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IG Issues at WSIS
•

How should the Internet be governed?

•

Criticism concerned:

•
•

•

Role of the US government

•

Industry-led management of critical
Internet resources (ICANN)

Disagreement over governance models
for the Internet
Summit initiates multi-stakeholder
working group on IG

“It is a positive sign that countries are
discussing how to run the Internet, since it
requires global solutions to its problems.
Clearly, the old utopian dream that the
Internet would undermine the very notion
of the nation state belongs in the dustbin
of history. The reality is rather more
mundane: the sorts of disagreements that
characterize other global issues such as
trade, the environment and human rights,
are now migrating to the network, as the
Internet becomes part of the fabric of
everyday life.”
The Economist reporting on the Internet
governance debates at the World Summit
on the Information Society in Geneva in
December 2003.

Multi-Stakeholder Working Group
on Internet Governance (2004-2005)
•

Definition of Internet Governance:
"Internet governance is the development and application by governments,
the private sector, and civil society, in their respective roles, of shared
principles, norms, rules, decision making procedures and programmes,
that shape the evolution and utilization of the Internet.”
http://www.itu.int/wsis/docs2/pc3/off5.pdf

•

Describes: issues, actors and optional governance models

•

Identif ies a "vacuum within the context of existing structures: there is no global
multi-stakeholder forum to address Internet-related public policy issues"

•

Suggests "the creation of a new space for dialogue for all stakeholders on an equal
footing on all Internet governance-related issues"

WSIS Outcome:
Declaration of Principles/Tunis Agenda
•

The international management of the Internet should be multilateral, transparent
and democratic, with the full involvement of governments, the private sector, civil
society and international organizations.

•

We ask the UN Secretary-General, in an open and inclusive process, to convene,
by the second quarter of 2006, a meeting of the new forum for multi-stakeholder
policy dialogue — called the Internet Governance Forum

•

We ask the UN Secretary-General to examine the desirability of the continuation
of the Forum, within f ive years of its creation

•

We underline the need to maximize the participation of developing countries in
decisions regarding Internet governance, which should ref lect their interests,
as well as in development and capacity building.
http://www.itu.int/wsis/outcome/booklet.pdf

IGF (since 06)
Internet Governance Forum

Mandate of the IGF: Facilitation
72. The mandate of the Forum is to:
•

Discuss public policy issues related to key elements
of Internet governance (…);

•

•
•
•

•

•

Facilitate discourse between bodies dealing with
(…) the Internet and discuss issues that do not fall
within the scope of any existing body;

Identify emerging issues, bring them to the
attention of the relevant bodies and the genera
public, and, where appropriate, make
recommendations;

•

Interface with appropriate inter-governmental
organizations (…);

Contribute to capacity building for Internet
governance in developing countries, (…);

•

Facilitate the exchange of information and best
practices (…);

Promote and assess(…) the embodiment of
WSIS principles in IG processes;

•

Discuss, inter alia, issues relating to critical
Internet resources;

•

Help to find solutions to the issues arising
from the use and misuse of the Internet(…);

Advise all stakeholders in proposing ways and
means to accelerate the availability and affordability
of the Internet in the developing world;
Strengthen and enhance the engagement of
stakeholders in (…) IG mechanisms (…);

IGF Structure
UN Secretary General

Chair

Multi-Stakeholder
Advisory Group (no bureau!)

Open Consultation

Secretariat

•

Mandate for f ive years,
ending in 2010

•

Funding based on
donations (governments,
private sector)

•

No membership,
open for anyone

IGF: Format & Process
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•

Experimental process aiming to enable
public debates and participation

•

Workshops proposed and organized
by participants

•

Main sessions as open formats
organized by MAG and interested
parties

•

Stock-taking sessions to get public
feedback on past meetings and
suggestions for future meetings

IGF Core Areas
Cross-cutting issues:

Managing Critical Internet Resources

•

Development

•

Transition from IPv4 to IPv6

•

Capacity building

•

Global, regional and national
arrangements

Inclusion: Reaching the Next Billion
•

Diversity, Multilingual
Internet, Access

Emerging Issues in Internet governance

Cyber-Security and Trust
•

Security, Privacy and
Openness

Taking Stock and the Way Forward

Taking Stock of the IGF's first term
•

Political relevance of a global discussion forum without decision making
capacity?
•
•

Just a talk shop?
Should the IGF experiment with formal outcomes
beyond the "chairman's summary"?

•

Any progress on core Internet governance issues?

•

Inclusiveness of IGF (participation from global south)?

•

Is there a future for the multi-stakeholder approach in global regulation?

•

ECOSOC → CSTD: establish a Working Group on improvements
to the Internet Governance Forum (2010-2012)
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