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ABSTRACT

Recently many players offering new types of ICT services are making an entrance into market. The problem
is that these players are not included in the current electronic telecommunications services classification on the
relevant law. Thus vacuum of regulation and obligation duty has arisen. This sort of vacuum of regulation and
obligation duty is precipitating conflict among ICT players leading to the decrease of economic effectives in
market as well as playing as causes to hinder sustainable ICT industry development.The last goal of electronic
telecommunications services classification is horizontal regulatory framework. However it will take a very time to
be transformed to horizontal regulatory framework. Thus this study empirically investigates the evolution steps of

current regulatory framework before the final transformation to horizontal regulatory framework
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Common carrier(R), Special Carrier(R)+ Part of
2 Value Added Carrier(S), Value Added Carrier(I) 8110166 10108 110
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9 Added Carrier(T) 6 |10/ 6 |10|10|10|10|10| 8 |10

* R(Relaxation): This means the relaxation of current regilation level for a service
S(Strengthening): This means the strengthening of current regulation level for a service
I(Invariance): This means the keeping current regulation level for a service
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