or undertakings to support or ensure performance by the
Service Provider.

The TRA understands that in principle under Lebanese property law, ducts and other
fixtures and permanent improvements installed by a service provider and fixed into the
ground will be incorporated into the property in which they are fixed. Such property may
be:

4.4 Ownership of fixed installations and moveable property




¢ the public domain of the State if in State property, e.g., State roads;

o the public domain of the relevant municipality if in municipal property, e.g.,
municipal roads;

o the private domain of the State or municipality, i.e., which is owned by them but
not in the “public domain”; or

o the private property of private persons.

The TRA believes it is important that the Article 35(3) decree clarify what happens to
such fixtures and permanent improvements at the end of the period during which the
service provider is authorized to use the public property. This would include reflecting in
the Article 35(3) decree the existing law that fixtures and permanent improvements that
are not removed will be classified as public property.

An appropriate balance needs to be struck between permitting government departments
to require removal of installed fixtures and permanent improvements and avoiding
unnecessary cost to service providers for doing so. In this context, it is also prudent to
ensure that service provider’s rights and responsibilities regarding its moveable property
located on public properties during and after the period of permitted use are clear.

Recommended Provision

If the relevant Government Department so requires, the Service Provider will at the end
of the term of the Permitted Use promptly remove all fixtures and other permanent
improvements installed by it on, in or under Covered Public Property at its own cost and
restore the Covered Public Property to its original condition. A Government Department
may only require removal of fixtures and permanent improvements installed below
ground or below grade level, such as ducts, manholes and hand-holes, upon a finding
that such removal is required for the planned future use of the relevant public property.
Any fixtures and other permanent improvements not removed at the end of the term of
the Permitted Use will be classified as public property subject to the authority and control
of the relevant Government Department and without any compensation being due or
payable to the Service Provider that installed such fixtures or improvements.

All moveable property or tangible personal property owned by a Service Provider and
located on Covered Public Property for a valid Permitted Use will at all times remain
private property of the Service Provider, and, upon cessation of its Permitted Use of
Covered Public Property or at such earlier time as it chooses or is otherwise lawfully
required to do so, the Service Provider will at its own cost remove all such items and
restore the Covered Public Property to its original condition.

5. SPECIFIC USES OF PUBLIC PROPERTY

Having discussed the framework for and made recommendations applicable generally to
State and municipal public domain property, this section examines the legal position of
specific uses of public property which the TRA anticipates will be of the greatest
importance to service providers, and identifies further necessary interventions that
should be provided for in the Article 35(3) decree.

5.1 Use of public ducts
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The Ministry of Telecommunications currently has administrative authority over all ducts
used in the operation of the fixed telecommunications network. Although ducts
themselves are not inherently telecommunications infrastructure (they are essentially a
conduit system for cables), Article 212 of Legislative Decree No. 126/1959 defines the
wireline telecommunications network as comprising all installations, material or
equipment constructed above or under the ground for the provision of wireline
telecommunications, and Article 5 of Legislative Decree No. 127/1959 includes the
same items in the definition of telegraph telecommunications networks.*

The existing public ducts are classified as telecommunications-related and under control
of the Ministry of Telecommunications. Because they are the public domain of the State,
authorization to occupy them must be granted by the head of the State. (See Article 16
of Decision No. 144/1925.*") Thus, as explained in section 4.1.2 of this Study, a decree
of the Council of Ministers is required to allow use or occupancy of the
telecommunications ducts.** Such a decree can provide a general authorization which is
then administered by a relevant administering authority, which would in this case be the
MOT.

The TRA recommends that the Ministry of Telecommunications (or its successor as
administrator of the public ducts) should be designated to administer and police access
to and use of the ducts by service providers as specified in the Article 35(3) decree.

Due to the prior history of State-owned telecommunications service providers, no
specific procedures or charges have vyet been established for private
telecommunications service provider access to and use of the public ducts. See Article 1
of Legislative Decree No. 126/1959*° and Article 1 of Legislative Decree No. 127/1959.*
Furthermore, occupancy of infrastructure networks on the scale envisaged by the
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Telecommunications Law and the Article 35(3) decree is also new to Lebanese
authorities.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree establish authorization procedures
and terms and conditions of access that will apply for telecommunications service
providers sufficient to secure the permission of the Ministry of Telecommunications for
the access to, or use or alteration of, the telecommunications ducts.

The exclusive control of the existing public ducts is vested in the State even when they
run under or along municipal public property (as opposed to State public property) or
private property. As a result, the right to access, use and alter ducts does not require
separate authorization from any municipality in whose rights of way those public ducts
may be located. Instead, these matters are under the exclusive control of the State.
However, as discussed in sections 4.1.3, 5.2 and 5.3 of this Study, a service provider will
need authorization from the relevant municipality to the extent the activities of accessing,
using and altering the ducts requires the digging up of roads or blockage or disruption of
traffic or occupancy of municipal public domain.

Even where the public ducts run under State-controlled roads, the result is similar in that
the authority to access, use or alter the ducts granted under the Article 35(3) decree and
administered by the Ministry of Telecommunications (or its successor) is sufficient to
allow the use of the related State-owned rights of way. Again, however, a service
provider will also need authorization from the relevant administrators of the State roads
to the extent digging or traffic blockage and disruption are involved.

5.2 Digging up public roads

5.2.1 State and municipal authorities

To undertake works that require digging or disturbance of the roads and/or the
easements running along the roadside, a telecommunications service provider must
obtain authorization from the relevant administrator of the roads.*® Regarding
preservation of municipal and State roads, Article 6 of Legislative Decree No. 68/1983
determines which authorities are responsible for monitoring works carried out to lay
telecommunications, water, electricity or other public service infrastructure.*® The
abovementioned authorities however only monitor and inspect the roads themselves and
not what is above or under the roads.

A threshold determination for a service provider seeking permission to dig or disturb the
roads is whether a particular road on its route is a State road or a municipal road. The
main criterion applied by law*’ as well as identified in judicial decisions is whether the

* This analysis does not address the procedure for obtaining the right to use private rights of way
in which RoL ducts may be located.
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road primarily serves the national or municipal interest. State roads (international, main,
secondary and local) are defined under Decree No. 1315/1965. State roads that run
through a municipality remain within the State’s public domain. Lebanese State Council,
Decision No. 90, May 9, 1969/ Court of Cassation, Decision No. 2, May 9, 1952. Article
62 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977 specifies that public roads that run within the
municipality (with the exception of State roads) fall within the public domain of the
municipality.

As noted in section 4.1.3 of this Study, in the case of digging in municipal roads, a
telecommunications service provider must obtain authorization from the head of the
executive of the municipality. In the case of State roads, a telecommunications service
provider must obtain authorization from the Director of Roads of the Ministry of Public
Works and Transportation. See Article 5 of Legislative Decree No. 68/1983.%%

5.2.2 Existing authorization charges and procedures for digging roads

To ascertain any additional matters that the Article 35(3) decree should address
regarding digging in State and municipal roads, this analysis next reviews the existing
authorization procedures and charges for private persons to obtain permission of the
relevant administrator for digging in and along roadways.

When digging is undertaken on public roads, no fees are currently required. The
persons who undertake such works are required, at their own expense, to restore roads
to their original condition. See Article 5 of Legislative Decree No. 68/1983)*° and Article
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74 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977.%° Municipal law requires a security deposit by
any person undertaking works to ensure such person will bear all costs of restoring
municipal roads. Article 74 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977. Existing technical
specifications as to public roads are detailed under Decree No. 13495/1998 and Decree
No. 1623/1978 and must be followed when restoring roads to their original condition.

Detailed procedures for work requests, time limits and evaluation procedures are set out
in Articles 4 and 5 of Legislative Decree No. 68/1983. Article 5 sets out the following
procedures for obtaining authorization to dig in both municipal and State roads:

(a) The service provider must submit to the responsible public administrator
an application that details the proposed works by providing maps,
drawings and technical plans, and includes a commitment to abide by
conditions to safeguard motorists and the general public.

(b) Upon receiving an application, the public administrator must undertake a
study of the technical conditions the applicant must meet. The
administrator must provide the applicant with the study results, grant or
deny the requested authorization and set out authorized dates for
performing the works.
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(c) The administrator must set out the technical specifications the applicant
must follow when restoring roads to their original state. The applicant
must bear all costs of such restoration.

(d) The contractor engaged to restore the roads to their original state must
have the expertise to undertake such works following the classifications
and regulations applied by the administrator.

(e) The contractor engaged to restore the roads may not be paid before its
work is completed and the public administrator has approved the works.

In view of the lack of precedent for large-scale private works in the roadways, the TRA
recommends that the Article 35(3) decree should be directed to (a) the Ministry of Public
Works and Transportation and (b) the municipalities to ensure that each is officially
instructed to cooperate in requests for works by private telecommunications service
providers that involve digging in or along the roads under its authority. (See section 3.9
of this Study.)

According to Legislative Decree No. 68/1983, the applicant’s detailed work program
must be submitted to the public administrator at least three years prior to commencing
work except in the following three circumstances set out in Article 4 of that decree:

o to the extent it is impossible to obtain or use existing easements to run the
improvements along the roads rather than under them;

o if a public authority has to repair or maintain its infrastructure under the road; or

o if digging is carried out across a road (horizontally) or in cases of emergency.

Thus under existing legislation, there is a presumption that a three year notice period
applies unless one of the exceptions in Article 4 listed above is verified. In contrast,
Article 35(2) of the Telecommunications Law refers to a much shorter waiting period —
only one month — for approvals of use of public properties by service providers before
the service provider may request the intervention of the TRA. Because the existing
provisions governing the digging of roads, including the three year period, are included
in a legislative decree, a law is required to modify these provisions. The
Telecommunications Law provides for such amendments in Article 35(2), which not only
deals with occupancy of the public domain by telecommunications infrastructure but also
with the right to enter the domain and to undertake works in, on or under this domain.
Given the nature of telecommunications infrastructure, and that Article 35(1) of the
Telecommunications Law specifically addresses use of streets and pavements, the TRA
believes that the Telecommunications Law was intended to shorten the waiting period
for road works from three years to one month.

However, the TRA recognizes that the one month period established by the
Telecommunications Law may not always be realistic given the complicated and iterative
nature of submitting and approving plans that involve installation of telecommunications
infrastructure and related road works as well as the current practice that allows three
years to consider a request and ensure a framework for proper implementation of the
works.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree should address the steps and
procedures required before the one month period commences, including the notice,
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Recommended Provision

If the relevant Government Department is unable to provide approval on acceptable
terms and conditions within one month after the formal submission of a request for a
Permitted Use due to the size, scale and nature of the construction project, the period of
time proposed by the Service Provider to complete the project, coordination with other
requests for similar projects from other Service Providers, other works already planned or
ongoing on the relevant Covered Public Property, or other considerations such as
environmental issues or historical or architectural considerations, then the TRA’s
interventions will take these factors into account.

5.2.3 Minimizing inefficient repetitive works and public nuisance

Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law implies a presumption that
telecommunications-related works should be allowed absent an overriding public policy
reason to disallow them. The term “use” (sl2aisl), as used therein, includes not only
occupancy (Jwil), but also entry and temporary utilization for the purpose of undertaking
works.

The TRA recognizes the importance of ensuring that road works are managed in an
orderly fashion. For example, it may not be appropriate, to allow service providers to dig
up roads that have very recently been built or restored. Restrictions on digging up such
roads are not unusual, and serve to preserve public property and resources and to avoid
the extensive nuisance that works and digging entail for the general public. Such
objectives are common in other countries. For example, in France, legal and regulatory
provisions forbid digging projects when the coat of the road is less than 3 years old.®’
The TRA believes most potential impediments that these restrictions may cause can be
addressed through coordination among relevant public authorities and private
telecommunications service providers. They could further be addressed by establishing
clear guidelines, to be transparently administered, for acceptance or rejection of
applications for works.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree provide objective criteria to help
administrators of the roads and the TRA appropriately balance the objective of
preserving public property and minimizing public nuisance (by avoiding repeated or
unnecessary digging and damage to roads) with the objective of facilitating the build-out
of a modern telecommunications infrastructure (by allowing necessary digging in or
along the roadways). The Article 35(3) decree should specify the conditions under which
a request to dig may be rejected and require the relevant administrator to spell out the
reasons for rejection.

*" Code de la Voirie routiére L115-1; Réglement de Voirie de la Ville de Calais, Article 3.
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Recommended Provision

Any Government Department that administers highways, streets or roads in or under
which ducts or other Covered Public Property fixtures or permanent improvements are, or
are proposed to be, located may not deny a request to dig or perform other works for the
sole reason that such digging or works will disturb the surface of the highway, street or
road, but may apply conditions to an approval of such a request in order to minimize the
level of disturbance. Without limiting the foregoing, the conditions on road works
imposed by a relevant Government Department may include delaying commencement of
the works, to the extent they involve disturbance of recently resurfaced roads, plazas,
walks or other landscaping, for a period up to but not later than [time period to be
specified based on consultation with the relevant Government Departments] after such
resurfacing was completed, and requiring that such works be scheduled in accordance
with the Government Department’s work plan adopted following the rules and procedures
set by law and regulations in force.

A relevant Government Department that receives a request from a licensed Service
Provider for temporary closure of lanes or passage on a highway, street or road under,
over or along which works are to be undertaken for a Permitted Use will reasonably
cooperate with such request on a non-discriminatory basis, affording the same
prioritization for such activity as such Government Department affords similar public
works undertaken by the public sector.

After completing the consultation process with the relevant road administrator, the TRA
expects to add to the Article 35 decree a period for which digging would be forbidden
after road works.

5.3 Blocking or disrupting traffic

Legislative Decree No. 4082/2000 establishes a public body, the Traffic Management
Office, to deal with traffic issues, such as management of signals or temporary closure of
roads.®> This body is under the “tutelle” of the Ministry of Interior and Municipalities.
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Among other duties, it has authority to manage traffic when works or other
circumstances require closure or significant disruption of traffic flows on roads. This
public body does not however have agents of its own that will regulate the traffic.
Furthermore, it usually only intervenes when major works or works requiring traffic
disruption for a long period of time are to be undertaken. Not all works carried out by
telecommunications service providers will require such intervention.

The Interior Security Forces, Unit for Circulation (“uw 3),4”), manages ftraffic in the
County towns of the Mouhafazats and in big cities (Article 232 of Law No. 17/1990).%
Decree No. 953/1991 provides a list of those cities and towns.**

In municipalities, traffic management is the prerogative of the head of the executive
(Article 74 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977).

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree be directed to (a) the Traffic
Management Office and (b) the General Directorate of the Internal Security Forces and
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(c) the head of every municipality to ensure that each such administrator is officially
instructed to cooperate in requests for works involving disruption of traffic on the roads
and streets under its authority.

5.4 Use of public rights of way

Authorization to use the public ducts includes authorization to occupy the public rights of
way in which those ducts are located. In all other cases in which a telecommunications
service provider plans to install telecommunications infrastructure that will occupy public
rights of way other than on a transient basis (such as the temporary occupancy of
roadways during construction), it must obtain authorization from the relevant public
administrator for use and occupancy of the public domain. These circumstances would
include, for example, when the service provider installs in the public rights of way any
new ducts, buried or above-ground cables (other than inside the public ducts), street
cabinets or like facilities, and/or aerials and related equipment on public domain.

As explained in section 4.1 of this Study, authorization to occupy and use the State’s
public domain (e.g., State roads) must be granted by way of a decree of the Council of
Ministers, and authorization to occupy and use the municipal public domain must be
granted by the head of the municipality or the other procedures described in that section.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree both (a) authorize service provider
access to and use of rights of way in the public domain of the State and (b) be directed
to municipal administrations. For the avoidance of doubt, the Article 35(3) decree should
expressly authorize the installation of new ducts as well as the use of the existing public
ducts and set out any conditions precedent for such works, such as lack of sufficient
capacity in the public ducts or the need to reach a location not served by the public
ducts.

In the case of roads, the public rights of way typically include not only the roads
themselves but a strip of land along either side of the roads. Public easements running
along virtually every street and road in Lebanon have been granted under Article 3 of
Decree No. 68/1983. Vis-a-vis any private landowners over whose land the public
easements traverse, these easements are generally broad enough in scope to permit
occupancy and use involving telecommunications infrastructure and have been used for
laying such infrastructure by public entities. Use and occupancy by a private
telecommunications service provider of the public infrastructure is of course subject to
obtaining authorization from the relevant public entity.

Legislative Decrees No. 127/1959 and 126/1959 allow for easements/occupancy of
many areas for the laying of telecommunications infrastructure.”® Article 2 of Legislative
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Decree No. 68/1983 specifically focuses on roads and surrounding areas. It provides
that room must be allocated alongside public roadways for public service infrastructures
(Article 2 of Legislative Decree No. 68/1983).%° Such areas have been expropriated and
are now public domain. Legislative Decree No. 68/1983 has been employed to permit
the occupancy and use of roadways and the parallel easements for telecommunications
infrastructure. Article 2 of Decree No. 68/1983 provides that:

e When roads are to be built or broadened, room is reserved for public service
infrastructure on the side of these road and sidewalks.

o Room is allocated to public service infrastructure in the surrounding areas along
the road which correspond to areas expropriated for the purpose of building the
road.

The benefit of reserved public properties along the roadways is defined under Legislative
Decree No. 68/1983 according to the type of infrastructure to be installed, rather than
being limited to named persons. Any person who installs facilities allocated for the
provision of public services would have the benefit of such easements. The Legislative
Decree mentions telephone, electricity, water and sewers as examples, but the list of
services provided is not exhaustive.®” The telecommunications infrastructure laid on the
basis of Article 2 of the abovementioned legislative decree is currently public property
(e.g., the public ducts), but the TRA understands that the public administrators of the
rights of way would have authority to grant a private telecommunications service
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provider the rights of use and occupancy in such reserved areas of the public domain for
the purpose of installing telecommunications infrastructure inside this infrastructure.

As a general matter, the TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree provide service
providers with the benefit of the fullest extent of public rights to use private land where
public infrastructure is constructed on or installed under it.

Recommended Provision

To the extent Covered Public Property of this Decree runs, lies or is situated in, under or
above any private property, the Permitted Uses granted to a licensed Service Provider by
the relevant Government Department will include the right for such Service Provider to
use and occupy such Covered Public Property to the fullest extent permitted by the
easement or other rights granted by the owner of such private property to the Republic of
Lebanon, the relevant municipality or the relevant public entity or body, but the Service
Provider engaging or proposing to engage in a Permitted Use of such Covered Public
Property is responsible for obtaining, and paying any additional compensation due to the
owner for, any additional easements or other rights that may be required as between the
Service Provider and the owner of such private property.

To the extent the existing public domain roadway corridors do not provide
telecommunications service providers with adequate space or legal rights to install
necessary telecommunications infrastructure, they would need to seek permission
directly from the abutting private landowners. Their ability to require private landowners
to grant the necessary easements would be governed by Article 36 of the
Telecommunications Law which applies to “common areas”. Service providers may also
freely negotiate terms of lease or other use of private property where the law does not
provide for right to an easement.

5.5 Use of public utility poles and antenna sites

Laying underground cables involves considerable cost and potentially long lead times.
Access to utility poles and antenna sites may therefore have considerable value to
telecommunications service providers as an alternative means of last 100 meters / last
kilometer access from the public ducts to customer premises.

Many existing utility poles are State-owned and used by MoT, EDL or both. Many
existing antenna facilities are State-owned and used by one or more of the two mobile
network operators or the Ministry of Information. Unless and until such time as these
facilities are privatized, they are considered public properties and are subject to access
and use by telecommunications service providers under Article 35 of the
Telecommunications Law.

The TRA recommends that to the greatest extent possible, the Article 35(3) decree
should establish the ability of telecommunications service providers to attach cables and
other facilities to electric and other utility poles and to co-locate on and use existing
antenna towers.
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6. ACCESS TO INFORMATION ABOUT PUBLIC PROPERTIES

6.1 Information requests

Lebanon does not yet have a freedom of information law and public entities are not
accustomed to handling requests for information. The TRA then recommends, that the
Article 35(3) decree should provide a process for requests for information about public
properties, and establish a duty on public authorities to respond to such requests. This
should ensure that requests relate to genuine telecommunications network planning.
The TRA recommends also that public authorities develop forms for service providers to
use for information requests, and can facilitate this where useful by preparing a standard
form that public authorities may adopt.

Recommended Provision

A licensed Service Provider may at any time request from a Government Department
information about Covered Public Properties for a potential Permitted Use of Covered
Public Properties if it provides proof that it is licensed to provide telecommunications
services and a letter stating the purpose of the request. A licensed Service Provider may
also at any time request approval of a Permitted Use from the relevant Government
Department.

To facilitate requests for information and Permitted Uses, the TRA will, in consultation
with the relevant Government Departments, compile, publish, update and maintain for
public inspection a list of Government Departments administering Covered Public
Property, the types of Covered Public Property they generally administer, which such
Covered Public Property the TRA has designated as priority for Permitted Uses, and such
other information as the TRA deems necessary or useful. The TRA will notify the relevant
Government Departments of their inclusion on such list from time to time.

To initiate a request for any Permitted Use of any Covered Public Property, a licensed
Service Provider must first submit all relevant information using the request form supplied
by the relevant Government Department. The TRA will prepare and make publicly
available a standard request form which Government Departments may elect to use as
their form and which Service Providers may use if a relevant Government Department
has not supplied a request form.

Given that public authorities are not accustomed to this and lack existing procedures for
providing information, the TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree make it clear
that government departments must respond to such requests.

Each Government Department must use reasonable efforts to provide all information
reasonably and duly requested by any licensed Service Provider regarding the availability
of any Covered Public Property for Permitted Uses and to identify alternatives under its
control if any requested Covered Public Property is not available.

The fact that

(a) the TRA has not listed a particular Government Department as administering Covered
Public Property under this Decree,

(b) the TRA has not designated any Covered Public Property as priority for Permitted
Uses, and/or
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(c) a Government Department has not taken the steps set forth in this Decree

will not be a valid reason for any Government Department to refuse or ignore, or delay
the approval of, a request from a licensed Service Provider for information.

6.1.1 Prioritizing among public properties

Apart from the maps of ducts currently used for telecommunications, the TRA is not
aware of reliable maps of underground infrastructure in Lebanon currently existing.
Service providers will have to conduct their own surveys of underground infrastructure
on public properties before digging. Service providers will have to take the initiative in
identifying the existence and ownership of underground infrastructure. However, they will
be greatly dependent upon public authorities making such information available, and it
will be necessary at least for some public authorities to take initial steps to identify
relevant public properties, their routes and locations. The TRA believes it would be
overly burdensome for all public authorities to have to do so since many may never
receive requests to use their public properties. Thus it is appropriate to prioritize those
public properties which are likely to be of most importance to service providers. The TRA
can be of assistance in identifying such priority public property.

Recommended Provision

Within 90 days after the TRA has notified a Government Department that it has been
listed as administering any Covered Public Property designated by the TRA as priority for
Permitted Uses, such Government Department must, in consultation with the TRA,
prepare, keep up-to-date (with reviews undertaken no less frequently than on an annual
basis) and make available for use by licensed Service Providers:

(a) route and location maps and related records for all Covered Public Property
administered by such Government Department, which maps and records must show, to
the extent such information is available or readily ascertainable, the routes or locations,
access points and size of all ducts, poles and towers, the identity of all existing users and
the nature of existing uses, the capacity used and remaining, and any other pertinent
information;

(b) procedures and fee schedules for obtaining copies of or access to maps and records;

(c) procedures, instructions and fee schedules for requesting Permitted Uses of Covered
Public Property and a request form which may require the applying Service Provider to
provide all necessary information for the relevant Government Department to evaluate
the request, including, without limitation:

(i) the proposed Permitted Use;

(i) detailed technical information and project plans regarding the proposed
construction, installation and operation of any fixtures, improvements or equipment;

(i) information regarding the feasibility of sharing Permitted Use of the Covered Public
Property with other Service Providers;

(iv) the organization of and schedule for any works to be carried out and their expected
duration;

(v) the name, contact information and qualifications of the individuals responsible for
managing the construction project; and
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(vi) the name, contact information and qualifications of the individuals responsible for
managing safety both during construction and afterwards; and

(d) technical and legal terms and conditions applicable to the Permitted Uses of Covered
Public Property administered by it, including, without limitation, those applicable to
designs and specifications, installation, repair, operations and maintenance,
disconnection, security and safety, interconnection points, reservation of capacity for
future use, insurance, bonds, deposits, inspections, and indemnities.

6.1.2 National security

The TRA is sensitive to concerns that confidentiality of information about some public
properties may raise issues related to national security. Obvious examples include
location of properties of the security forces. National security is appropriately the domain
of the Council of Ministers and the TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree refer
government departments to the Council of Ministers on such matters.

Recommended Provision

Where a Government Department believes the disclosure to a Service Provider of
information is likely to result in a threat to national security, such Government Department
should refer to the Council of Ministers for guidance as to any procedures that may be
necessary to mitigate the threat, such as limiting disclosure of sensitive information.

7. MEDIATION AND APPEALS PROCEDURES

Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law sets out a sort of appeals procedure for
applicants who believe they have been unlawfully denied permission to use public
property or had unacceptable conditions imposed on their authorization. It provides for
TRA mediation and, if that fails, Council of Ministers intervention.

The TRA recommends that the Article 35(3) decree provide procedures for and guidance
on the role of the TRA and the Council of Ministers in resolving such disputes. The
Council of Ministers, by its nature should only have to deal with matters of particular
importance that cannot otherwise be satisfactorily resolved.

Recommended Provision

If a relevant Government Department (i) denies a request for information or for approval
of a Permitted Use duly made by a Service Provider, (ii) does not respond to such a
request within one month, or (iii) approves such a request on terms and conditions that
are not acceptable to the requesting Service Provider, then:

(a) within one month after the date of the denial, date of expiry of the initial month
allowed for approval or denial or date of the unacceptable approval, as the case may be,
the requesting Service Provider must submit to the TRA a copy of the request submitted
to the relevant Government Department, any response received and any other
correspondence exchanged;
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(b) the TRA may in such manner as it considers necessary or useful convene meetings
with and request further information from the Service Provider, the relevant Government
Department or both in order to:

(i) understand the reasons of the Service Provider for the request and of the
Government Department for its response or non-response;

(i) assist the relevant Government Department and the Service Provider in determining
a mutually acceptable solution; and

(iii) if necessary or useful, recommend a solution;

(c) if no mutually acceptable solution is agreed, the TRA will submit to the Council of
Ministers a report setting out its account of the dispute and its opinion regarding the
appropriate resolution of the matter; and

(d) the Council of Ministers will consider the opinion of the TRA and any submission of
the relevant Government Department and make a final decision under Article 35(2) of the
Telecommunications Law.

8. CHARGES FOR USE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY

This section discusses charges that may be applied to service providers for use of public
properties. In some countries such as Germany, certain uses are provided free of
charge, but in most countries service providers are required to reimburse certain costs
and public authorities may charge for rights of way. Annex C lists findings summarized
by the OECD Study.

8.1 Reasonable charges

Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law requires the decree issued by the Council
of Ministers to establish “the basis for the allocation of charges, compensations and
fees” for the use of public properties. The Telecommunications Law clearly reflects the
view that modernizing the telecommunications infrastructure in Lebanon serves an
important public purpose. Use of public property by service providers is clearly
recognized in the Telecommunications Law as an essential element in facilitating
investment in new telecommunications infrastructure. As noted above in this Study, this
is because of the considerable cost reductions made possible by such use of public
property.

The TRA recommends that charges for use of the public ducts, poles, towers, antenna
sites, rights of way and related public properties should be reasonable and not
inconsistent with the objective in the law of attracting increased investment in new
telecommunications infrastructure. Charges should not be set so high that they would
undermine these objectives.

Recommended Provision

All charges, compensations and fees assessed, levied or charged by Government
Departments to Service Providers for matters covered by this Decree must be reasonable
and non-discriminatory among all Service Providers, and in particular no Service
Provider, whether owned entirely, in part or not at all by the Republic of Lebanon, should
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be required to pay any charge, compensation or fee for any service or for any Permitted
Use of covered Public Property unless all Service Providers are required to pay similarly
for such service or Permitted Use.

The TRA supports some standardization of pricing to improve administrative efficiency
and creates greater predictability and fairness for all parties. For example, a fixed price
application fee for requests for public property access might be set at an amount that
reflects the average cost per applicant of processing such applications, even though the
actual cost for each applicant may differ. Similarly, the prices for use of rights of way
might be standardized into price bands for different types of use in different geographic
areas, with perhaps a higher charge in densely populated and built-up areas and a lower
charge in rural areas in order to encourage deployment in areas presumably less
attractive to service providers, and similarly perhaps a higher charge for certain types of
uses (above ground) and a lower charge for others (underground). Precedents from
other countries suggest a reasonable basis for charging would be per linear increment
(e.g., per meter or per kilometer) per year by category of use. Annex B sets out the
charges for use of public rights of way in France as an example.

8.2 Recovery of costs

While charges should not be set unduly high, public entities may incur various costs
which they should be able to recover. The TRA recommends that the purpose of
charges to recover costs be made clear.

Proposed provision:

The goal of the charges is to permit each relevant Government Department to recover
from each relevant Service Provider:

(a) a portion of the carrying costs of any shared infrastructure (including both an
amortization of capital costs and a pass through of operating expenses) equal to the
portion of such infrastructure used by the such Service Provider; plus

(b) a reasonable apportionment of such Government Department’s incremental costs of
complying with this Decree.

Government Departments can exercise reasonable discretion as to how they allocate
such charges to those who must bear them, consistent with the parameters established.

8.2.1 Costs of processing information requests and applications

Government departments may incur costs from creating and maintaining databases,
processing applications from service providers for use of public properties and
responding to requests from service providers for information about available public
properties.

Recommended Provision
Government Departments may charge Service Providers, as a service fee, for the actual

or average administrative costs resulting from maintaining information databases (such
as maps) to facilitate Permitted Uses of Covered Public Property, processing requests for
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information on available Covered Public Property, processing applications for Permitted
Uses of Covered Public Property, and overseeing and administering the public interest in
cases where a Service Provider has been granted permission to engage in Permitted
Uses of Covered Public Property.

Government Departments must establish separate categories of service fees for each of
the following requests consistent with the following criteria:

(1) Requests for information — must be at a fixed amount per request, which amount can
be calculated by reference to a table based on the amount and type of information
requested.

(2) Applications for Permitted Use — must be at a fixed amount per request, which
amount can be calculated by reference to a table based on the application processing
(exclusive of other fees set in this decree and payable to Government Departments), the
types of activities involved in the works, and/or other relevant criteria for estimating the
relative burden of the request on the Government Department.

(3) Other charges must be fixed on a fair and reasonable basis.

8.2.2 Incremental costs of making properties available

Public authorities may also incur “make ready” costs and costs of periodic inspections
and maintenance which are necessary only in order to enable the service provider to use
the property, which they should also be able to recover.

Recommended Provision

Government Departments may charge Service Providers for their actual or average
incremental costs of maintaining Covered Public Property to the extent such costs result
from Permitted Uses.

Government Departments must establish tables of one-time or annual fees for the
incremental costs of activities incurred by them as a result of Permitted Uses of Covered
Public Property. These costs do not include an allocation of costs the Government
Department would otherwise incur notwithstanding the Permitted Use, but are limited to
the additional costs caused by the Permitted Use. These costs may include such items
as “make ready” costs, periodic inspection fees and increased operating expenses
incurred by the Government Departments as a result of Permitted Uses.

8.2.3 Charges for capital improvements

Where the public property involved is not merely a right of way but infrastructure
installations, it will be appropriate to ensure that service providers using such
infrastructure bear their fair share of its costs. The TRA recommends that service
providers bear these costs on an amortized basis. Such costs comprise not only the
costs of the capital improvements but a fair share of annual operating expenses.

Recommended Provision
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Government Departments may charge Service Providers for Permitted Uses of Covered
Public Property a pro rata share (based on the percentage of total capacity used or
occupied) of capital improvements (such as ducts, fixtures and other permanent
improvements) to such Covered Public Property on the basis of the cost of the
improvements. The annual recoverable costs are equal to all annual carrying costs for
the capital improvements, including an allocation of the annual amortization of the capital
costs plus annual operating expenses. Cost allocations should amortize or depreciate the
capital improvements over their useful life up to a maximum of 20 years (which is the
longest permitted term, prior to renewal, for a Service Provider License under the
Telecommunications Law).

Government Departments must use generally accepted cost-based accounting principles,
consistently applied, to calculate the annual amortization of capital costs and annual
operating expenses for Covered Public Property. The allocation of such amounts to
Permitted Uses must be based on the percentage of total usable space within the
relevant Covered Public Property actually used by the relevant Service Provider. In lieu
of actual calculations for each specific item of Covered Public Property, Government
Departments may develop average costs for classes of Covered Public Property and
presumptions of the average percentage of usable space occupied by type of Permitted
Use. Without limiting the foregoing, Government Departments may calculate costs
related to capital improvements as follows:

(1) Ducts

In the case of installations of cable in ducts, Government Departments must develop
annual carrying cost information per linear unit of duct for each size of duct and allocate a
portion of such costs to Service Providers based on (i) the total volume of cable that may
be installed in a particular size of duct and (ii) the portion of such volume occupied by a
Service Provider, which may include an allocation of the carrying costs of non-usable
space among all users and reflect a reasonable return on investment. The following
formula shall be used:

Annual rate for duct occupancy (per m) = Duct space factor x (per unit cost/20 +
operating expenses) x (1+ ROI)

The terms used in the formula above have the following meanings:

Duct space factor = the percentage of the total duct capacity occupied by the service
provider

Per unit cost = actual or current replacement cost of the duct system per linear meter of
duct (amortized over a period of 20 years)

Operating expenses = costs of operating and maintaining the duct not attributable to the
Permitted Use

ROI = Return on Investment initially set at 10%

(2) Poles and towers

In the case of attachments of cables, equipment aerials to poles and towers, the
Government Departments must develop annual carrying cost information on a per pole
basis for each standard size of pole and allocate a portion of such costs to Service
Providers based on the total usable space for attachments to each pole and the
percentage of such space occupied by a Service Provider (including the amount of space
above and below such attachment required by applicable electrical and other safety
codes and generally accepted practices for use of utility poles), and which may include
an allocation of the carrying costs of non-usable space among all users and reflect a
reasonable return on investment. The following formula shall be used:
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Annual rate for pole attachments = Pole space factor x (pole cost/20 + operating
expenses) x (1+ ROI)

The terms used in the formula above have the following meanings:

Pole space factor = the percentage of the total usable space (i.e., available for
attachments) occupied by the service provider

Pole cost = actual or current replacement cost of the pole (amortized over a period of 20
years)

Operating expenses = costs of operating and maintaining the pole not attributable to the
Permitted Use

ROI = Return on Investment initially set at 10%

A similar formula shall apply to occupancy of towers.

8.3 Rights of way fees

The long established rule since Decision No. 144/1925 is that occupancy of the public
domain is allowed in exchange of a fee, i.e., not merely recovery of costs.*® Consistent
with this, Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law anticipates and expressly
provides that the decree will set the basis for allocation of “fees.” The TRA therefore
believes it is appropriate for public entities not only to recover costs but to charge fees
for the use of the public rights of way. This is also consistent with practice in many
countries which apply rights of way fees separately for charges relating to costs of
information requests, processing applications, maintenance and capital improvements.
The TRA therefore supports the imposition of such fees provided the Article 35(3)
decree puts reasonable limits on such charges and keeps them internationally
competitive.

Recommended Provision

The relevant Government Department may charge for Permitted Uses of public rights of
way included in Covered Public Property. Such Government Department must ensure
that such charges do not exceed an amount that is consistent with the value and location
of the land and consistent with the benefits and advantages of the Service Provider’s use
of such land, and, in particular, that such charges are consistent with the parameters
established from time to time pursuant other parts of the decree.

A threshold question concerning charges for use of public property is the degree to
which rights of way fees can be applied on the basis of existing laws and decrees
relating to charges for use of public property. This section describes such existing laws
and decrees and concludes that the Article 35(3) decree can lawfully establish
reasonable right-of-way fees, consistent with the existing legal framework, and cost-
based charging principles for all fixtures and improvements used and all services
provided, for the use of public properties in Lebanon.

8.3.1 Charges for use of municipal public domain property

%8 Articles 14 and 17.
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Under existing law, municipal authorities are required to set charges for use of municipal
public domain property within the framework set by law. Restrictions on such fees apply
to:

o one-off fees for granting the authorization to occupancy of the property; and
e annual fees for the ongoing exploitation of the property.>®

Regarding the former of these, Article 45 of Law No. 60/1988 sets both minimum and
maximum one-off fees for authorization of occupancy (between LL 10,000 and LL
20,000).

Regarding annual exploitation fees, the TRA is advised that Article 46 of the same law
would apply, requiring such fees to be set at a minimum of 2% of the value of the land
occupied by telecommunications infrastructure.®® Under existing law, this minimum fee
would apply, for example, to occupation by telecommunications towers, poles and ducts
(although until now it has mainly been applied for above ground use).®' For the purpose
of calculating the exploitation fee, the “value of the land” is its market sale price as
assessed by a municipal committee® on the date the authorization is granted (Articles
46 and 77 of Law No. 60).°® The committee has discretion to consider various factors in

% Administrative practice, judicial decisions, the French model and juridical commentators
indicate that fees for authorizations and exploitation comprise two components: (i) a fixed
component that corresponds to use of the public domain; and (ii) a variable component that
corresponds to the benefits and advantages for the occupant. (See, e.g., French State Council,
December 1923, Peysson, « Qu’il appartenait audit conseil municipal, sous I'autorité du préfet, de
fixer le tarif de ces redevances, ainsi qu’il I'a fait en tenant compte, par des dispositions ayant un
caractére général, du mode d’'usage et de la situation des emplacements occupés, ainsi que de
la nature des commerces exercés ") ; February 10, 1978 (Ministre de I'économie et des finances
¢/ Scudier, p. 66 " La redevance imposée a un occupant du domaine public doit étre calculée non
seulement en fonction de la valeur locative d’'une propriété privée comparable a la dépendance
du domaine public pour laquelle la permission est délivrée, mais aussi de I'avantage spécifique
que constitue le fait d’étre autorisé a jouir d’'une fagon privative d’'une partie du domaine public ")
and See also R. Chapus: Droit administratif, T Il, Montchrestien, 14iéme ed., p. 496-497/ Youssef
Saad Allah al Khoury: Public domain and private domain, Sader, 1999, p.307. The latter
considers that such criteria have been adopted by Lebanese judicial decisions)

% This 2% minimum fee applies to the mode of occupancy and/or use of the public domain
grounded into a fixed piece of land for the purpose of broadening the exploitation of such a land,
which would be the case with telecommunications infrastructure. Other caps apply to other

modes of use that are not relevant to telecommunications infrastructure. For occupancy and/or
use of public domain that does not entail grounding into a defined piece of land (e.g., strolling
street merchants), fees must be at least equal to 1% of the value of the piece of land occupied.
For occupancy of the air by parasols and curtains fixed into the ground, the fees must be included
within @ maximum (LL 20,000) and a minimum (LL 2,000) fee.

®1 Articles 45 and 46 of Law No. 60/1980 have until now mainly been applied to occupancy above
ground. However, they would also apply to the installation and use of ducts. Ducts would be
regarded as occupancy and use of the public domain grounded into a fixed piece of land for the
Ezurpose of broadening the exploitation of such land.

This committee includes a member of the Municipal Council, an engineer from the municipality
or from the town planning, an employee from the Ministry of Interior and Municipalities, an expert
in land or real estate, the Kaimakam or a representative belonging the third category of
Gesmployees of the Muhafaza of Kaimakam and an engineer from Town planning.
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the valuation. The Municipal Council is supposed to set rules and criteria for fees to be
applied (within the restrictions defined by the law), and its decision must be approved by
the relevant Kaimakam.®® The TRA understands, however, that in practice most
municipalities have not predefined objective criteria.

The TRA considers that the framework described above for municipal property does not
as a general matter need to be overhauled and replaced by another framework in the
Article 35(3) decree. The TRA believes that there are strong advantages to working with
the procedures and restrictions that already apply. In particular, these include the
reduced implementation burden that would be faced by the municipalities. The TRA
therefore recommends that the Article 35(3) decree clarify and confirm the application of
the fees described above to municipal public domain property.

The TRA considers, however, that it is appropriate to distinguish between use of
property above ground and underground. As noted above, the minimum exploitation fee
of 2% of the value of the land would apply to the use of ducts under the existing
framework. However, the TRA understands that this was introduced primarily with above
ground use in mind, and without considering use underground. The TRA considers that,
after installation, underground usage such as ducts does not disturb or interfere with
above ground value or usage in a way that affects the public or other exploitation of the
property. A variety of ways to reflect this difference might be employed, and in this case
the TRA favors the same sort of simplicity that gave rise to the 2% minimum in the first
place. The TRA considers that a utilization factor should be applied to discount the fees
applicable to rights of way in the case of underground facilities. The TRA recommends
that fees for use of rights of way for underground facilities, mainly duct systems, should
be set at 10% of the level of fees for use of property above ground.

8.3.2 Charges for use of State public domain property

Article 16 of Decision No. 144/1925 (when read together with Article 65 of the
Constitution) provides that charges for occupancy of the public domain of the State
should be fixed by decree. However, Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law
provides that the decree shall set the “basis” for the allocation of charges,
compensations and fees, which does not mean the charges, compensations and fees
themselves.
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The TRA has found no reason to discriminate between the amounts of fees for
occupation of the municipal and State public domains. The TRA recommends therefore
that the Article 35(3) decree set the clear basis for the charges for use of rights of way
that covers the public domain of the State, consistent with fees for the municipal public
domain.

8.3.3 Charges for rights of way in the Article 35(3) decree

Charging for recovery of costs and for use of rights of way on the scale clearly
envisaged by the Telecommunications Law risks becoming extremely complex,
demanding extensive and inefficient use of administrative resources, and lacking
transparency and predictability — both for public entities and service providers. It will be
important to minimize such risks in a manner that is consistent with the principles in the
recommendations above.

Recommended Provision

As compensation for use of rights of way, Government Departments may charge usage
fees up to but not exceeding the following amounts:

(1) Above ground
In the case of above ground and aerial facilities (including poles, towers, and above-
ground cables and aerials), Government Departments may charge an annual occupancy

fee as follows:

ROW fees for installing a new pole or tower = 2% x Land value x (Area needed to
install fixture like pole or tower)

The minimum area for a pole or tower is considered to be 1 square meter.
(2) Underground

In the case of underground facilities (mainly duct systems), Government Departments
may charge an annual occupancy fee based on the following formula:

ROW fees for installing new duct system = 2% x Land value x (linear length of
infrastructure x width) x Utilization factor

The terms used in the formulas above have the following meanings:
Width is assumed to be 1 meter unless it is larger, in which case the actual width is used

Land value is the value per square meter of the land as estimated by the Government
Department, subject to the following ceilings:

Beirut : $ 100 — 200
Center of Muhafazat: $ 75-100
Center of Kazza: $ 50-75
National roads and highways $ 25-50
Other places: $1-25

Utilization factor is 10%
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Service providers will likely seek assurance that addition of new facilities to the same
property will not result in new charges for the right of way it is already using.

Recommended Provision

A Service Provider can add new facilities (e.g., ducts, poles, equipment, aerials) to
previously installed facilities without having to pay any ROW fees as long as the new
facilities do not result in a material extension of the originally authorized Permitted Use.

8.4 Stamp duties

8.4.1 Power to amend stamp duties

Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law empowers the Council of Ministers to
establish conditions for the use of public properties, procedures for requests for such
use, and the basis for the allocation of charges, compensations and fees. It is to do so
by a decree upon the proposal of the Minister, based on a study prepared by the TRA
and on the opinion of the relevant government authority.

The TRA believes this provision is intended to introduce a comprehensive framework for
terms and conditions applying to authorizations to use public properties, including all
charges, compensations and fees that may be levied by the State in connection with
such authorizations.

Among the various matters to which stamp duties apply in Lebanon, stamp duties are
set in respect of authorizations to occupy the public domain granted by the State and
municipalities.®® Stamp duties are considered to be an indirect tax in Lebanon, and
according to Article 82 of the Lebanese Constitution, modification of taxes must be made
by a law.?® Lebanese law emphasizes the importance of respecting the hierarchy of
legislative authority and this is clearly relevant to modification of taxes.®’

It has been shown to be possible nevertheless for a law to authorize the Council of
Ministers acting by decree in effect to modify taxes by providing exemptions, and indeed
this has been applied to stamp duties.®® It is not impossible, therefore, for a law to
authorize the Council of Ministers to modify stamp duties applicable to authorizations for
service providers to occupy the public domain. Furthermore, the term for “stamp duties”
is the same as that used for fees in Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law (as~.).
And although fees payable in exchange for occupation of the public domain have in the

® Annex 1 of Legislative Decree No. 67/1967.

% Article 82 provides: “No tax may be modified or abolished except by virtue of law.”

®7 Decision No. 340/2002-2003 dated 10 March 2003 of the State Council reiterates the rule that
an authority ranking lower in the hierarchy must comply with rules defines by an authority ranking
higher.

® Articles 5 and 2(3) of Law No. 114/1991 provide for example that the Council of Ministers may,
after consultation of both Minister of Finance and the Minister of Foreign Affairs, by decree grant
exemptions, privileges and immunities set out under Articles 2, 3 and 4 of Law No. 114/1991 to
non profit international organizations. Such exemptions include stamp duties.
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For these reasons, the TRA is advised that it is reasonable to conclude that Article 35(3)
is a law sufficient to modify stamp duties in accordance with Article 82 of the Constitution
— and to do so by authorizing such modification to be made by decree of the Council of
Ministers.

The TRA is also aware, however, that it may alternatively be argued that the term for
fees (p»~) is used for many kinds of indirect taxes and fees and that a restrictive
interpretation should apply in light of Article 82 of the Constitution, and that Article 35(3)
of the Telecommunications Law therefore should not be interpreted as applying to stamp
duties. It may also be argued that the aforementioned precedent by which the Council of
Ministers was empowered to provide for exemptions to indirect taxes, including stamp
duties, was provided for very specifically in the relevant law, and that by comparison
Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications Law is not sufficiently specific in authorizing
changes to applicable taxes.

In light of the above, the TRA is seeking clarification of the legal position as to whether
or not the Council of Ministers has the power to amend stamp duties under Article 35(3).
In case it is concluded whether now or at a later date that Article 35(3) has not provided
such power, the TRA also recommends the enactment by law by Parliament of a
provision making it clear that the Council of Ministers is explicitly authorized to amend
stamp duties applicable to authorizations granted to telecommunications service
providers to occupy the public domain under Article 35(3) of the Telecommunications
Law.

8.4.2 Desirable changes to stamp duties

The TRA understands that stamp duties would apply only to the granting of an
authorization to occupy the public domain and not to charges for information requests,
maintenance and related costs and costs of capital improvements. If it is concluded that
the Article 35(3) decree may change stamp duties or clarify the application of existing
stamp duty provisions, the TRA would recommend certain such specific changes and
clarifications.

8.4.2.1 Capital improvements

Existing stamp duties for authorizations for occupation of the public domain were not set
taking into account the nature of the various uses that telecommunications service
providers will make of the public domain. The stamp duty framework was set before the
Telecommunications Law was enacted and in particular without consideration for private
telecommunications service provider use of ducts. The stamp duty amounts depend on
the area on which occupation is authorized. The stamp duties apply on a per square
meter basis and range from LL 10,000 to LL 100,000 (approximately US$6.66 to
US$66.66) per square meter, subject to a min stamp duty of LL 500,000 (approximately
US$ 333) and a max stamp duty of LL 5,000,000 (approximately US$ 3,333) per
authorization.

% See Decision No. 180, May 22, 1979, Decisions of administrative judges in Lebanon, Public
and private domain, p. 75
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The TRA is advised that under current stamp duty legislation, such stamp duties could
be considered applicable to authorizations to use the public domain regardless of
whether the occupancy is above or below ground since the provisions of annex 1 of the
legislative decree are broad in their wording (they refer to authorizations to occupy public
domain in general). Yet the TRA believes the stamp duties described above were set
more in relation to, and are more suitable for, plots of land than ducts which are narrow,
linear, underground, many kilometers long and horizontal. Unlike other occupations of
public domain property, the installation of fiber in ducts causes little or no change to the
available use of the public domain property. Constructing a building on public domain
land prevents that land being used for other purposes, whereas roads above and ground
adjacent to the ducts can still be used as before, unaffected by fiber installed in the
ducts. Thus the TRA finds the rationale for applying the same level of stamp duty to use
of ducts to be weak. (This kind of particularity posed by service provider access to public
property is an example of why it is reasonable to conclude that Article 35(3) empowered
the Council of Ministers to set the basis for the allocation of charges, compensations and
fees, discussed in section 8.4.1 above.)

The TRA expects telecommunications service providers to need to lay many kilometers
of fiber under public domain land or in many kilometers of public domain ducts. It is
possible that in practice numerous separate authorizations from the State will be
required for use of its ducts. It is possible too that many additional municipal
authorizations in the 940 municipalities will be required to the extent that service
providers need to install adjoining facilities on or under municipal roads or other public
domain land.

In particular, given the length of ducts likely to be required, each separate authorization
may quickly reach the LL 5,000,000 (approximately US$3,333) cap on stamp duties. The
TRA is advised that every single authorization document attracts stamp duty even if it is
part of a broader authorization process.

For this reason, it is possible for stamp duties across the country to accumulate to large
costs for service providers and act as a serious disincentive to the very investment in
telecommunications infrastructure which Article 35(3) was intended to facilitate.

The TRA believes that it is consistent with the Telecommunications Law generally, and
in particular Article 35(3), to keep stamp duty costs reasonable. As noted above, there is
a strong rationale for stamp duty for use of existing public domain ducts — which does
not disturb the use of the land — to be set much lower than for other occupation of the
public domain.

The TRA finds that for use of the ducts, a simple step would be to:

e apply the stamp duty rates currently applying on a per square meter basis on the
basis of per kilometer length instead; and

o apply a minimum stamp duty per authorization of LL 100,000 (approximately
US$66) and maximum per authorization of LL 1,000,000 (approximately
US$666).
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Depending on the conclusions reached concerning the scope of Article 35(3) described
in section 8.4.1 of this Study, the TRA may recommend such provisions for the Article
35(3) decree.

In addition, the TRA would also recommend that service providers seek to minimize the
number of applications they make to individual public entities for use of multiple
properties. The TRA understands from existing practice that it should be possible for
municipalities to authorize use of multiple properties in a single authorization which
would therefore attract only a single stamp duty, which would be subject to the cap.

8.4.2.2 Rights of way

The ducts are of course not the only public domain property that service providers may
wish to use. Where service providers plan to bury cable underground or even install their
own ducts on public domain land, stamp duties will apply to authorizations to do so.
Again, the risk is high that multiple authorizations will run up high stamp duty costs for
service providers and act as a disincentive for investment. Here, however, the TRA
recognizes that occupation of the land does affect its alternative uses, since it may be
necessary to prevent digging close to or construction above the new cable or ducts.
Thus the rationale for reducing the rates of stamp duties is weaker. However, the TRA
does find that the risk is serious that each of the 940 municipalities may in practice grant
many authorizations resulting in an unnecessarily large amount of stamp duty. For this
reason, again, the TRA recommends that requests for use of multiple properties be
collected in a single application which can be approved by a single authorization, subject
to a single stamp duty.

8.5 Monitoring and regular review

By and large, service providers are expected to deal directly with public authorities. It
would be valuable to monitor charges that are applied in order to assess the ongoing
successfulness of the implementation of the Article 35(3) decree and from time to time if
necessary advise the Minister of changes that may be needed for him to propose to the
Council of Ministers. As author of this Study and regulator of service providers, the TRA
is the most likely candidate equipped to carry this out.

The TRA therefore recommends that the Article 35(3) decree provide for periodic review
by the TRA and public entities of the charges. Such review would result in the Council of
Ministers adopting revisions to the charging provision of the decree, and should ensure
that ongoing charges are consistent with the developing experience of large scale use
and occupancy of public properties.

Recommended Provision

Government Departments must file with the TRA their standard charges, compensations
and fees and the basis of their calculation. The TRA will from time to time, in consultation
with the relevant Government Departments and Service Providers, conduct periodic
reviews through a public consultation process of techniques and formulas for fair and
reasonable allocation of charges, compensations and fees and of the typical and
customary, and other relevant factors for setting, fees for use of rights of way by licensed
Telecommunications Service Providers. If, based on the results of any such review, the
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TRA determines that the parameters at such time should be modified, then the TRA wiill
submit its advice and recommendations of changes to the Minister of
Telecommunications, who in turn may propose such changes to the Council of Ministers,
and such changes will become effective upon approval by decree of the Council of
Ministers. All Government Departments must review and adjust their charges for
Permitted Uses of Covered Public Property based on each such decree.

9. CONCLUSION

In preparing this Study, the TRA conducted numerous interviews with representatives of
relevant Ministries and other public authorities and has taken extensive advice from its
specialist Lebanese legal advisers and international telecommunications legal advisers.

Based on the information so obtained, the TRA has concluded that existing Lebanese
law and existing practices and attitudes of Lebanese public authorities and
administrators, if supported by one or more appropriately drafted decrees under Article
35(3) of the Telecommunications Law, can provide a framework for use of public
properties by telecommunications service providers that is comparable to that found in
other countries and that is sufficient to achieve the Law’s goal of attracting domestic and
international investment in new telecommunications infrastructure in Lebanon. The
boxes in this Study contain recommended provisions for inclusion in such a decree.

Beirut, 2009
Signed: Kamal S. Shehadi

Chairman and CEO
For and by authority of the Telecommunications Regulatory Authority
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Annex A

Summary of relevant authorities

1- Authorities responsible for authorizing occupancy of the

public domain in Lebanon

Category of properties
State property

Municipal property

Relevant authority

Council of ministers
* Article 16 of Decision No. 144/1925.

> For property pertaining to the municipality
and located within the municipality the relevant
authority to authorize occupancy is the
President of the municipality except for Beirut
where the Mouhafez is the relevant authority.

> For property pertaining to the municipality but
located outside the municipality, the relevant

authority is the Mouhafez or Kaimakam.
* Article 16 of decision No. 144/1925

* Article 67 of Legislative decree No. 118/1977

* Article 44 of Law No. 60/1988.

Whether a property falls within the public domain of the State or a municipality not only depends
on its location but also on whether it is allocated to the national or municipal interest.

* Article 4 of Decision No. 144/1925

2- Authorities having property over and/or managing
infrastructure telecom service providers are likely to use

Category of properties

1-Municipal roads

* Article 62 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977 specifies
that public roads that run within the municipality (with the
exception of State roads) fall within the public domain of
the municipality.

2-State roads

* State roads (international, main, secondary and local) are
defined under Decree No. 1315/1965 /Annex (amended by
Decree No. 1742/1979).

3-Telecommunication networks /infrastructure

Relevant authorities
The rule: The relevant authority is the
President of the municipality (Digging/ Traffic)

Exception: Beirut: The Mouhafez.
* Articles 74 and 67 of Legislative Decree No. 118/1977.

Traffic may be referred to the Internal Security
Forces in cities that do not have a municipal

police force.

* Article 1-5 of Decree No. 953/1991.

General directorate of the Internal Security
Forces (Traffic)

* Article 232 of Law No. 17/1990; Decree No. 953/1991
provides a list of the cities where the internal security
forces are in charge of traffic management.

Director of roads, Ministry of public works and
transport (Digging)

* Article 4 of legislative decree No. 68/1983
Telecommunications infrastructure
property administered by MoT

* Article 189 of Legislative decree No. 126/1959
* Article 1 of Legislative Decree No. 127/1959.
* Article 1 of Law No. 21/1972.

Ogero is a public body endowed with legal
personality and under the tutelle of the Ministry
of telecommunications.

is State

It only ensures management
/maintenance/operations on some
infrastructure

* Eg: Article 1 of Legislative Decree No. 127/1959; Atrticle



Category of properties

4-Electricity networks/infrastructure

5-Water and sewers networks.

Relevant authorities
1 of Decree No. 5613/1994

EDL is a public body endowed with legal
personality and is under the “tutelle” of the
ministry energy and water.

The main networks of electricity infrastructure
are the property of EDL:
- Former public electricity infrastructure
was transferred to EDL.
- EDL has the right to build electricity

infrastructure..
* Articles 2, 3 and 26 of Decree No. 16878/1964

Although other entities (notably public) can own
electricity infrastructure, the main core of the
infrastructure is controlled and owned by EDL.
There are currently concessions for distribution
of electricity (Zahlé, Jbeil, Aley and
Bhamdoun). EDL now controls that of

Khadisha.
* EDL website
* Articles 26 of Decree No. 16878/1964

The day Law No0.462/2002 is applied; the
sector will evolve towards privatization and
progressively fall out of the scope of article 35
of Law No. 431.

There are currently four water public bodies in
Lebanon: Beirut and Mount Lebanon/ North
Lebanon / Bekaa / South Lebanon.

They are endowed with legal personality and
are under the “tutelle” of the Ministry of water

and energy.
* Article 3 of Law 221/2000 as amended by law No.
241/2000

The new legal/regulatory provisions organized
merger of former water bodies into the new 4
current water public bodies. Rights, obligations
and projects of the former water public bodies
are transferred to the 4 new water public

bodies
* Articles 1 and 6 of decree No. 8122/2002

The water public bodies are in charge of the
study, building, maintenance, exploitation and
renewal of both water distribution and sewers
networks in the scope of their respective

geographical areas.
* Article 4 of Law 221/2000

Provisions of Decree No. 14597/2005 refer to
the constructions and properties of the water
public bodies, more specifically to extensions
linking the public network and the customer

and notably running under public roads.
* Articles 11, 12 and 51 of Decree No. 14597/2005.
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Category of properties Relevant authorities
The State via the ministry has undertaken/ still
undertakes construction of water infrastructure,

including water networks.

* Article 2 of Law No. 221/2000

* Article 25 of Decree No. 5469/1966

* EgQ. Article 4 of Decree No. 14872/1957
* Decree No. 1425/1999

Municipalities have also built and ensured
maintenance of water projects, notably sewers

within their geographical scope of competence.
* Eg. Articles 49 and 136 of legislative decree No.
118/1977.

Unions of municipalities are also entitled by the
law to built sewers networks covering several

municipalities that are members of the Union.
* Articles 74 and 126 of Legislative decree No. 118/1977

In practice water public bodies still do not have

information on/control over sewers networks.
* Information provided to the TRA by the Beirut and Mount
Lebanon water public body.

6-Railway tracks Railway tracks are the property of the

Lebanese State.
* Article 2 and 4 of Decision No. 144/1925

The Railway public body is a public body
endowed with legal personality. It only has
authority to exploit and manage the railway

tracks.
* Article 2 of Decree No. 6479/1961.

Other:
1- Water, sewers, electricity and telecommunications networks built by land companies ( 4,3

4y i) are built on behalf and for the State
* Article 3 of Law No.117/1991.
* Eg. Solidere (article 61 of Decree No. 2537/1992)

2- Infrastructure built by Council for development and reconstruction CDR is not the property of

CDR. Such infrastructure notably includes water, electricity and sewers.
*Article 5-7-1 Legislative decree No. 5/1977
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Annex B Charges for Use of Public Rights of Way in France

The following is an excerpt from the OECD study “Public Rights of Way for Fibre
Deployment to the Home””® and quotes from French legislation, R. 20-51 and 20-52 of the
CPCE:

France: The Total Annual Fees

The total annual fees, determined in each case in accordance with Article R. 20-51,
depending on duration of occupation, advantages to the permit-holder and rental value
of the location occupied shall not exceed: (Article R. 20-52 of the CPCE).

l. Public property (highways):

1. For use of ground or under ground level, per kilometre, per cable: EUR 300 for
motorways; EUR 30 for the rest of the road network.

2. In other cases per kilometre, per cable: 40 EUR.

3. For facilities other than radio stations: EUR 20 per m2 of surface area. No charge
applies for land-take for supports for cables mentioned in 1 and 2.

Il. Public property other than highways, excluding maritime property:
a) Public property (rivers):

1. For use of ground and underground level, per kilometre and per cable: EUR 1 000.
2. In other cases per kilometre and per cable: EUR 1 000.

3. For facilities other than radio stations: EUR 650 per m2 of surface area. No charge
applies for land-take for supports for cables mentioned in 1 and 2.

b) Public property (railways):

1. For use at ground or underground level, per kilometre and per cable: EUR 3 000.

2. For other cases, per kilometre and per cable: EUR 3 000.

3. For facilities other than radio stations: EUR 650 per m? of surface area. However, no
fee applies for the land-take for supports for the cables mentioned in 1 and 2.

c) On other annexes of public property other than highways:

1. For use of ground and underground level, per kilometre and per cable: EUR 1 000.
2. In other cases per kilometre and per cable: EUR 1 000.

3. For facilities other than radio stations: EUR 650 per m2 of surface area. No charge
applies for land-take for supports for cables mentioned in 1 and 2.

" Public Rights of Way for Fibre Deployment to the Home, 04-Apr-2008, OECD, Committee for
Information, Computer and Communications Policy, DSTI/ICCP/CISP(2007)5/FINAL



Annex C Charges for Use of Public Rights of Way in Other Countries

The following are excerpted from the OECD Study “Public Rights of Way for Fibre
Deployment to the Home”:

Australia

There is no legislative requirement for compensation for access to installing new
infrastructure with the exception of where a person suffers financial loss or damage
because of anything done by the carrier. In such a case compensation is payable as
agreed between the parties or as determined by a court of competent jurisdiction. Carrier
licence conditions require carriers to provide access to their towers and underground
ducts to other carriers on terms agreed between the parties or, failing agreement,
determined by an arbitrator appointed by the carriers. If the parties fail to agree on the
appointment of an arbitrator, the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
becomes the arbitrator.

Austria

Providers of a communications network are entitled to demand rights of way on public
property, such as streets, footpaths, public places and the airspace above, with the
exception of public water facilities, free of charge and without special authorisation. This
basically also applies for rights of way concerning the local loop. Private property owners
otherwise are entitled to demand compensation corresponding to the loss in value.

Belgium

For the right of use, the authority may not impose any tax, levy, dues or fees of any kind
upon the public telecommunications network operator concerned. Moreover, every
public telecommunications network operator disposes, free of charge, of a right of way
for cables, overhead lines and corresponding equipment on public or private building
sites, which are laid on the public domain (article 98 of the Act of 21 march 1991).
Nevertheless, the authorities concerned may ask the operators for compensation of the
costs incurred.

Canada

In its Telecom Decision CRTC 2001-23, 48 issued on January 2001, granting Ledcor
access to municipal rights of way, the CRTC ruled that Vancouver was entitled to
recover causal costs only, such as plan review and inspection fees, relocation costs,
pavement restoration and lost productivity, but it was not entitled to collect fees for the
right to use those rights of way (economic rent). The CRTC stated in its reasons that,
while its decision was based on the particular facts of the case, the causal costs
principle would assist municipalities and carriers in negotiating the terms on which
municipal consent would be given for carriers to construct, maintain and operate
transmission lines on municipal property. The decision was appealed to the Federal
Court of Appeal which upheld the CRTC ruling and in 2003 the Supreme Court of
Canada refused to hear a federation of Canadian Municipalities appeal.

Czech Republic

Under Section 111(1) and (2) of the Building Act, the entity or person whose property
has been expropriated is entitled to compensation of an amount corresponding to the
usual price of the land or of the building or structure, including all and any
appurtenances thereto, if the ownership title has been withdrawn, or of an amount
corresponding to the price of the right of way if the ownership title was limited by



establishing the right of way or if a right corresponding to the right of way has been
withdrawn or limited. In addition to these compensations, the entity or person is entitled
to reimbursement for the costs of moving away, costs of changing the place of business
and any other such costs as may be reasonably incurred by the entity or person being
expropriated due to and in connection with the expropriation. The method of
determination of such compensations, and the amounts thereof, must correspond to the
financial damage suffered by the expropriated entity or person as a result of the
expropriation. In the event that the usual price is lower than the price determined on the
basis of price provisions, the compensation should be in the amount of the price
determined on the basis of the price provisions.

Denmark

When applications or notifications of placing cables and siting masts are similar to
ordinary planning and building cases, the municipality in question may charge for the
review process. These fees must be made public on the municipality.s website.
Additionally, the municipalities can ask the companies to contribute with suggestions to
the district plan and hereby carry expenses on to the companies.

Finland
Only a fee concerning supervision measures and other official duties must be paid to the
local authority, in accordance with a tariff approved by that authority.

France

The fees for public highway usage by electronic communications operators are set by
the local executive authority within the limits stipulated by Article R.20-52 of the Code
and in accordance with the criteria set out in Article R.20-51. The decree allows some
leeway at the discretion of the authorities, as follows; first, the authority may set fees at
the level it wishes. It must balance revenues against the indirect advantages of
promoting the development of electronic communications in its jurisdiction; second, the
very principle of a fee for the use of public property enables the local authority to require
land use plans, which will facilitate any subsequent infrastructure sharing; third, the
Decree opens the door to differential duct fees depending on occupancy, which is an
option for identifying reserve capacity and for providing an incentive to operators to
manage resources economically. The total fees take into account the duration of
occupancy, the rental value of the location occupied and the material, economic, legal
and operating advantages to the permit-holder. The manager of public property can set
a lower fee for unoccupied than for occupied ducting. The sum of these fees is paid to
the property manager or concessionaire in accordance with the conditions set in the
right-of-way permit of article R. 20-51 of the CPCE.

Germany

There is no article directly stipulating financial compensation for access to and use of
municipal public rights of way. Use is always free of charge. Only a small fee may be
charged for granting permission to install cables (technical specifications).

Japan

There is no article directly stipulating financial compensation for access to and use of
municipal public

rights of way.

Korea
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The fee for an application for occupying a public road is USD 1.00 per case. The
restoration of the excavated road is performed by the district office at the cost of the
telecom operator to prevent moral hazard of the telecom operator after installing ducts or
poles. A telecom operator must pay charges for occupying public roads according to
Section 43 of the Law on Public Roads. Section 26-2 of the Presidential Order on the
Law on Public Roads describes how to calculate charges for occupying public roads,
which varies according to areas (Seoul, other metropolitan areas, and non-metropolitan
areas) and facilities (poles, public payphone booth, ducts, and other facilities). Section
44 of the Law on Planning and Use of National Land requires that a telecom operator
obtain permission from the head of the District Office to occupy common utility pipe
conduit for telecom, gas, electric power, water or sewage, and pay the charges for
occupying the conduit determined by the decree of the district office. It is also possible to
use the wall space of the subway system after negotiation with Seoul Metro. However,
the usage is minimal because the charge is much more expensive than that set by the
district office.

Netherlands

If a provider wants to use a third party.s network, this third party has to share its network
if it is technically possible. Charging for it may be possible, but there is no compensation
system. When applications or notifications of placing cables and sitting masts are similar
to ordinary planning and building cases, the municipality in question may charge for the
review process. These fees must be made public on the municipality.s website.
Additionally, the municipalities can ask the companies to contribute with suggestions to
the district plan and hereby carry expenses on to the companies.

New Zealand
There is no legislative requirement for compensation for access to installing new
infrastructure.

Norway

The system of taxation and other financial burdens on network owners is different from
municipality to municipality. There is no common approach to financial compensation for
access to and use of municipal public rights of way which would apply to the local loop.
The compensation is based on the value of alternative use of the land or rights.

Portugal

There is no specific rule requiring financial compensation for access and use of
municipal rights of way to the local loop. For access and use of municipal public rights of
way the law foresees a municipal fee for rights of way . MFRW.50 The rights and
charges as regards implanting, crossing or passing over of systems, equipments and
further resources of undertakings providing publicly available electronic communications
networks and services, at a fixed location, of a public or private municipal domain, may
give rise to the establishment of that municipal fee. In municipalities where the MFRW is
collected, the undertakings who provide publicly available electronic communications
networks and services, at a fixed location, shall explicitly include the amount due in the
bills to their end-clients.

Singapore

Access to the incumbent’s rights of way infrastructure/facilities is charged in a cost-
based manner.
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Rates can be referenced from Schedule 9 (Subsection 5) of the Reference
Interconnection Offer which is available at IDA.s website. Access to building owners.
facilities as spelt out in the Code of Practice for Info-communications Facilities in
Buildings (COPIF) is made available without charge. For road excavations, the Land
Transport Authority levies an administrative charge to process applications. Operators
are also made responsible for repairing the roads after the works.

Spain

The general tax levying capacity corresponds to local entities, pursuant to the local tax
agencies. law, whereas fixing rates per licence corresponds to what the respective tax
ordinances of local Entities provide for. The rates fixed in the General
Telecommunications Act correspond to the General State Administration and have
nothing to do with local taxes. On the other hand, the Local Tax Agencies. Regulating
Act (Royal Decree 2/2004, of 5 March, wherein the revised text of the Local Tax
Agencies. Regulating Act is approved) provides for the method to calculate the rates
foreseen for exclusive use or for exploitation of the local public domain.

Switzerland
Financial compensation may only cover the costs of the municipal public rights of way.

United Kingdom

The telecom-related legislation and regulation does not specify any financial
compensation for access to and use of municipal public rights of way which would apply
to the local loop. Code operators are, however, required to put in place funds (a bond,
insurance policy or other financial instrument) to meet any specified liabilities to protect
Highways Authorities against incomplete street works. The specified liabilities would
arise should a Code operator cease to trade and leave apparatus on, under or over
public highways. The Highway Authority may choose to remove the apparatus or need to
reinstate the public highway and would be able to claim against the funds put in place by
the Code operator to cover its costs in removing the apparatus or reinstating the public
highway. In terms of planning for access to and use of municipal public rights of way,
applicants have to pay fees to local planning authorities to consider applications for prior
approval and planning permission. However, such fees are to enable the local planning
authority to provide a good quality service. They are not intended as compensation for
access to a right of way. For street works, under a permit system operators will be
charged per permit they apply for. This fee is to cover the costs involved in issuing a
permit and co-ordinating the works with others in the locality, which insure that a number
of different works, by different utilities, are not taking place at the same time in close
vicinity to each other. Permit fees are only intended to cover the cost to the local
highway authority of administrating utility led street works. Fees should not be set at a
level which generates surplus revenue for the local highway authority; this is regulated
by the Department for Transport which sets the maximum fee limits. Therefore, permit
fees are not compensation but allow local authorities to mitigate some of the disruption
caused by the works.

United States

Section 224 of the Communications Act specifies “just and reasonable” rates for
attachments by telecommunications carriers to provide telecommunications service and
for attachments by cable television systems used solely to provide cable service. The
system of compensation specified by section 224 is based on an allocation to the
attacher of a portion of the costs associated with the usable and unusable space on the
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pole. The FCC uses these rate formulas when the parties are unable to resolve a
dispute regarding the attachment rate themselves.
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Annex D FCC Pole Attachment and Duct Formulas

The following is excerpted from the FCC provisions on rates for charges for pole
attachments (see http://www.fcc.gov/eb/mdrd/PoleAtt.html):

Pole Attachment Rates. Many pole attachment complaints allege that the annual rates charged
for attachments are not just and reasonable. As directed by Congress, the Commission has
devised formulas for calculating the maximum lawful rate that can be charged for attachments.
Rates for cable television system attachments are governed by a different formula than
telecommunications attachments.

The Commission applies the following formula to determine the maximum allowable annual pole
attachment rate for cable television systems that do not also provide telecommunications
services:

Maximum Space Factor x Net Cost of ) Carrying
= A 2 i X
Rate peee Ty a Bare Pole ™ Charge Rate
Where Space Occupied by Attachment
Space = — —
Factor Fotal Usable Space

where Space Occupied is presumed to be one foot, Usable Space is presumed to be 13.5 feet
and Pole Height is presumed to be 37.5 feet

The Commission applies the following formula to determine the maximum allowable rate for pole
attachments that provide telecommunications services:

[Carrying |
Maximum Rate = Space Factor = Net Cost ol a Bare Pole = L Charge
Fate

|" Space Unusable Space
_ ) L Occupied ||
Where Space Factor -

#

.|+

fad | I~a

No. of Attaching Entities |

Pole E[-:ighl

where Space Occupied is presumed to be one foot, Unusable Space is presumed to be 24 feet
and Pole Height is presumed to be 37.5 feet

The FCC applies the following formula to determine the maximum allowable conduit rate for cable
television systems and providers of telecommunications:

Masimum I | Duct Mo of  Met Conduil Investment | -4mying
Fate per | - - [ Duets %3 — | = Charge
Limear ftan, L Mumber of Duets - Mo, of Inner Duets || 5 System Duet Length (fE/m. ) Rale
(Parcentage of Conduit Capacity (Mt Lingar Cost of a Conduit

where the number of ducts is presumed to be two. Simplified as:


http://www.fcc.gov/eb/mdrd/PoleAtt.html

Maximum Rate | Duct y Net Conduit Investment

Per Linear l/m. Na. of Inner Ducts System Duct Length (ft./m.)

where the number of ducts is presumed to be two.

Carrying
= Charge

Fate
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Annex E Application for Use of Public Ducts, Poles, Antenna Sites, Rights of
Way and Certain Other Public Properties

This form is for licensed telecommunications service providers that want to use public
properties pursuant to article 35 of law No. 431/2002 and its implementing decree No.(----)

e The applicant

Company’s name

Registration number

Name of the Company’s
representative

Telecom License ID as
issued by the TRA of
Lebanon

Address

Telephone

Mobile

Email

Fax

Other (specify)

e Type of Application

Grant an authorization

Renew an authorization

Amend an authorization

e Type of Works

Install new infrastructure

Specify the public property (under the control of the Public Authority) object of the request (e.g.
Roads, Water pipes, Sewers, Railway tracks, etc.):

And/Or

Use/ utilize existing infrastructure ‘ ‘

Specify the public property (under the control of the Public Authority) object of the request (e.g.
Poles, Towers, Existing ducts, etc.):

e Timeline of intended works:

a. Expected Duration:

b. Dates if available:




Description of the works

a. Scope of work and detailed specifications relevant to the request (humber and type
of sites, locations, dimensions, etc.)

b. The percentage occupied space of the duct system, pole height, or area needed to
install fixtures like poles or towers as applicable

c. Tentative Project implementation plan

d. Attach a map (with a clear legend and a minimum scale of 1:5,000 for Beirut and
1:20,000 for rest of Lebanon) covering the works area and show locations of
proposed sites

e. Any alterations to the public properties and/or impact on the use of such properties

f. Measures that will be taken to ensure that the public property will be restored to its
original state after the completion of the works

g. Whether and how the installed infrastructure enables sharing with other Service
Providers

Provide statement of the technical and financial capability of the entity that will
carry out and handover the works for which authorization is being requested

Describe other reasonable alternative routes or ways considered to achieve the
purpose of this request including those rejected by other public authorities.

Provide statement of project’s objectives including items such as:
a. Telecom network build (transmission network, switches, points of presence, etc.)
b. Telecom network services (residential, business, broadband, Internet, etc.)

c. Expected public benefits (number of subscribers, population/geographic coverage,
etc.)

Describe probable, positive and negative effects on the population in the work area
including the following items:

a. Social and economical aspects

b. Impact on traffic, pedestrians, etc.

Provide the name, contact information and qualifications of the individuals
responsible for managing safety both during construction and afterwards
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e Mention and attach (if available) other authorizations required to implement the
project issued or to be issued by public authorities including but not limited to the
following:

a. Relevant municipality

b. Relevant Kaimakam or Mouhafez

c. Ministry of Water and Energy

d. Water Public Bodies

e. Electricite du Liban (EDL)

f.  Ministry of Public Works and Transport
g. Ministry of Telecommunications

h. Ministry of Information

. Additional information

The applicant hereby declares that:
- To the best of its knowledge, all the information provided above as well as enclosed in
the application is true, correct and complete.

- To the best of its knowledge, use of public properties as contemplated above will not
cause directly or indirectly any adverse impact on the environment, on public properties
or on any other public service provided utilizing such properties

- All works will be carried out following state of the art technologies and that hazardous,
illegal or unauthorized material/equipment will not be used or stored in, under or above
public properties

- It will comply with any terms, conditions and restrictions set out by laws and regulations
in force as well as by the public authority including but not limited to fees, compensations
and charges, safety standards, insurance coverage and any measure required to
minimize the inconvenience works can entail for the general public, and if dissatisfied
with the terms of the authorization, it will resort to the TRA for mediation within one
month as of the day the public authority delivers its response.

Pursuant to article 35 of law No. 431/2002, the public authority shall deliver a response to the
applicant within one month as of the day the application is submitted by way of registered mail
with acknowledgement of receipt.
The public authority shall spell out the reason for the dismissal of a request.
All information of a confidential nature provided by the service provider in the application shall not
be unduly disclosed by the public authority.
Date

Signature ---- (in his capacity as (----)
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