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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good morning, Ladies and Gentlemétiease take your seats. I'm happy
to see you. You seem to be fresh and ready to,vesdn though it's a beautiful day outside. So
I would like to give you a short summary of what asere done yesterday and what | propose for
today.

So yesterday we started with the introductory masiaand the most important part is the
mandate we have so everybody is aware of the masaahak | would like to continue our work in
this spirit. We also agreed on the modalities heff work, that is, we are going to base our
discussions on the contributions and we have ardentito help us, that is the summary, or the
analysis of responses. Which there was an attergiteamline and downsize the contributions.

We also agreed that we are going to discuss testigms in groups, and we had a very good
discussion on Group 1 which was about enhancedecatpn, meaning significance and degree
of implementation. And there was a kind of agreeinikat we can we may consider it as the
glass half full, half empty. | expressed my wikhttwe approach in an optimistic way, that is,
the glass is full -- half full, and we are goingn@ake it complete. That is our task.

In the second group we had public policy issuesghanisms, and question pertaining to the IGF.
And there was a proposal to map different issug&bere was a voluntary task force which
promised me to have the document by this morning, Ian happy to report to you that the
document has been prepared. So | congratulateetparticipants of this voluntary task group
and they have done a great job.
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So after that in the afternoon we discussed thestipns pertaining to Group 3, which is about
the role of the stakeholders, especially the gavemts. | sensed a kind of agreement on the
multistakeholder approach. Naturally there wakere were divergences as to the interpretation,
what it means. Some said that the role of govemim®y be underestimated or even belittled,
and there was some discussion about the interjaetat the Tunis Agenda. It is also felt that
the Internet seems changing and it has changedlyagince 2005 and there are emerging issues,
and these emerging issues also create public psbags.

So basically I think that's what -- where we stgyesterday. | think we had a very good and
constructive discussion and what is very importanine, that there was a kind of mutual trust.
So | really congratulate you for this very constiwe approach.

Now, we have the document. 1 think it will be mreaalvailable shortly, which was prepared by
the voluntary task group. What | propose is josgjo over the document. | don't really want to
have detailed discussion of the document becattgeK it's rather complex and it needs further
consideration and probably some members of thepgnmuld like to take it back to capital and
discuss it with other stakeholders or other collesgback home. So what | propose, once we go
through the document, we try and concentrate onus# and 5 questions and eventually,
depending upon the discussions we are going to, mevenay request the Secretariat to prepare a
kind of more elaborate document, a detailed onghénstyle we had for the analysis of the
responses. And probably this background documexyt loe made available eventually for our
next meeting, depending, naturally on us, when aa@d# to have our next meeting. And this is
also depending on where we are going to stop tamoat 6:00.

So this is my proposal, and I'm just asking ther&ariat if the document is available. So we
need five minutes. So in the meantime, | suggegbt that we start discussing Group 4. But
before we're doing that, | would like to ask yoyadiu have any comments, remarks, observations,
guestions, whatever. If not, | would like to asBuyto look into the questions in Group 4.
They're all of the developing countries, and prdypabe may continue discussions in five
minutes with that. And we may come back to theudoent after the coffee break which will be,
as we agreed yesterday, at 11:15.

[ Break ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: You're still reading or would yoiké to continue? It's up to you. If you
need some more time. But | think we can startdiseussions. Unfortunately, it seems to me
that we have some technical problems for the rempattcipants. The microphone doesn't seem
to be working. So | would like to ask remote pap@ants in case they want to contribute --
eventually -- | believe they can see the captioniAgd they can send in written form. Okay. So
they can't hear but they can talk. Okay. GookayO So we are going to discuss Group 4,
issues related to developing countries. | carCsetos.
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>>CARLOS AFONSO: Good morning. It's just infornegk, and | don't know if this is already
known but in the summary the responses to the igmestire by APC are not actually theirs. The
ones that are quoted as APC, according to the A$¥0,iare from the Best Bits responses to the
guestionnaire. This is just information.

The second thing that | would like to note is thmatst of the quotations in the summary are from
developing countries and interesting that | thin& emphasis should be more on the opinion of
the developing countries than the developed camthiemselves. No big deal, but | think it's a
bit unbalanced. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Carlos, for this conutibn. | believe we tried to make the
group balanced, and probably in the room we hapeesentatives who can contribute in this
sense and | really encourage everyone to contrinugeneral and specifically to these questions
we are discussing now. Jimson.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Distinguished Chair, Excellergi€Colleagues, Ladies and Gentlemen,
Jimson Olufuye is my name. Good morning. As yoaow, | am the chair of the Africa ICT
Alliance with the alliance of ICT, private sectorogps, institutions throughout Africa. We
started last year to bring together the voice efgghivate sector, and as of now there are about 12
African countries involved that is truly a privagector organizations, the ICT industry groups. |
myself, | used to be the president of the Infororaffechnology Industry Association of Nigeria,
up to 2011.

While talking about developing countries, can lmhamced to effectively contribute to the
discussion. | would like to say simply that Africaparticular is very much aware of the impact
of Internet to its relevance to development rightvnand as Democratic Republic of Congo
nation in the submission that we need to be vergfohwith regard to the new mechanism and
trying to know -- | want to be aware of the currdetiverables and possibilities.

So within that understanding, several other statédrica came together last week with many of
the ministers across Africa, we came together. Weéee in Tegali with regard to transform
Africa and they came out with the manifesto thdkstaabout Smart Africa, Smart Africa
manifesto. And there's one principle in that mestid which | found very, very interesting with
regard to our government, what's the intention wf government, is that they are going to put
private sector first in all their discussions. Thanifesto is available with me, | will share isi
required. The African government felt that all kefaolders should be involved in the
socioeconomic development of the continent. Thersit was shared by His Excellency,
president Paul Kagame and was co-hosted by ITUHBmadoun Toure, and as | said six other
African head of states dealt with many, many st& that is the direction that everybody should
be involved at all level of discussion. And intfakcwas privileged because I'm visiting Abuja
and | was preparing for this meeting that | havedme to be part of it, as | have the privilege of
leading the private sector ICT group for Africa.
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So when we discuss enhanced cooperation, as veedean in the mapping, there are a lot of
dimensions. Africa needs more engagement, (inchgde) in the current situations, and also not
to take any mood out to drop the momentum that been contributed positively to the
development we're witnessing on the African comtineThat's what | want to contribute for the
start. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. And | thinksitery important what you have said and
very instructive for us. | can see Grace.

>> GRACE GITHAIGA: 1 think this is a very imponta question to discuss because | was just
looking at the other contributions even to the tjoesaire and there was very little participation
from African governments. In fact, | don't evemththere was. And Africa, being, you know, a
continent with | don't know 50 countries, it's tgalutstanding that they did not participate.

When it comes to issues of like IGF, national IGKknow, for example, in Kenya it's been
accused of just being a talk shop and not coningytractical solutions to the process. So just
thinking about the role of developing countries &oav it can be made more effective, | think |
would want to support what APC suggested, that axelseen developing countries be excluded
at different levels. But also self-exclude. Souyknow, addressing this problem is actually not
trivial. So the way in which Internet governanae tlevelopment has been conceived and
addressed in IGF and in other global spaces habewt useful. It's been seen as narrow and
top-down and often does not go beyond access iss&@probably we need to start thinking of a
distributed structure of Internet governance teawell-defined with aims and policies that may
resolve this problem and make it obvious to deviepgountries that the process is worth our
time. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Grace. If I've got yoight, raising issues is one of the things
you think we should be doing. It's very useful. e Vdre heading toward some kind of
recommendation. | think that's a better way tcagead. Baher, and then | see Iran. and Virat.
Yes, Baher.

>>BAHER ESMAT: Thank you, Chairman. Good morniegeryone. I'm Baher Esmat with
ICANN. On the question of developing countriesthink the responses -- or many of the
responses that came to the questionnaire illusfrat@u know, some of the efforts in building
capacities in developing countries, whether in ghebal space of Internet governance and
Internet policy issues or even within the technggdce. In the past years -- and being, you know,
myself | come from a developing countries -- weSe=n a lot of capacity-building initiatives
undertaken by Internet organizations, particuldriternet Society and the regional Internet
registries in cooperation with national institutesd technical organizations, national technical
organizations such as ccTLD, ccTLD managers analsdike IPv6, DNS -- DNS and DNSSEC
and so forth. So this is one area that theretisink, clear recognition of progress made that --
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and also for a need for further development andravgment and more sort of engagement in
that regard.

The other aspect is the national and regional |&Es in the past couple of years have seen
development and progress made in this area. &an lpart of one of regional IGFs, the
(indiscernible) IGFs, for the past couple of yeae've had two successful annual meetings.
We managed to -- we as community managed to afpa@ticipation from the global Internet
community in the Arab region, particularly from itigsociety and end user community. And I'm
sure that in other parts of the world there hawent®iccess stories about national regional IGFs.
| think the good thing about the IGFs like the glblGF itself, it provided the platform for the
Internet community in developing countries to erggdig discussions about Internet policies.
This is something that is not often provided atoradl level in many -- in many countries.

Still on capacity building and on the IGF in paular, in the last IGF meeting in Bali we've seen
a special track for capacity building in that megti We've also seen a daily session, orientation
session for newcomers trying to explain, you knaencepts and trends in the Internet
governance space, and the feedback we've hearaliiari®l afterwards about this session -- about
those sessions was very positive.

One last remark on developing countries and timeafcenhanced cooperation development in
developing countries, the issue of language or iidtilingualization aspect of Internet
governance, and | understand that there are magbege of questions that deal with this, this
aspect separately. But | would like to note tha¢ sort of remark that we often hear from
participants in the Arab region is about lack oftenals and lack of tools in the Arabic language,
for instance, that could encourage and help mortcjpation and get more people to participate
in Internet governance fora. This is -- this cootver a range of issues from making materials
available in different languages, making tools kkde in different languages, and also maybe
trying to develop a glossary of terms, Internetegaance terms in different languages. And one
of the recent initiatives that UNESCO, togethernmiCANN and The Internet Society are
undertaking, is to develop a glossary of Interr@tegnance terms in Arabic language. And the
announcement of this initiative was made in Balic@auple of weeks ago, and the three
organizations will start working on the projecttire next couple of weeks and we hope by mid
next year we'll have a draft product for discusghegse terms. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Baher. Then | thinkwas Iran who wants the floor first and
then Virat.

>>|SLAMIC REPUBLIC OF IRAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairma Good morning, everyone.
Regarding Question 10, or this group of questibtisink we need to reply to a primary question
first. If the developing countries have a rolgglabal Internet governance and then ask how this
role can be made more effective, according to weahave received from developing countries
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through questionnaire and what we heard in the rapnamy steps should be taken to consider the
developing countries has a role in global Integmternance.

| believe there is somehow a link between respohs&uestion 10 and 3. We need to look at
what developing countries reply to Question 3.thHir responses to Question 3 shows a good
extent of enhanced cooperation has been implemethitexd we can say they have a role. But as
we have seen, the response is different. If wetwamear how this role, which has not been
established to be made more effective, it can beedwoy implementing the Tunis Agenda.
Especially paragraph 35, 69, and 68. Participatibnleveloping countries in global Internet
governance cannot be done only through participatiadialogues or discussions. That's global
level. It's their sovereign rights that has todxercised, according to paragraph 35a of Tunis
Agenda. | believe that investment, technical coafen, education, capacity building, and so on
are necessary but not the main factor in this kggdr. Chairman. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Iran.
Virat?

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Fronhé¢ replies that have been received, it is
quite clear that -- as my colleague stated some batk, that many of the replies that have been
guoted are from the developing countries. But,fadnt, the substantive issues have been
highlighted by those who have contributed fromdeegeloping countries.

First, if you turn to the Tunis Agenda, Sectioth®ugh 28 are devoted to the issue of financing.
I know comments have been made about how impdiitaaricing is of infrastructure. But if you
read through the documents, sir, | would urge tieatrly a third of the entire Tunis Agenda not
only concentrates on the lack of financing as aomiague but, in fact, lays that as a precursor to
the Internet governance issues that begin afteid®e28. In fact, it also recognizes in Section 13
that til recently and in the past, public financiwgs being used for building infrastructure. But
that is no longer the case and private sector ima#s are required.

So | would argue, sir, and submit to you thatricial investments in infrastructure in a world
where merely 40% has access to online servicehmiwAfrica at 16% and Asia-Pacific at 32%
of the citizens is particularly underserved isgngicant and major issue as we discuss the entire
proposition of enhanced cooperation.

Thank you, an ITU report of 2013 shows that thedge distribution and access of online
services is much better than it was when mobileices were penetrating the world. In terms of
online access, 37% or 1.3 billion women and 41% weapproximately 1.5 billion men have
access to online services totaling to a total @ftf2llion online people and about 40% households
across the world.

If you turn to the responses that have been gbayond the point of investment beyond the
private sector and the contributions of the tecintommunities to reduce the cost of access by
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constantly innovating technologies as well as nmudigcussions between carriers to reduce the
cost of interconnection and international cabledvadth, you would see that the IGF both at
local and regional levels have received a thumb&om nearly across the board from all the
communities who have responded. Two from Inditerret Democracy Project and SFLC have
been particularly clear about the need and the itapoe of the idea of processes and the issues
that lead to free speech where developing courdresoncerned.

| would just wrap up by submitting to you in Indige have, after hosting the first IGF in 2008,
initiated a program to link together multistaketesl@groups on a common platform in 2012. It
was an informal initiative, a first step to a folm&F. It was attended by nearly 400 plus
stakeholders, 12 bandwidth sessions across twq @8yspeakers. And they covered everything
including access but also free speech, issuespafcdg-building, net neutrality, and many others
which are specific to India but have a linkageh® global five themes of the IGF.

This year we congratulate the government of Ivdech has called in a formal process for a
national MAG that has been formulated, and we exjpet that meeting will be called soon.

We also hope that more developing countries walhegate local IGFs and issues such as
enhanced cooperation are those that are represbgtstikeholders at global fora would be
discussed nationally and that there would be gafficopportunity for developing country
citizens to participate in a forum such as thiodigh the domestic engagement and also in the
global IGFs such as the one that will occur inribta next year.

It is not easy for everybody to travel. Each lefse cost between 3,000 to $5,000. And so |
think the emphasis that has been provided in tlestgpnnaires and the responses of national
IGFs as a formal process for not only a dialogueatso development of policy eventually is an
excellent step, something that we support and huiigefill participate in actively in the future.
Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Virat. Very usefuldaghts and very elaborate intervention.
One remark, the IGF in Hyderabad was the third dMas preceded by Athens and Rio. (saying
name) was the first one, and this was a great IGF.

Parminder.
>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Andagl morning to everybody.

Developing countries have a host of problems, lamduld focus on the issue of the mandate of
this working group which is, in my understandingternational public policy making processes
and the extent or absence of developing countni@gérnational public policy making.

For that purpose, | would separate the technicatgsses -- technical policy development
processes, ICANNs and regional RIRs, which havé twn problems, but that's not what |
think primarily we are dealing with here.
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I would also exclude the (indiscernible) dialeobgesses, which is the IGF, which has its own
issues about developing country participation. #at again is not the principal purpose of this
working group's deliberations, and the principlepmse is international public policy making
processes.

And to understand where developing countries staridis regard, we have to understand what
are the current processes of international pubdiicy making with respect to the Internet.
Where does the international public policy makidet place? If we understand that, we
probably can comment on whether developing copeaticipate or whether participation has
to be improved. Again, removing the technical ppBide.

We need to focus, what is it that developmentudflis policy making is taking place? And it is
my summation that it takes place -- (echo).

Is it okay? It's okay now. Yes.
>> (speaker off microphone).

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: So it is either madethg big countries, which is where the
biggest international -- Internet business is. c@orated. And by default, it then gets reflected
in the global Internet business. And that is tal@-leave-it policy for the whole developing
world. That's where public policy making takesgalalargely in the U.S. in that case.

Secondly, it takes place in rich country clubslike OECD. OECD, as you all know, has a
very strong Internet policy making organ which ialled the Committee on Computers,
Information and Communications Policy. It is aneeging platform, does public policy

development.

However, I'm very surprised that when that paléicinternet policy mechanism is so active and
the most active of the OECD parties, the logicgeduat the global level that there is not enough
public policy issues to be dealt by a divergent ma@ésm. That escapes my understanding. But
in any case, that's where a lot of public policjking takes place. And as you probably all know
recently, OECD developed the Principles for IntéerReblic Policy Making. That is public
policy by its own name. Principles for Internetbpa policy were developed by an
intergovernmental process through advisory strestur The same which was India's
(indiscernible) proposal which was rubbished on dglabal level. Exactly the same processes
developed public policy principles. And, imporignthey did not develop it only for the OECD.

The real intention is to see global adoption @sth policy principles. And it is almost formal
that it has been sought that country to country,gbal was to say, okay, why don't you agree to
these principles because these principles alresdt e

And that's not a new model. We all know about Buelapest cybercrime conference and the
convention. There are a lot of mechanisms whiih tio pursue developing countries to sign on
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by saying it is a good instrument and it is alreadisting so why don't you just sign it. It is a
good instrument, | accept, and you can sign onBut the process of such kind of exclusive
policy making takes place.

The (indiscernible) process is a similar one, Whaccertain number of countries decides certain
principles and then we have a bigger country -ugrof countries which are cooped, et cetera, et
cetera. | think we need to understand where glpbhlic policy making takes place and what is
the role of developing countries. More or lesgytldon't exist. They are sold well-prepared
governance and a policy framework as take it ordeta

And being on the global grid of the Internet, thex not much option for countries not to accept
what is increasing because most of the richesttaesrhave the dominant model.

| think what we need to focus on is that this leewe public policy making takes place and where
developing countries are with that and what is eded be improved in that respect.

Therefore, | would easily say if OECD's CCICP ref the principle organs for global public
policy making, it should be inclusive of all coues. If it actually does become inclusive of all
countries, that's precisely the proposal whichdrghve to the U.N. two years back. There is no
difference between that model and the global matiéth India proposed.

So | think we need to focus on where public poliogking takes place and the role of
developing countries.

And capacity-building, yes, is very important. tBas we know in WIPO and WTO areas,
capacity-building has to be seen as separate finenparticipation issue. They are two different
issues and should not be seen together. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder.
Sweden, then Brazil, and India.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. And good morniogll colleagues. | agree with what
has been mentioned before, that it's primarilysk far developing countries to define what are
the main public policy issues of relevance to themd also, of course, to assess to what extent
they feel that they can participate in existingogloforas that deals with these issues.

However, | just wanted to respond a little bitttbat Jimson said because we certainly think that
it was very encouraging to see the Smart Africaifeato and some of the -- some of the areas
that were identified there such as access, thesadssue, accountability, accountability in the
sense of better communication between governmehtiizens, better communication between
government and private sector which leads to imgaddwunctioning of the society, improvement
of democratic system and the enabling environmanthfe private sector which I think also was
highlighted very much.
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We just want to say that we see that as very eagmg and a sign of a number of developing
countries playing a role and taking up a role iteinet -- related to Internet governance issues.
Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden.
Brazil, please.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. This is an igstor Brazil that's very dear. Usually we --
as we look into our participation in Internet gawance, we used to say there are two basic
parameters for our initiatives. One of them is fullradherence to the multistakeholder model.
This is something that is very embedded in ourtpos and have strong reference to the model
we embrace nationally.

And the second one is the development by natiassoies that we also seek to highlight. And
we are, of course, aware that the problems arowrtcipation of developing countries in
Internet governance fora are not exclusive to frgegovernance. It relates to development, the
problems related to the condition of developmerfinancial constraints, lack of personal
capacity-building.

As has been stated before, each of these shouldoked into its own merit and deserves
specific answers and initiatives. And it affedisstakeholders. It affects governments. It afec
civil society. It affects -- as we look into a mowhich we could adequately face
multistakeholder participation, but we clearly $@ek of participation from developing countries
at all levels, the governance, civil society. {go@rnible). It is of concern to us because itdras
impact even for the agenda setting of discussions.

I will give an example. | participated in the IGReeting in Baku, and | thought it was
productive and very important for my own understagaf the process. This was my first IGF.
But | was a bit frustrated by a discussion we hathere was a session that was termed
"development issues," issues of concern for dewedpgountries.

And | was a bit surprised to realize that the mirgiortant topic on the discussion was how to
expand in the developing world the new genericlem@! domains. That was the issue. What
can be done? Why did not developing countries r@déie masse to this initiative that is so good,
so -- that was devised to address developing desfitr Why did it not happen? What can be
done to address this?

Of course, even some developing countries mentbeks-- had an apologetic tone and said in
our case, maybe there was not much awareness thimuhat can we do. We need to develop
business.

And | took the floor and | said, | feel a bit ftreted because | thought we would be discussing
issues that are on the agenda for developing desrttrat are not only in this forum, like access,
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finance, capacity-building. And all of these wex in the discussion. And | tried to provoke a
discussion on that. There was no discussion an tAad people started -- again, were: What
can we do to foster gTLDs in developing countri€d® | think even for the point of your agenda
setting, it is important to have developing cowesriparticipation in order to impact on the
agenda.

And then it brings me to think how can we recamtiiese constraints for participation and that
leads sometimes to a call for -- to have a singla to deal with all the issues since there is
difficulty to participate in a multitude of Interhgovernance-related fora.

So maybe an easy way is to let's make one sirlgke where we can discuss one thing and
make decisions for. | don't think that would wodkthat extent because we, of course, want to
make sure we keep in mind a distributed struct@iraternet governance that is something that
could not be touched and should not be touched.upBoih

How can we reconcile this need for more meaningfaiticipation, involvement with this
distributed structure of Internet governance?

For myself, | think one clear answer is to provademe ways in which information could flow
more. | think it's important to devise ways in walhithe lack of physical participation could be
compensated by access to relevant outputs, inf@matrising from those fora. 1 think this
would be one way to maybe -- a limited way to addreBut, of course, we will not be looking to
all -- | seen a number of 150 processes that déhl mternet. So maybe you do not need
information on everything that's going on in altdo But as regards relevant things that are
taking place that could impact on developing caasfrl think we should devise maybe a
friendly user mechanisms in which information cofitnv better. 1 think that would be one way
to assist.

And from our perspective -- and then we refeh proposal regarding enhanced cooperation as
such, this difficulty regarding participation ream€es our understanding and our conviction that
we need some platform that would enable for digonssf issues related to Internet governance
in a holistic, integrated manner. 1 think this wbbe an additional benefit besides filling a gap
in the overall structure. That would also assestedoping countries, but participation enables to
have a more comprehensive view of issues.

Even if this platform, | think how that should bevised, would it lead to decision-making or

would it be of a more informative and policy dissia®, this is something we should maybe

evolve discussion. But, clearly, there is a ne@dafplace in which such a discussion could take
place.

And | would see an additional benefit regarding ths a tool to assist developing countries'
participation. And here | mentioned at all levelst only governments but also stakeholders.
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So | think I will stop at this. But | think thissue is very clearly linked to the notion that we
need to put in place some structure that will allewhat issues will be dealt with by this, how
this could be addressed. 1 think it's somethirrgdather discussion. But, clearly, we see a need
for this as a way to assist and to foster develppountries’ participation on Internet governance-
related discussions. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Ambassador. | shamryimpressions about the Baku
meeting when we were confronted with the realReality is always difficult to face.

After that, | think it was India who asked for theor. And then we have the remote participant,
Joy Liddicoat. And then Carlos and Marilyn.

Okay.
So India, please.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. Good morning to cedigues in the room. Today | think we are
confronted with this very important dimension of @liscussion. As we see it, there are two key
pillars on which we could perhaps look at comingaiih some recommendations.

The first pillar is where we are talking about ntites or regions or places where there is no
access to Internet. That is one dimension of $kad, where if they're not part of this process,
there's no question of their seeking any role engbvernance eventually.

On that | think we have come up with any numbeswbproblems within that category. The
issues, how do we improve this which is leading tigital divide of a kind, which in 2005 and
2013/'14, | think there were regions that have bkxnh behind. The divide is increasing
exponentially. They lag behind in an exponentiahmer because the speed at which progress on
Internet is making would make them deprived forretg if we do not address that. So that's an
important dimension. As a working group, we shdolok at recommendations under which |
think very eminent suggestions have come earlire speakers mentioned about the need for
financing. How do we touch upon the issue? Shawddmake recommendations on that?
Secondly, whether capacity-building in terms of tlagest technology transfers or training
programs, et cetera.

Then coming to the other side of it, wherever ¢hex access to Internet, then the second
challenge is those regions and countries respedtivihe origin, in this case largely we are
talking about developing countries, whether thewehaany significant role in Internet
governance-related policies at the internationadllel think there's the second challenge.

If you are looking at the later part of it, | tkive are about to discover that we are all wanting
be part of a process through a mechanism but tleghamism at the international -- or global
level is not present.
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We have forums for discussion. We have forumsdiatogue. But forums where we can
actually make a contribution to the extent of bedtide to decide, again, is something which is
lacking. A recognition of this fact has come thghun the replies that have been given as well as
in our discussions.

| think it will be very important also to touch aip this issue as we make a recommendation, at
which point in time then the participation of deyghg countries in the Internet governance
would become a subset of that particular largesmenendation we intend to make.

| think that's where Tunis Agenda has made thegmition that we should maximize the
participation of developing countries in Internevgrnance.

But if we do not even have a structure, then vetlly &bout developing countries? | mean, they
are part of the subset of the global community.| 8onk it remains in a vacuum. If we do not

create a structure or a mechanism for effectivegypation of -- I think it is at all levels. | thk

as the Ambassador of Brazil very rightly pointed, dhis gap exists at all levels, whether it is
government, whether it is civil society, privatects®, or academia in developing countries.
Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India.
| think now the floor is the remote participafthat is Joy.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you. Can you hear mehamk you. | wanted to -- (background
noise). (indiscernible) -- | see the participatisrindiscernible. If the secretariat could advise
(indiscernible).

Okay. Thank you.

| wanted to enter a question and just emphasiaé Hile | agree capacity of developing
countries necessarily (indiscernible), | think iv¥ery important to remind ourselves in this
working group that the (indiscernible) is not castfhg and that (indiscernible) does exist in
developing countries and that all (indiscernibldn other words, | think we have seen new
leadership and new development from developing tt@msnincluding India (indiscernible) policy
issues. And | would (indiscernible) very strongfiyat developing countries are part of this and
somehow should be (background noise) (indiscerhible

I was thinking of the Human Rights Council witimation on (indiscernible) --
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Joy, I'm sorry to interrupt you.
>>JOY LIDDICOAT: The Human Rights Council hasbgindiscernible).

>>CHAIR MAJOR: We have technical problems. Anihink if you can write it down, your
contribution, in a brief way, probably the secrigtacan read it out and we can take it into
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consideration. But I'm sorry, at this point in &M think the technical problems just prevent us
to follow what you're saying. So if you could ds the favor to go to the chat box and write
down what you wish to say. Thank you.

| think the next one was Carlos, | believe. Naryrg sorry, Saudi Arabia. Sorry, sorry. Saudi
Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And gd morning to everyone. In regards to

Question 10 about the role of developing countaies how can it be more effective in the global
Internet governance, as my intervention covered byetome of the previous speakers, however,
the sequence of the questions that Number 10 cdtee the questions that we asked how
enhanced cooperation could be implemented to emmablernments. And then we said how can
enhanced cooperation enable other stakeholdeesmy @ut their roles and responsibilities.

And when answering this, and even looking at #port, there was many inputs that the missing
of having a fora for countries and governmentsttarel discuss these important issues in regards
to the global Internet governance does not exist.

And with Saudi Arabia, when we came to this questive already stated the need to be a fora
or a platform for governments to discuss theseessiwAnd how can this be made more effective
taking into consideration -- into consideration #&ablishment that this platform is through
balanced equal footing participation through allmivies.

However, in regards to the international Interpeblic policy issues, Question 15, that are of
special relevance to developing countries, | cah dome which is a very important such as
multilingualization. This includes the local larage content search engines and multilingual e-
mail. International Internet connectivity, thiscindes affordability, Internet exchange points,

and differences in the cost of carrying traffid®vé transition, most developing countries have
limited fixed line infrastructures, and communiocas is primarily through wireless technologies.

IPv6 is much better suited to mobility than IPv4.

And as has been stated, contributions to capadiitgng for Internet governance, this includes
financing, training, and support. Developing coi@st must be involved in the development of
public policy and must be able to present theieredts in the evolution of the Internet. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Saudi Arabia. | can €e&rlos, Marilyn, and I think after this
we are going to break and we come back after tffeectreak. It's 11:45, and we may continue
the discussions on this issue. Carlos, please.

>>CARLOS AFONSO: Just basically to complement whanhedicto said besides the example
of this issue of gTLDs and the (indiscernible) afadissing the developing issues, et cetera,
there's another example which is the famous cylmeecconvention of Budapest in which some
developed countries got together, drafted a coiwentindiscernible) and then came to us,
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developing countries, and said look, why don't wign it? You should sign it. It's a great
convention. And we replied no, we didn't -- we tsign. Why? Because we did not participate
in the discussions. Where are the -- where i®tjhual footing, you know, that we all keep raging
about. So these are examples of practices thahave to try and avoid, and really in the
convention the question of subsets, developing tt@snbeing subsets, | don't think we are
subsets. We have to be equals. And the goversnoérdeveloped countries must, you know,
act on an equal footing with us, if they want oartjipation, those initiatives and structures, et
cetera.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Carlos. Marilyn.

>>MARILYN CADE: Thank you, Chair. Before | go do make a statement about Question 10,

| want to respond to the comment about that pdaicworkshop and a couple of other
workshops that are like it. | was, too, fairly alpointed in what | thought came across as a --
what | -- I'm from business, we call that mar cangrketing communications. | didn't like it at
all. I didn't think it was within the spirit of vt we should have been planning for a particular
workshop. And particularly not with a title thathelonged in. However, the Baku IGF overall
was filled with rich and interesting issues and kgbops and we met in a country in a
particularly geographic sub-space that we had negen to before in the IGF. So I just wanted
to not lose sight of the -- and to note that asaitfmassador said, he was focused on a particular
workshop, and | really share the concerns thatpeessed.

But | want to go on to say that | think it's adlydair to say that within the IGF we are still
working hard on how to thoroughly incorporate tlevelopment discussions into the IGF, that
that is very much a work in progress. We made q@ssy but | want to just say | think we can do
more. And when we talk later about mechanismsll jprobably say more.

Now I'd like to make a comment about I'm obvioustt from a developing country. 1 live in
the United States, or on united.com. I'm not sulhech it is. Most of you know that | travel a
great deal. | go to many, many different countaed | -- | also teach a course that is a survey
course that is attended only by citizens from dawelg countries, that is focused on
cybersecurity, the use of ICT's and disaster reatiedi, and Internet governance. The course
attendees range from system administrators to nemgai@ telecom companies and IPs to
regulators to boards of regulatory authorities émgle who work for ministries. And in the
survey course what | talk about is the Internetegoance ecosystem. And | talk about how to
get involved in the GAC and how to get involvedtire IGF and how to learn about whether
there is a national or regional IGF in your coundryregion and if you're not engaged already,
who to reach out to to become involved. | haveendwad any of the students, the attendees --
there are usually about 22 to 24 -- | have nevdraaingle one of them say | don't want to go to
an ICANN meeting. | don't want to go to a natioh@F. Instead, they say how can | get
involved? How do | find the resources? How doet gny management, whether it's private

15|Page



sector or government, how do | get them to undedsthe importance of Internet governance and
why it's important to decisions we're making abmut country.

So now I'm going to use an analogy. In the ddykenarrow band Internet when we coined the
words "E-commerce"” that was only talked about inyv&pecialized places. Today much of
commerce is online in one way or another. We #dlkut the implications of the online world
and about doing business online in a widely disted number of places. | think for myself that
what we need to focus on is strengthening and déepeahe awareness about what Internet
governance policies are and how you need to peatej both at a national level and to
strengthen -- now, some in the room may still ateéhd of the day think that there is a need for a
separate and new. But | hope we don't lose sifjtieoimportance of definitely strengthening
and deepening the mechanisms we have now. I'nggoigo back to a comment made by Barat
(saying name). We need to find more mechanismsaaide initial funding to bring participants
from all stakeholder groups, including businessmfraleveloping countries, into these
mechanisms. We can't stop by saying there is neegnoMy experience is once an NGO or civil
society or business or government comes to a cafpieeetings, they become much better able
to justify the participation and to articulate thalue to their management stream. And after a
couple of meetings, they're able to then becomeragoing participant and they're also much
more able to use online participation when theyehawetwork of colleagues to relate to. Thank
you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn. | promised ydloat we are going to have coffee break,
but | also promised yesterday that we are goingatee a segment for observers. Now it is your
time. So if you have some comments to give, plelase

>>MATTHEW SHEARS: Thank you, Chair. And good mmwgp Matthew Shears with CTD.
Just two very quick points. With regards to thenogents that are in the summary document and
the comments that have been inputted by particgg@nthis process, speaking as a representative
of civil society, there are a significant numbedangreat diversity of views coming from civil
society that have been inputted into this proceddany of those organizations that have
submitted comments are from developing countriesepresent developing country interests.
And | would like to suggest that many of those \8etlo not recommend, do not suggest that
moving to a global mechanism is necessarily the tlayis going to particularly solve the issues
that developing countries have in dealing with pulgolicy and public policy issues at the
international level. So | think it's -- it's a peaf you will, certainly from civil society inputs go
from a concern about developing country interesistarnational level to a global mechanism.
And | would recommend that people look again ateoifrthose inputs.

I'd like to also very firmly agree with the Braaih ambassador. This is very much an issue of
information sharing. I'm not so sure I'd go so darto agree with a need for a platform, but
certainly there are information sharing platforrhattare under development and one is the
European Union's new platform that they are esthinlg for global Internet policy observatory
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which | suggest the -- the aim of that is very mudiat we've been talking about, the need to
provide information -- on organizations to providelicy information and to share information
globally. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. India, | can see younivin take the floor. Let me ask for your
indulgence and let's come back and I'll give tloerfl-- you will be the first after coffee break.
So we are going to have a coffee break, up to 6@ 1.2:00 and come back.

[ Break ]
[ Gavel ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Welcome back. You have copies harehe table.

Another thing, we had Joy -- Joy to intervene waechad technical problems. So I'm told by the
Secretariat --

[ Gavel ]

Can | have your attention, please? Thank yom tdld that the technical problems have been
resolved for the remote participation so | suggest listen to Joy Liddicoat. Joy, the floor is
yours.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Can youdreme?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: We can hear you.
>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you. | wanted to make amtadn relation to the last discussion.

In particular to emphasize that while it's impattéo acknowledge the concerns about capacity
building for developing countries, and certainly the (indiscernible). | think it's also very
important that this working group acknowledges tkatveloping countries do have many
capacities so leadership and a variety of (indisbér) that are critically needed, not only in
relation to the Internet governance fora itself &#lsb in other areas such as in the Human Rights
Council, (indiscernible) and leading discussionhaf relation of the same human rights as offline
as online and | would be very consumed if there amg suggestion in the summary from this
meeting which inquired that also civil society fral@veloping countries are of the view that new
mechanisms are needed to deal with the variety sbme variety of issues on the discussion.
Often civil society in developing countries prowsdearriers to existing mechanisms and assume
a new mechanism would pose more difficulties. $link | want to emphasize that point and
think more discussion about the particular issuégchvl believe the changing needs and the
mechanism exercise is specific issues which aradetjuately covered by existing mechanisms
and to understand those issues. Thank you.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy. Before the coffeeeak | promised India, and | always
keep my promises. India, please.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. Quickly just a smaliadfication. | think Carlos had referred to
subset and the context in which | was mentioning that the global Internet public policy issues
which we will discuss, those are relevant to theettgping countries with a subset of that and not
the countries a subset of anyone else. So thamk yo

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | think the point is well-taken. r&ce, you wanted to take the floor? Okay,
please go ahead.

>>GRACE GITHAIGA: Thank you, Chair. In the morgirduring my contribution | did point
out that one way of dealing with this issue of mgktountries participate in Internet governance
would be to have a distributed structure of Intemg@vernance that is well-defined within said
processes and then, you know, in a way it will ma&eeloping countries know which processes
are worth their time. | want to note a number wéstionnaire responses emphasized a value of a
distributed approach to policy-making. And | thitiks is very consistent with the assumption
that different policy issues may imply different chanisms and that actors who should be
involved -- and which actors should be involvedsatated policy divisions. So my suggestion is
before we start thinking of establishing a newfplamh, as has been suggested, | think we need to
map what the issues are, whether they're beingeasield now, whether this is adequate, and
whether we need new mechanisms to address themd. | Annk this is an exercise we started
yesterday by compiling a list of issues mentionedesponse to Question 4 and my suggestion is
that we continue with this process.

And lastly, it would be important for us not tordet that the IGF has been central platform to
addressing Internet-related public policy issudsictvis truly inclusive in multistakeholder. So

before we start building new structures, new mecmas, perhaps it is time we thought of

improving of how -- or how we can strengthen thé& l&d what would be needed to implement
this improvement as recommended by the previousBO8arking group. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Grace. It is my undargling that the IGF has made a great
progress in this aspect and it's trying to implehtea recommendations of the previous working
group. Just let me remind you of one of the matommendations, that is IGF should discuss
policy issues in its program and that's actuallaitas happened during the Bali meeting. There
were policy questions which were discussed, amdnktthe output will be made available to all
those who are interested and naturally, includiogegnments, all stakeholders will benefit from
this.

| can see Japan, Brazil, Ellen, Virat. So Jap&gse.

>>JAPAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As other coflaas pointed out in the morning session,
in order to increase the participation of develgpoountries in the global Internet governance, |
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think it is very effective to consider under implemed the measures to enable the developing
countries to attend the existing international fdealing with the Internet-related public policy
issues such as IGF and to utilize (indiscernibtep feffectively, sufficiently. For example,
raising awareness, information sharing, and enhgrmamote participation. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Japan. Talking abouhote participation, we have one request
but I'm not sure if Avri is -- would like to takbé floor. Avri.

>>AVRI DORIA: Can | be heard? Yes. | hadn't athyirequested the floor, but since | had got
it, I had sent a note and basically at that timeas$ very much (indiscernible) with what Matthew
Shears had said and wanted to indicate that cbdilesy from developing regions has its own
voice and that voice is conflicted with the new dawf multistakeholder mechanisms, the
multistakeholder mechanisms that are existing \w&hhaps a single or a few other exceptions.
And until such time as we concentrate on remotéqgyaation that meets current standards, it will
be really difficult for these existing mechanisnasréach their full fruition and for people to
actually participate in those venues. The techypldoes exist for supported, very full remote
participation, but we need the (indiscernible) gedhaps the financing to make sure that those
things exist.

The idea that -- of creation of new structures Mchelp. It's really difficult to understand, as
those who present us with new opportunities, féfradities in participation. We really need to
focus on the (indiscernible) we have, especially IBF, and strengthen them as opposed to
dissipating our energy, which is small, in new dil@ens. So I'm really entreating us to really
focus on strengthening what we have and truly fimgusn making sure that remote participation
is really a method of participation for people fraeveloping regions of all sorts. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. | think your inteention was a good example that remote
participation is working indeed. | can see Brant then | -- Ellen, you wanted to take the floor,
Virat, and Jimson.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | took the flodo complement what was pointed out by
Carlos Afonso in which the Budapest convention alsvided an example of the need to involve
developing countries' participation from the statle mentioned an important point for us,
principle that we follow that usually we do not adh to an instrument in which we did not
participate. But this is not an absolute in itsel®therwise, we would not adhere to any
organization and be global -- regional in which were not in the initial group. So this is
something that we could be flexible about it. Bhre is a practical reason why we want to be
involved in -- especially in global negotiationgdause others make sure that the outcomes will
be in line also and will be acceptable for us adicwy to our constitutional legal requirements and
this is not the case at this convention. As itagv, it would require from us and others to change
national legislation. Which is something we migdbtin case there is national consensus for that,
but this is to indicate the need to fully involve global negotiations some aspects because
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otherwise we might be found in a position in whieh (indiscernible) at the Budapest convention.
We see a lot of (indiscernible) in its purposeha instruments that we are -- it is difficult fas u
from the point of view that this would entail imbat changes that we are not prepared for the
moment to make. And this leads me to indicate tmdeinforce the need for developing
countries' participation at large, to make surd tha -- and | repeat, the agenda (indiscernible)
from the beginning will address also developingrtdas' concern. And if we think that one of
our overall objectives regarding this review, l@uwyeeview, we think largely in terms of
outcomes, is that we want to make some substangiat for the millennium development goals
follow-up. So I think we should give very seriozmnsideration to mechanisms and ways we can
collectively devise to enhance participation beeaotherwise the input that will come maybe
will not correctly address developing countriestiggation. And this is one point. And I'm also
prompted by the comments that was made by Ms. Grdcgay we fully concur with this vision.

I'd just like to read out one part, small part af contribution in which we say, "The discussion
of any new suitable framework or mechanisms muspieeeded by the assessment of those
current arrangements.” So that is why we think ritepping is a very -- is a prerequisite to
discussion. We need to know what is there, whamnighe table, so we can provide for some
intervention on what exists and if there are angnd the second part says, "The discussion of
any suitable framework or mechanisms should beeguin the purpose of addressing perceived
needs or filling gaps.” And to that end, Brazil poses first to deepen discussion on what we
want before discussing how to achieve what we want.

So we -- we really think we need some good infdioma | think this -- we thank the group that
prepared this initial work on the mapping. | thimaybe we'll adjust this later on, Mr. Chair, but
| think this is a good way forward in providing usth more good information which we can
build upon. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. India, this sy intention, that we shall briefly discuss
the paper because of the indications of this papemuch greater than to be discussed in a very
short time. But before doing that, probably wegeexd with the discussion we are having right
now. So it is Ellen who asked for the floor follea by Virat and then Jimson and Marilyn.
Ellen, please.

>>ELLEN BLACKLER: Thank you. This is Ellen Blagkl. I'm one of the business
representatives from The Walt Disney Company. rted to add something to the discussion so
that we continue to be aware of the less formalsahgt the community moves to address issues
of concern raised by developing countries. Overghst year or two for the discussion at the
IGF and other forums, as well as empirical resea@@tumenting the availability of content to
driving adoption, we and others have put a focushow to create an environment that
encourages locally-relevant content creation. By wf example, at the IGF for the first time
there was several sessions on encouraging locg#yant content that were well attended by
participants from developing countries. | attend@d sessions, one organized by Google and
one organized by Disney and UNESCO, that sharedifgpdest practices in areas that are
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necessary to develop a robust content creatiorr@mment. The panels addressed a range of
issues from developing local hosting capabilitiescteating sustainable business models for
content creators and other efforts such as thengratip we've developed with the Bandung
University in Indonesia to encourage an app devety industry by creating a prize contest for
a locally-developed app. Attendees at these sesswere engaged and | hope came away with
some helpful ideas and information. All of thatais -- activity is an organic response to this
concern that we've heard about the need for lawateoit development. And I'd like us to keep in
mind the important role of that kind of activity @ we talk about ways to address these issues.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Ellen. Virat, you askixt the floor.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chanan, I'd like to endorse the point
made very strongly by the honorable delegate froaziBabout the fact that we need to carefully
evaluate first the issues at hand and find out drethere is an existing mechanism to resolve
those issues and whether there is an existing Homihose. The working group has prepared
the list that was circulated earlier and has ad&% word issues listed in what is lovingly called
the laundry list. But | can assure you that aftefve taken away the duplicates you will still
have about 100-plus issues left there. This isdbas the estimates that we did yesterday.

It is also important to note that apart from arigthomes that might be available by way of
existing mechanisms, a large number of these issues purely domestic, for national
governments to resolve. For example, a deep dismusn access and how important that is and
whether there is a role for global governments glofal stakeholders or whether that's mostly a
national issue will have to take place before veeus the final set of outcomes and mechanisms
that are available or need to be made available. | Suppose the task would include both
evaluation of this list of issues, whether existmgchanisms and a division between national and
global issues. And after that exercise has bemplaied, we can proceed to have discussions on
the options.

The last pass that | wish to submit, Mr. Chairmarabout the IGFs and the fact that the speaker
on the -- on the remote participation spoke abedhrnology, and we strongly endorse the fact
that this is a group dealing with technology antkinet. We must find ways to ensure a higher
level of participation, especially from the devetagpworld in global events using technology
because currently it would seem that the use dfni@ogy is a fraction of what is possible, if
everybody put their minds to it. So whether itsatter of cost or technology, | think that is an
important area of focus. We should note, howeteat to ensure participation from the
developing worlds the IGFs have been held, inclgdive next two, in the developing world so
that cost of stay, travel, et cetera, are lessan they would be if it was in a capital city of a
developed country. So there are some efforts weader More have to be made. But before we
discuss the issue of mechanisms it would be impbttaallocate them into existing homes and
domestic forces global. Thank you.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Jimson, please.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you. Thank you very mudistinguished Chair, Colleagues,
Ladies and Gentlemen. Well, | just also want taarscore this viewpoint who have been
expressed before but to relate it to my own diexgterience. First, as far as remote participation,
it cannot be overemphasized, the need for us td gght at every meeting. | recall the last IGF
in Bali, well-organized and also | appreciate Cletagand Steve and the government of Bali. |
could not travel, but Baku and Abuja | could stidintribute in my sessions, in the workshops.
Though | have to wake up 1:30 a.m. until 5:00 anmAbuja to be connected, but, you know, |
was so happy. You know, with the webcast | sawydaly clearly. They could hear me. There
is some little glitches here and there, but | ca@ddd my contribution and it was so beautiful. So
we need to strengthen that. It's so importantd BAwill give that channel for developing nations,
countries, for their voices to be heard. And geallen in Africa, in our own organization, you
know, that spans 12 countries in Africa, we meergwnonth and we use remote communication
to move -- to move on, to communicate.

| also want to recognize or say that really weehawme group of people calls SMEs, small and
medium enterprises, that generally need to be he@hdre's no doubt, to be there physically is
better than remote because now you can hear maydiehis hall than breaking.

So small businesses have challenges in termandirfg. It's not cheap. Virat said it. Many of
us agree, it's not cheap. Must have a way or nmesinato enabling this sector of the voices to be
heard. Many are willing to be around now, représ@res but are not able to. For example, |
have to sponsor myself to be here, and it's expensto we need to look at, you know, business
financing for that. Then more investment in awas= synergy, and collaboration. For
collaboration is so important. Among all stakeleotd for different organizations, countries,
collaborating together. Even within the countriesllaborating together, creating more
awareness so that we can have a grasp of whatweeatiained already, and that will help a great
deal. So that just briefly what | want to addhe tliscussion on the ground. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. Yes, | camfton that remote participation has
challenges and has costs. But this is probablytneforward to get more people on board. And
I was really happy to be with you on the same payelr being | don't know how many
thousands of kilometers away.

Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Yeah, so | was tryinggass on to the mic to any potential
speaker because my issue is a little different ftbenone under discussion. It came to mind
because Virat was talking already about alreadjirdeavith the questions kind of thing. Since |

have the mic, | will make my point.
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| think as we have this long list of issues, wkengo through, it gives you a good mental map
of what kind of things need to be dealt with.

| remind that | and Marilyn were agreeing on saragegories of issues which was like already
being dealt somewhere. Second was being dealtbuitmot in a holistic matter in the sense of
connecting with other Internet issues. And thi@svargely not being dealt with anywhere. And
the fourth one which Marilyn added which is moreadfrend, which is something in the future,
and probably policy work is a great focus in thadkof thing.

So once you start kind of bunching --

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Parminder, excuse me. We haveln$ed the discussion on Group 4. We
come back discussing the paper. I'm very sorrybtiat.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Yeah.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: So if anyone would like to corfitute to the questions in Group 4, then this
is the time to do it. We have had very, very istea discussion on that, very interesting one, and
very constructive one with a lot of proposals, taobinteresting ideas. And we have to continue
to think about these proposals and how to syntedgkizm into a set of recommendations.

So I'm really happy that this discussion has tgikece from so diverse aspects and so diverse
points of views.

If you still want to contribute to that one, thesthe time to do it.

If not, then we can go to the discussion -- a tstiscussion of the document which | think will
take us to the lunch break. And in the aftern@dter lunch break, | would like to continue with
the questions in Group 5. Hopefully, we can finrgth Group 5 during this afternoon. And as
you know me, I'm always optimistic. But eventualbmorrow, we can start drafting some
recommendations. And it seems to me that the dzextidates for the recommendations are the
guestions we have discussed now.

So even though there was a big discussion, | ciealida lot of convergence of ideas and a lot of
convergences of recommendations.

So, Marilyn, if you would like to comment on Grodp- No. So anyone on Group 4, questions,
development issues?

In that case, let me ask the members or one ofegfresentatives of the voluntary task force to
introduce this paper for the group.

Any volunteer? Thank you, Marilyn.
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>>MARILYN CADE: Well, I'm going to open my intohuction by asking two people to please
stand up, Lea and Sam. Please stand up. Thaf'youhhave this document. So can we start
with a round of applause.

[ Applause ]
Now I'm going to try to explain it.

When we spoke yesterday, we were taking Questiandddoing a mapping exercise. And we
had a number of categories that we proposed. a§ceke with Virat. We have down the left-hand
column the laundry list. Let me tell you where geg the laundry list.

The team went into the submissions and pulledewaty bullet and plugged them into this list.
So there's a terrific amount of duplication, andawe going to talk about how to synthesize the
duplication.

But we felt it was important that you have a seofsthe depth of the contributions in a single
document. We added a column that's now calledt'dagegories, work in progress.” And this is
an effort to use your expertise and contributiocame up with a more homogenized list to go
down from 400 and some duplicative into X numbeat thre categories that everyone feels
comfortable with.

So the labels need to be descriptive enough tigaswbmitters agree with them and that all of us
understand what they mean. I'm going to give yoaxample.

What you have in the draft categories is our effi@rcome up with labels or terms. Those aren't
cast in concrete. The next category is called Sobdated groupings.” That's where we want to
plug in the actual headings or issues that the ragrees with.

So let me pick an example. We -- if you look ainiber 7, it's called "IPR." We would -- and it
appears in several places. We would assume tligtdP intellectual property rights may be
spelled out, would be a common term that if eveeyagreed every time we see IPR, we would
put the discussion about that topic and we wout@piclPR under "consolidated grouping.”

If you look at Number 1, the administrative of raone files and system, we call that "critical
Internet resources.” The room might not think that's granular enough. So you might decide
you want to call it something else. All we're trgito do is give you a framework to build on.

| will just say a very interesting thing, if yoadk -- if you glance at this, you can begin to see
And we started out, Ambassador, we started out thighlist from Brazil because it was in the
document and then we added on from there.

But if you go over to -- I'm just going to poimt 117, 118, 121, 122, 133, 134, you're beginning
to see as you keep going through the bullets thee gghrases being repeated. So, obviously, our
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next step -- we did about a hundred. Our nextistép get rid of all the duplication and come up
with the consolidated grouping list using termsrgliedy agrees with.

The next step we talked about doing was to idgtiié current activities and approaches that are
underway and then to Parminder's point, then hasenaersation about I'm calling it the "how
satisfied are we." And | think Parminder -- Pardan these four categories, that's right now
under a heading called "status" because we dieityrknow what to call it.

So you've got a document that we really need everyto look at and to think about are you
happy with the draft category labels that we predido you to think about. Do you want to
change some of them? And how do we do this quistlthat we can actually go ahead with the
next step?

But | don't think this small team is volunteeriiogdo all of the work without more help.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn. | would likalso to thank all those who participated
in establishing this list. And frankly speakingetlist is frightening.

[ Laughter ]
>>MARILYN CADE: I'm sorry, Chairman. | thoughbu meant exciting.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yeah, that's exactly what | mearit's really exciting and probably we
have to calm down. And we need some time to thimdut. | don't assume that the horrendous
task of merging and eliminating duplications is hiit our capacity right now. But we are
probably -- it gives us a lot of thought for --ttoank about in the upcoming days.

| reiterate what | said in the morning, that tisisa very good beginning to take stock what we
have and what we called the mapping exercise. r&@uaply this is a very good first step.

But | would suggest that we might think about gpfarther. As | said in the morning, | would
like to ask the secretariat to provide this in arfethe future meetings we have with some
background document in this respect about the iegishechanisms and existing examples of
enhanced cooperation.

So | believe it will be extremely useful for tlgsoup. And it doesn't mean that we don't have to
work on this document ourselves but probably ngiitrhow. You may take your time probably.
You may like to consult with your colleagues badkte as well. So it's really up to you. Itis
really your decision what we're going to do witilsthocument.

So any comment regarding the document itself?

Parminder, please. And then Chris.
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>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Hbntinue with the comments which |
was making earlier.

So | think we have a nice list here, and | agréh the categories as they are, including up to the
status which is where we would be able to say wdrete think they are being dealt with, they
are being dealt with but not in a holistic manrikey have largely not been dealt with, and they
are future trends which require a lot of policy wésecause the idea is that this is what -- and |
agree with both the phrases, frightening and exgitiut definitely enormous set of things which
are needed to be done and which is the mandatésofjitoup to figure out -- not to do it but to
figure out the mechanism of what could start tosdmething about it, the mechanism and not
addressing these issues.

Therefore, from these issues we have to go towaetshanisms, which is our mandate. And |
think the translation starts from the status whglthe four categories we mentioned, and then
also the categories which | tried yesterday whglthe technical policies, oversight and public
policies. Like, the one, administration of roonedile and system, it is either one or two in that
case. And as Ambassador from Brazil said, theseetlcategorizations already exist in the
relevant sections of Tunis Agenda. They have e&grly said day-to-day operation is one side,
principles related to CIRs is another thing, whishoversight, | understand, and other public
policy issues is three. So they have that.

So after the status, if we do that, we can thart sintering what needs to be done under each
category. And that's where our recommendations/ttéther we are satisfied, we think, you
know, it should be done in a distributed manner,nged a new body, et cetera, comments can
start coming. Last one even, role of stakeholders.

| think from issues, therefore, the conversiomw itite real elements of our mandate would that
way be possible. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder.
Chris Disspain.

>>CHRIS DISSPAIN: Thank you. So thanks for agkabout what we should do with this
document. And I'd hate to see all this hard warkagwaste. | think we should decide to move
on, the way forward with this. And maybe the waywfard is for a small group, sub working
group if you'd like, to take this and move it dotke line over the next few weeks.

| wanted to support Virat's very clear point abautumber of these issues are not actually global
issues; they're national issues. So as part gbriheess of going -- | think the next step is to go

through and look at duplicates. | think that'dlyeianportant because obviously there is a heap of
those.
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And then | think the next step after that is tg: sés it actually an issue relevant to this workin
group? Because if it's not an international glabsilie or for that matter an Internet governance
issue, then it can go into a separate category.

And then | think we can start to look at ratingrthand doing what Parminder was talking about.

But I'd like to suggest that we do agree to havamall working group take charge of this
document. | appreciate that the two or three petdt have done this work so far can't do it on
their own and we continue to work on the documdiitanks.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Chris. As far as elating duplicates, | think this is doable
and it is relatively simple. As far as evaluatithg relevance of some questions, | have my
doubts that in a small group we can do that. Pghas the issues which have been raised came
from contributions asked by the working group itsel the questionnaire. So probably those
who contributed have thought about the relevanciefissues. So | don't believe that a small
group may like to judge whether this is relevanhot.

So probably we have to be very cautious about thhive nothing against, however, setting up
such a small working body -- shall we call it a Wiog party, using the ITU terminology -- to do
a kind of reduction of the number of issues we heasining everything -- I'm just talking about
the duplications.

| can see Virat asking for the floor. Sorry, sorindia, you asked for the floor? Oh, Brazilh,O
my goodness. We are approaching lunch breaksdhny.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. 1 think | hav@®me comments that were already covered
by others. But one thing that occurs to me that jnat been said, Mr. Chair, that it is doable
towards having a more workable document, to eliteinduplication. | think that might be
something more easily done. Just by looking at ghges, | identified eight references to
multilingualism, either with a single word or miiltigualism including internationalized domain
names. So maybe we can retain both. But at itag& eliminate six, | think this would be the
case in regard to other issues. So we may comeitbpa document with over 100 may be but
more workable.

And in regard to the small working group that wbile tasked to further elaborate on this, |
think that's probably the most efficient way togmout it. But | would also think that we would
need this group to be open to contributions becaumse we are dealing with a universe of issues,
| think expertise and inputs would be needed framous parties that would not necessarily be in
this working group.

And the most -- of course, the most burdensomeeisgould be to fill in current activities and
approaches. | think the real challenge would beegard to this column to identify exactly what
are the current arrangements or what is being dotieat regard. And we don't need to identify
what interventions we might propose or agree tomenend or at least to identify.
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So | think this -- | don't have any idea of thecamt of work, but I think it might require some
extension of time that I think if we can aim at maythis by our next meeting, that would be, |
think, maybe a big challenge enough for the worlgrmup to work around this. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. Probably yalon't need my advice of how to
eliminate duplicates. Probably a simple sort a@wolumn 2 of this issue list will do and it will
help. And then we can proceed on that.

So | can sense that to establish a small workentypmay be agreed upon by this group. So
probably you would like to think about how you walike to establish this working party which
will be naturally open to anyone who'd like to paEipate from this group.

India, please.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. Quickly, first of lalwe wish to place on record our sincere
appreciation to our colleagues led by Marilyn faming up with this list which, | guess, is
largely based on the contributions that we havehirk it is a very good basis to start with,
though there are duplications, and I'm sure thexeadew things which we need to look at.

At the same time, the recognition that we couldehat this point in time is if there are more

additions to be made by any of the members of thekiwg group, you could, perhaps, set a
particular time frame during the course of the Ggywhich time then there is a more acceptable
list of issues. I'm not saying everyone agreewhat's in here but at least if there are any new
areas, which the small group or the larger groupld/ok at it subsequently.

And, again, with the clear provision that you @bal any time if any member wants to add a
new issue to be added, the flexibility exists. Mthat understanding starting to begin with, we
have the issues settled to begin with.

And the second step would be, | think, on thediné categorization of these issues. The two
approaches | think as we heard, one approach dmulon the lines which we already have --
where we have mentioned in our contribution thatlést working group on Internet governance
did classify them into four categories.

Perhaps if that is one basis or possibility, yaalgpu want to add one more -- there are four
listed here. One can be there.

And, thereafter, the other suggestion was to laiojist what Parminder has summarized based
on what earlier | think were his discussions wittarMn. So perhaps that initial kind of
determination could be made in the larger groupaiagorization.

And then the smaller group would be tasked with tbsponsibility to place them in different
groups and then thereafter come in the larger gtowgee the next steps. | think that could be
perhaps a logical way to go about as we see ianKlyou, Chair.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India. 1 think this & good way of moving forward. | think
the voluntary task force was looking at the conttitns, took the input from the contributions
but nothing prevents us to give additional iterkawever, | caution ourselves as far as the extent
of expanding.

We have constraints, meaning that we have to agmwith recommendations according to a
mandate for the next session of the CSTD which ditsel May. That is, we have to finish our
work by end of February, beginning of March.

We have to be aware, also, we shall do our best minot going to perfect. We have to make
some compromises.

So there's always room for improvement, | undecstalhere's always a possibility of taking up
new things, but | caution you to be very, very éalreow we are going to proceed.

As for the categories you suggested, | think ihia good way forward. It is the bigger group,
that is the whole working group, which may estdbtise categories. And probably the working
party we are going to create can work on the bafstbat; that is, eliminating duplication and
putting the issues into the categories or puttiswggories to the issues, whatever way you would
like to put it.

Any other intervention? Virat?

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. So jusrying to consolidate some of the
points and clarifying them. So the step one, Ipsge, we're moving towards clearing the
duplicates because we've got to come down fromlighief 460.

Step two, | think a determination would have toede about whether the issues that have been
mentioned here fall under the overall ambit of iné& governance and lend themselves to the

dialogue on enhanced cooperation. That's a keyshiotd through which the issues must enter

the door for consideration for this group and itnahate.

The third would be whether these are national gowents and domestic issues or whether they
lend themselves to a global dialogue and a glolsludsion or policy making as some of my
colleagues have called it.

The fourth step would be to classify them asthimk the Indian delegate mentioned about the
working group on IGF improvements. But | suppd& WGIG that he might be mentioning.
The four classifications are in the WGIG documehtsuppose it is that document, unless I'm
wrong.

Then there is the WGIG document versus the forntiodgd has just been sort of offered by
Parminder here.
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And the last would then be to sort of qualify stwahether there is an existing home, whether the
existing home or mechanism is doing sufficient waakd whether there is nothing currently
available and, therefore, something needs to bedfan a way to handle it. It could be about
five steps.

| would say one -- | would just make one submissibat whatever the smaller group does
should be submitted on a no-judgment basis as langmary report to the entire group so that
they're able to requalify an issue if they beliéivat needs to be mentioned separately and doesn't
fall under the duplication because the smaller gr@s you have mentioned, may not be sort of
entirely authorized to strike off an issue as ayeaxists. So | think we should provide that,
maybe a week or a ten-day opportunity, to everyliodpok at that list in case they absolutely
insist that their issue has not been included. t#iatlwould be immediately after step one, which
is when we clear out duplicates.

So | submit a five-stage process could be folloaed the Brazilian Ambassador's point that we
should have this by the next meeting so we cowle leasensible sort of time period in which we
can conclude this exercise. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | think we are getting there. tiifere's no one from the group who'd like to
take the floor, | would call on the observer.

>>LEA KASPAR: Thank you, Chair. Lea Kaspar lobal Partners.

| was one of the people working on the documeéd | just wanted to say that perhaps it might
be helpful to note that if the group would findshiseful, we can just delete the duplicates today
and have that ready by tomorrow so we can justrgtbdhe second step as was noted now. So
just I want to offer my time to do that if the gpwould find it useful.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Definitely | find it useful if yo deleted the duplicates. As for the
continuation of the work, | would like to think altohow we are going to proceed. It's very
tempting to work on this document. However, weustio't lose sight of our main task. So what
| suggest now to have our lunch break and letaudssit after lunch, consider what we are going
to do and how we are going to do.

Before breaking for lunch, Joy wanted to takeftber. Joy?

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | apolag for keeping people from their well-
deserved lunch break. Just one suggestion tot aksismaller working group. | notice that a
number of people offered to assist in preparingdbeument, and there are one or two people
who are indicating they might like to also conttibto this task. And | am just wanting to make
sure that would be possible, for example, Anja Kgveiom (indiscernible) Project, who wishes
to assist. And if there are any others, | third tivould be a useful contribution. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy. I'm going to sieher it. Thank you.
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And now | think we are going to break for luncldame come back at 3:00. Thank you.
[ Lunch break ]

[ Gavel ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good afternoon, welcome back. Yoak fresh. You had a nice lunch and
the weather is beautiful outside. | imagine yowlddave liked to walk down to the lake. Can |
ask you to take your seats, please? Shall | singething?

[ Speaking non-English language ]
[ Laughter ]

Okay, | would like to start now. | would like the Swiss delegation to take their seat. Thank
you.

Okay. So before lunch break there were a lohwfgs going on. First of all, we discussed the
guestions in Group 4. We had a very, very goodusdision on that. I'm really happy to have all
of these ideas confronted. And we had the shedgntation of a very good paper containing a
few issues, if I'm not mistaken there are over #&3ies. And we agreed that there would be
additional work done on this paper and eliminatplidates. | was promised to have this paper
by tomorrow and eventually tomorrow morning we netgrt some kind of relatively short
discussion on this paper.

What | suggest now to do is to attack the questiarGroup 5. And | hope to finish it by 6:00.
Leisurely we're going to take a coffee break atiadohalf past 5:00. There's one thing | want to
ask you if you have any comments on the discussie$iad this morning or any observation
concerning the way we are proceeding. If therenareomments, | would like to add once again
that my target is to start drafting some recommaé@inds tomorrow. There are a lot of issues
which I -- | think that we may agree on, there wbbé a consensus, or close to consensus, and |
want to repeat that this is a drafting exercise.s Inot a final recommendation. We are just
drafting something we can build on for the next imge But | find it extremely important that
the -- at the end of this meeting we already haraesthings to build on for the next meeting,
which | still don't know and it very much dependsywu, how you feel it. It may be one or two
meetings next year. I'm inclined to think that may need to have two meetings, but it's up to
you to decide.

Okay. So | suggest to go into the Group 5 and kbwough the questions pertaining to this
group. | -- as usual, I'll give you about five mies to go through and to concentrate and I'm
expecting your comments after that.

[ Break ]
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. So I think you had some titoereview the questions in the Group 5
which is about barriers for participation and erdehcooperation which is very close to what's
been discussed previously. So | invite you to gigar comments. So who would like to take
the floor first? Yes, Grace.

>>GRACE GITHAIGA: | would like to just articulatsome of the points that APC had raised
but then, you know, they say they are the reflestiof -- the comments are not reflected. And |
just want to say some of them that in the barridaesy highlight the absence of common
principles for Internet governance at substantive procedural levels. There's also not even a
common understanding what the Internet is fromcamemic or legal perspective.

The second barrier is the geopolitical arrangemantong states, and interventions by states and
global policy processes appear to be aimed atgimtgethe specific business or political interests
rather than reflect a broader mandate from alrttizens. There's also an equal distribution of
power among governments in global Internet goveraedrasis. Some are simply more powerful
than others. And often positions are shaped by plowerful configurations rather than by a
desire to achieve the best possible public inteoegtomes. There's also limited financial
resources, time, capacity, and knowledge operatemagers for the participation of the Internet
governance ecosystem by civil society, by smalt aredium-sized business, and governments
from developing countries. And then, of courserdfs also the barrier of diversity, different
political and cultural backgrounds and traditioddferent understandings about the role of
governments and different approaches by governntemtelusive policy processes.

In terms of actions required, one of the main dhis that there needs to be more work with
marginalized communities for us to develop locatteat in all languages that meets the needs
and tells the stories of these marginalized comtiasi

In terms of how EC can address issues to a braaméoeconomic development, one of the key
factors is that it should ensure that stakeholftens all sectors reach agreement on a common
vision and go through ICT support and socioeconamenelopment and by respecting that they
can contribute to meeting these goals. It is migmrtant to manage conflicts of interests and put
human rights and public interests first.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Grace. Any other comns&n Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Just on the (indiscernjoté the group, since nobody else is
commenting, | will talk to keep the discussion irgdl Two small points. One is that it was
pointed out earlier, | think by the Indian delegatithat though we are talking about participation
discretion is linked to the question of mechanifresause many of us think the basic barrier is a
fact that there is no peer mechanism on which polaking development takes place and that
itself is a barrier. And if we have a mechanidnent you will have different kind of barriers. But
a big barrier right now is an absence of a mechanis
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Second, because there are a couple of issuesymecof questions under this set like the
affordability question. In an effort to what a lft you have said, that one of the (indiscernible)
which should be applied to the issues is whetheir thelevant to our mandate, which is
international public policymaking, and whether tlagg national level issues.

So | would think that in our discussion we shdigicus on the international public policy aspects.
| do think even access and local content may havatarnational aspect, but we as a mandate of
the group are discussing international public poigsues and that (indiscernible) should be

applied when we get into these questions to ma&eartbst productive use of our time. Thank

you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder. | think Isfuwvant to comment on your last point,
which | think is a valid point. We have formulatgdestions, we have received the input, and
that is part of our mandate. But it's up to udézide upon whatever we take on board and
whatever we think is not so relevant to our mand#ed we can naturally contribute ourselves.
So we ask the (indiscernible) to contribute in feraf recommendations based on the inputs we
have. But naturally, we can -- we should do oumbwork. So any other comments? Jimson,
thank you.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you very much, DistinguegshChair. When it comes to Baher
(phonetic), I just look back that now I'm involvadd there are still many stakeholders that still
need to be involved in the process. Thus far. Amé of, | think, the finest new job
(indiscernible) is gap in internal processes, eakethe national level. Also regional level and
then international level. There's no doubt abbat.t

When it comes to national level | can recall when are talking about dot NG Nigeria there
were a lot of issues. There was no understandingng the stakeholders, but until the
government took the leadership role and brouglavierybody, that was when there was peace,
there was harmony. We are now working togethemow have the privilege of being a part of
ICANN, basically playing at least some very -- Ipegciate the leadership there. Some very
neutral positions there, roles there. And thdtusiness. The Government Advisory Committee
too, at least from my experience from African pexdfve, awareness is a challenge because
many government are not even aware that it coulid\mdved in decision-making when it comes
to the critical Internet, you know, resources. Kired about the ccTLD and the new gTLD and
even the other issues that (indiscernible). Bsid dhis was a lot of language, you know. We
have language barrier. Like Africa with more tl#B800 languages and 3,000 -- more than 3,000
ethnic groups, so it was also challenges. Beforeget information to the grass-roots it takes a
little while.

So more information, the challenge of submittinfprmation, and also bringing people together.
And also funding to do this campaign. | think tha also see an important job to do here, to
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develop some good funding to proper awareness, @»en to the grass root. Because they are
not aware, they don't know what they need to da,kmw. And this is very, very important.

Then at the international level, well, it's an lemon. The process is ongoing. And I'm
optimistic that by the time we're able to use th&#dm-up approach we need to be clear what we
need to do at the international level. But ba$icahe challenge is getting the home together.
They say charity begins at home. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. One commentah e¢nake is about the GAC and the

ICANN, as far as | know, right, there are about-pAGs governments who are members of the
Advisory Committee, Governmental Advisory Commiftdit you have a point here that

naturally out of this 120-plus countries, only ab&0@-plus who are actively participating or

physically participating in the meetings. But inththere is a progress there as well. And all the
points you pointed out are extremely variable angl stiould concentrate on these points.
Marilyn.

>>MARILYN CADE: Thank you, Chair. Something thatimson said really sparked -- and
Grace's comments really sparked my interest in centimg on the aspect of informed awareness.
And informed participation and how much more wedée do to explain the relevance of
Internet governance to the decisions that affecuge and the usability and the availability of the
Internet and the online world.

We often use the word "internet" as a code worémtve actually probably mean the World
Wide Web, social networks, all of the rich sourcéstored data as well as the Internet which
connects those together. And I think one thingmve start thinking about where's work being
done, we may actually find ourselves needing te@énat a little bit more to think about whether
we're talking about online content or we're talkatgput transport. But in terms of thinking about
awareness, | think explaining in more citizen-fdgnlanguage what we would say in business is
layman's language, but citizen-friendly languagats going on in Internet governance that is a
policy or a decision that may affect legislationibmay affect a regulatory change or it may
affect an initiative that your government is gotocgpe taking. If citizens are reading in the loca
media or seeing -- | was privileged to be invitegpeak at AfICTS summit in July in Lagos and
spent a fair amount of time talking to the Niger@ess about what Internet governance is and
why it matters on a global basis. Because theywsking at it -- they were very interested in
why AfICTA would be engaging in global activities avell as -- and why they would be
engaging and working with the Nigerian governmemtfdcus on policies that the Nigerian
government was addressing.

So I'd like to put my vote with, | think, both Geand Jimson and others about the need for us
to think about the importance of lack of awarenessa major barrier to how stakeholders can
learn about the activities and how they can padita.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn. Raising awaess is the expression | hear most.
Saudi Arabia. Majed.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. This &-- a very good and important question
in regards to the barriers, for all stakeholderfutly participate in their respective roles in &
Internet governance.

Among the various stakeholders groups identifredunis Agenda, we believe that it's only the
governments who are unable to participate in tfede in Internet governance. As | stated earlier,
there is no effective mechanisms for them to urdterthat role, which is the development of
international Internet-related public policy in eoitation with all stakeholders. Enhanced
cooperation was intended to provide this mecharmisththe process toward the implementation
of enhanced cooperation was to begin by first gnadf 2006. However, governments
supporting implementation of the WSIS outcomes haaehed the point of creating this group
and its mandate as it's stated in the UNGA reswiutiThe purpose is to make recommendations
on how to fully implement the mandate of the WSK)arding enhanced cooperation as
contained in the Tunis Agenda.

In regards to the other questions, how can enltbcmeperation address the issues toward global
social and economical -- or economic developmenngbus back to -- | mean, the creation of
this mechanism -- and this relates to Questiontbig to implement enhanced cooperation. We
proposed that to establish a body, regardlesa itisw body or under the U.N. system umbrella,
and the enhanced cooperation body is a body anéléted process mandate to (indiscernible)
international public policy pertaining to the Intet. The processes will address the details of
how issues are introduced, studied in consultatioth all stakeholders, debated, agreed,
disseminated, adopted, and implemented. But theidi to establish the body. Or to provide the
platform for the government. As | stated, in th&lUfamily funding, Secretariat support, high-
level processes, these details will follow. Bustfiwe have to provide this platform. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Virat, please.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Mr. Chairman, just a clarification There are four questions here. Are we
going one by one or can we go for all? How do waunt to proceed?

>>CHAIR MAJOR: As you wish. | would like to takéde whole group together, and if you
want to spec -- treat questions specifically, fes to do it.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The queém | wanted to remind myself, Mr.
Chairman, is about barriers that remain for allkekelders to fully participate in the
representative roles in global Internet governanckhis is not specifically about enhanced
cooperation. So | just want to be sure that weé a@battack that question. And | would argue,
based on the comments that have been received 6odd bodies, that it would seem that
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governments and business have most access to atform activities, and events related to
Internet governance. | would also argue, basedthen evidence here, that the technical
communities have perhaps the second best accedbawilil society and academia easily the
least access. | would quote, with your permissimm the submissions of Anja Kovacs for the
project director for Internet Democracy who seels$ridbuted Internet governance process where
she lists two specific reasons why civil societgdfically is unable to participate. The first
being procedural matter where much of the everasithorganized are very last-minute and in
developing countries and so information, avail#ilet cetera, is a challenge for civil societies,
except those who are the regular players in tleisar

The second that she lists here, and correctlarss this seems to be affecting more than just the
civil society, is the issue of funding. Since wavé not explored technology to its fullest extént,
think the point of funding is coming in the way mifaking our processes multistakeholder and
certainly becoming one of the most significant leasrthat are listed here.

I would also quote from the inputs provided by theited States where they have proposed
solutions, including outline clear modalities witte default being the civil society can attend and
participate on an equal footing with other stakdbas, provide advance notice -- meetings for
notice -- notices for meetings, make available dtgellowships, publish all relevant material
with no passwords, et cetera, and more participati®o | think excellent suggestions here from
the inputs which we've included which | urge thia¢ thouse consider as we respond to this
guestion.

I now turn to the second question in the grougfonfr which relates to how can enhanced
cooperation address the key issues towards glasédlsand economic development and here |
guote from the India submission from the governmerdorry, it's a submission from another

civil society from India, SFLC, which talks abotetfact that infrastructure can play a major role
in bridging this divide and any discussion or decisthat allows for all stakeholders to act

together in a covenant manner nationally will thEtome an example for what can be done
globally. 1think sort of evidence has been preddere.

On the third question that we're dealing with tie to what actions are needed to promote
effective participation of all marginalized peojotethe global information society | again turn to
the government of India -- sorry, the Indian sulsiois by SFLC which states, and | quote, "that
an established need to identify areas where fugfierts and resources need to be pooled for the
marginalized community.  Firstly, affordable access information and communications
technology, digital literacy, for the rural poordanther marginalized groups, including women
and children, should be assured.” Much of whatdesn spoken by my colleague Jim here. And
| think a very special effort. But this, to a vdeyge extent, is about providing physical access
and multilingualism. In a country like India, fexample, we have 22 recognized languages.
There's a dialect almost every 20 kilometers anadreds of mother tongues. The rupee note
carries 15 different scripts of how the rupee canrentioned. So it's -- you know, we're rich in
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diversity in that sense. And so if it was takenaasicrocosm of what the issue is globally, 1
think we have a good example to start.

| come to the last question, with your permissidin, Chair, and what are the key issues to be
addressed to promote affordability of Internet artjgular developing countries and the least-
developing countries, and here again, the multttalder role of all the parties is critical.
Private sector, as we have often spoken abouth®rldst day and a half about investment,
innovation, technology, human resources, infrastinec et cetera, capital, the technical
community, which is working very hard across theldido lower the cost of access, 85 to 90%
of the remaining world, 60% of the unconnected davlll connect on mobile devices. Prices of
mobile devices are being dropped sharply acrossvtiréd with innovation and help from the
technical community, so they have a significaneralso to stretch the limits of spectrum and
what it can do with regards to data because thiétyathat provides with regards to voice are
quite different than data and online access, swdiety which drives transparency, which drives
accountability, and strives for lower cost.

So if you look at this holistically, even in thigle of providing access to developing countries
and least developed countries, each one of thera hals.

I will close by saying that the government in djust as an example, has made a decision
about two years ago to transform a universal sereldigation fund which was collected from a
5% of every mobile bill that was paid by a mobiléscriber and was originally reserved for
connecting rural India has been changed and thén&mabeen changed with an agreement of all
parties to the parliament. And now $4.5 billioe &#eing deployed to build a national fiberoptic
network that will soon connect 250,000 villagesgbyifor online access for the most part. So
this is a remarkable case where consumers usindlenplones have deposited money in an
account which is now being used to provide rurakas. And so each one of those stakeholders |
have just highlighted have a role in providing @sceespecially with developed and
underdeveloped countries. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Two comments. | wouldn't calldia a microcosm with 1 billion plus
people.

The second comment is when you mentioned "spe¢tdichyou mean frequency spectrum?
>>|INDIA: Yes.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good. Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chair. Well, we -- | wouikle to start with saying that we do think
that there are barriers left that we have to deigh when it comes to participation of all
stakeholders in Internet governance. And soméeahthave already been touched upon like the
financial restraints, lack of awareness and négamt the issue of language, multilingualism.
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Those are definitely restraints that affect pgrtiion of all stakeholders, | would say, but maybe
particularly civil society, academia and technicanmunity.

We also think that another barrier is the lackpoficy transparency that still exists on many
levels, both nationally and internationally. Thes®ften a lack of consultation with stakeholders
before new policy is put in place, legislation g p1 place. And that is definitely a challenge fo
many stakeholders.

In the international arena, we see this as wdlist to take an example, documentation in some
international organizations like the ITU, for inste, is only for members. My government has

certainly pushed this issue on many occasions, \WWeatwant to increase access to relevant
documentation to all stakeholders. So that ikat is another issue.

| think when we're looking at Question 12 aboutrgirealized people and how marginalized
people can be more -- can participate more in kbleadjinformation society, we think that that is
part of much broader issues, empowerment issues.

For example, we have the question of gender aguahich is very important. We know that
women today are to a lesser extent users of Intefmeinstance. So | think that's part of a
broader issue of trying to empower citizens and@mgp stakeholders.

When it comes to the issue of affordability, wetaaly think that it's very important to create

an enabling business environment through deregulapredictable business environment and
definitely fostering competition because we knoanirexperience that competition brings down
prices. So we hope that we can work on some of-theme recommendations that points in that
direction. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden. | think we2am the right track. We are working
towards recommendations.

| can see Baher. You wanted to take the floor?

>>BAHER ESMAT: Thank you, Chair. I'm Baher Edmd'm with ICANN. So | echo the
views of colleagues about -- on the question ofi&@, about raising awareness and funding as
key barriers for participation in Internet goveroanparticularly from developing countries.

| also echo the views about language, languageebar Marilyn made a valid point about
making information available in laymen languagetfa broader participation.

One of the -- one other related issue we noticedur engagement at ICANN and developing
countries is the relevance of the issue itself.d A&rwas mentioned by the distinguished delegate
from Brazil, you know, the example of, you knowe tession at the IGF about developing issues
and, you know, the new gTLD issue and whetherd&evant or not. So the relevance of the
agenda itself is quite an issue.
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And that's why I'm not in agreement with the vithat the lack of a mechanism or the lack of
mechanisms is the main barrier because oftentineesave mechanisms in place. But the issue
is more about whether the issues and discussien®i@vant or not.

At the same time, there are key governance istaredeveloping countries that are mainly
national issues. They need to be addressed matimtional issues like access. Many of the
contributions to the questionnaire recognized Htaess remains to be a key issue for developing
countries. And | would say that 99% of policy dissions about access, whether in terms of
broadband access or availability of content in litexaguages, all these policies are more relevant
to the national sort of governance dialogue.

So | think it's more -- the other point | wantréase is, again, in relation to access and inicelat

to the question about the social and economic éspéenhanced cooperation. So there was the
study of OECD, ISOC and UNESCO, | think, which itiged one key fact about the correlation
between the development of the infrastructure &edawailability of local content. And, again,
this is something that is very challenging for depeng countries. And this is something that
needs to be addressed more at national levels.

And if we're talking about mechanisms to addrbsse issues, then we have to go back and, you
know, using the term that many people use "tha&rih®t governance starts at home."

So I'm more towards, you know, wanting to see nthseussion or more listing of issues in
relation to barriers and all this. And | think terercise we're going to do shortly will identify
whether those issues are relevant to the globaldzger the national agenda or elsewhere. So I'll
stop there. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Baher.

Well, for the time being, we have heard very ies#ing contributions. Some of them were
controversial -- | mean, contradictory to each nthut it just reflects the complexity of the task
which is ahead of us.

So | wonder if you would like to comment on thiogp of questions about the barriers, local
content?

| turn to observers, if you have any comments.

Well, in that case, | think we have concluded fingt round. We have gone through all the
guestions. We have given our comments, and we hadea rich discussion about all these
issues.

So what is ahead of us is on one hand to formugtemmendations. On the other hand, we'd
like to revisit the document which was offered ® hy the voluntary task force and we were
promised to have it by tomorrow.
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So, I'm reminded that Joy would like to take tlof.

Joy, the floor is yours.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you. Thank you for chée§ in. Can you hear me?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, very well.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you. 1 just wanted toroment on the barriers to participation

and to emphasize the barriers for particular graimas are listed in some of the submissions.
And I'm quite concerned with some of the submissionfront of us. I'm a little concerned that

some input seems to be repeating the (indisce)jnibb we focused on, a particular concern
about whether a (indiscernible) is needed or ratd | think that's doing a disservice to the hard
work of submissions who have been active and takbmissions seriously.

And | would ask you to be reminded about that emébcus particular on the barriers of civil
society from developing countries and particuldHgse who access -- have a really significant
issue and for those half of the world's populatim do not even have access.

In particular, | am also concerned about the besrior women and particularly for women's
participation in Internet governance. And thishe subject of a working group recommendation
to the Human Rights Council.

And | would ask the secretariat perhaps to codawdi a list of recommendations in relation to
participation from some of the other U.N. bodidsthink that would be a useful input, if the
working group could (indiscernible) as part of trecommendation acknowledge the other
mechanisms and statements within Internet govemtrat have reached these barriers and made
recommendations and actions on them. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy.

| believe in our discussions we tried to touch updl the submissions we received. And we
provided the kind of summary, which to my best kfexlge, tried to really encompass all the
relevant points and making an attempt not to foadpetut any of the contributions.

In the group itself, | think there are represauéat of U.N. bodies. And as the meeting is open,
there is nothing to prevent other U.N. bodies ttofe what we are doing here.

Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We havistened with good interest to the
interventions in regards to the barriers and touthderstanding of how are we going to approach
forward from this group.

40 |Page



However, Mr. Chairman, as the Saudi government,came to this meeting and we have a

mandate from the UNGA resolution. And when we '&yhanced cooperation,” it has to be as

referenced in the Tunis Agenda. And we are confiiogn paragraph 69 that there's a need for

enhanced cooperation in the future to enable govents. And being as a government, we are
here to try to accomplish or start this mandateemards to the enhanced cooperation and able
governments to develop international public polgsues.

Also, our references in regards to -- | have fistéto the IGF dialogue and the enhancement and
raise awareness of these, and we support thisihbeisame time, there should be in parallel the
enhanced cooperation. And I'm also referring toG4\resolutions that the two -- the IGF and
enhanced cooperation is two distinct processese [GF is to provide the platform for all
stakeholders to discuss dialogue, and the enhartegzkration for governments is to provide the
platform for governments to undertake their role.

But I'm trying to speak here and try not to useword "enhanced cooperation” or "IGF." | will
try to tackle the issue as it's facing the glolsadgroblem.

| heard that there's -- | believe that the exgtimocesses are adequate and there is no need for
governments to assume a larger role in Interne¢ig@ance.

However, last night, my colleague and | were thgkof various issues on the Internet and how
the current mechanisms are simply not able to eatidim adequately. So maybe when giving
an example, we will be more clear. And since ljpeaking in English, excuse me for my

diplomacy. | would rather we have this in all Erguages, but | will do my best.

Everyone is familiar, for example, with the prearade of botnets, phishing, malware, viruses,
identity theft, online fraud and sadly child pornayghy. Who in this room has not received
numerous spam messages containing an infectechietat or asking for the disclosure of
personal identity information? Recently Saudi Aaalvas the target of denial of service attacks
against two of our largest companies in the patiralendustry, Saudi Aramco and Sabic. There
are many more prominent examples around the world.

Countries also face major difficulties dealing lwthe practices which is dangerous or illegal.
Most content providers are responsive to the hafstseir home base country.

The governments of these countries will intervesite the content providers when they believe
that content is inappropriate or unlawful accordittg their laws or norms. But those
governments are generally unhelpful when askedteene with content providers on behalf of
other countries.

A recent example for Saudi and many other Muslkmntries was the YouTube video defaming
the Prophet Muhammad based upon him. Can sometined how existing mechanisms will
solve the problem when someone in Saudi Arabiangogher countries loses their life savings in
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an Internet scam from another country or a majbexporter has their operation shut down or
major structure is turned off or government serviaee destructed or bank records are stolen?

Can someone tell me how the private sector, duitiety, standard bodies, academia, can
possibly handle these issues alone? Of course Tibé only chance for success is the active
participation of governments and their full rolevdmping and implementing international
cooperation and public policy in full consultatiith all stakeholders.

We also have heard about the equal footing inrd=sg the decision-making policy, equivalent
to the governments. It is important to realize tievernments are the bodies who have
obligations to their citizens, to protect them friwarm and to establish and maintain their rights
both offline and online.

No other stakeholder and group can perform this i an unbiased manner. Unfortunately,
because if they are at the governments in the stakieholder Internet governance model and the
Tunis Agenda has not been implemented, many ceasnt@annot adequately benefit from the
Internet or help their citizens solve the issuey thare facing online.

In addition, some governments also cannot pratesit rights as states when it touches the
sovereignty of the states.

There's an entity or one entity has tremendousaratdge of being able to enforce its low simply
because it controls or manages or has accessrwas of Internet infrastructure but also great
influence over content providers operating withgihorder and exercises influence when it suits
its purposes.

But it shows no willingness to extend the influenghen governments requested to court content
be considered insensitive or is morally offensive.

What we want is the following. International ceog@tion agreements are necessary and
important and have proved to work well and to thediit of all in the field of ICT.

Good examples are frequency interference, specthammonization, satellite orbits and

compatible numbering. Any government when presentigh a claim of cross-border frequency
interference, for example, will investigate andetalction to correct the problem irrespective of
what entity in its jurisdictions is causing the lplem. This could not happen without the direct
involvement of governments. No other stakeholdgn®ip could do it or would even want to do
it.

The same problems face all governments when trigngrovide the benefits of the Internet to
their citizens while protecting them and at the sammme maintaining stability and
interoperability of the Internet. The protectidncdizens is the mandate of the governments. No
other stakeholders group can do it, and most havetarest in doing it.
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The current governance mechanisms do not and tannoessfully address most of the critical
problems and issues within the Internet. Goverrimiehould be able to protect their people and
their entities in their territories both online aoffline.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Saudi Arabia.

Any other comments? If not, | think this is theojper time to break for coffee. And then |
would recommend you to come back at :35, 4:35.nKhlyau.

[ Break ]
[ Gavel ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Welcome back. May | ask you to éajour seats, please? Thank you.
Before the coffee break we discussed Group Numtardbmore general questions, and | think
we have come to the end of discussing the respdresse=d on the inputs to the questionnaire.
We have gone through all the questions and it iealing that there's a sense of understanding,
we understand each other, we know what -- whathereoncerns of some of us.

On a more positive note, | can sense some kiraba$ensus on some issues. So | would like to
concentrate on those where we have the hope tewltionsensus. We don't really have to
agree on everything. We don't really have to halvparties agree on everything. We may have
dissenting voices. We have to keep in mind thatweeformulating recommendations. It's not a

resolution. Just recommendations. And we trytbllfthe mandate we have been given by the

U.N. General Assembly.

So right now | suggest to you to start the exercoisdrafting. It will be a process. We are not
going to draft, right now, the final text. | haasked the Secretariat to take the notes, your
suggested text, and you can see it on the screenewdur captioning will be available on the
other screen. I'm sorry for those of you who arho have your back to this screen, and some
of you who are more fortunate can see both.

At this time | would like to concentrate on queas where | sensed a common understanding,
and | think that was Group 4 and Group 5. So whatally want to do, the structure of the
recommendations, | would follow the groupings weehheen following during the two days up
to now. So we may like to put them -- the groupd atart by Group 4, that is questions of
developing countries, and I'm expecting you to mtexsome text, what are the recommendations
you think should come to the document we are gngrovide for the CSTD next May. India,
please.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair, and | think we have ceno the perhaps the very important task
which is of preparing a report of recommendati@seport with recommendations. | think it's --
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while the approach that you proposed which is lte those areas where we seem to have a broad
consensus and thereby focus on that and leavirsg tivbere we feel that there are -- obviously
there's still not convergence of views at a latage, | think we have some reservations on this
approach. [I'll explain why. Firstly, we all agréeere needs to be critical discussion within the
U.N. fora. We tend to leave the -- we tend to eddrall issues to start with and thereafter leave
the final decision on those difficult areas to tlhst day. Taking that approach I think is
sometimes useful because you tend to see thatll;-umess there's a certain amount of pressure
that has been brought on purely on the issue o4, tittnere is no -- no serious effort by the
delegations to sort of arrive at a consensus.

But having said that, in the current approach thatintend to follow, one -- there are issues
which are difficult ones, we acknowledge and weehs&en the diversity of views that are there,
particularly on Group 2 and 3. Completely leavihat to a later date might not be an appropriate
way to go about because these differences pendiseilast day. Number one.

Number two, there are decisions which are notetanlade here. They all require certain inputs
from the capitals and require certain kind of coisses building not -- outside the room, as | said.
So my suggestion would be, Chair, would -- shoutd et start from the groups that we have
prepared from the beginning and see whether thenéd de some consensus in terms of not
necessarily the entire text but certainly on preygasome kind of, you know, (indiscernible) kind
of language which would accommodate perhaps treetlts we intend to follow. Because at the
end of today -- because we already -- two daysuofdescussions are almost getting over, and on
the third day we have -- unless we have sometturtgke back to the capital at the end of this
working group meeting, it might be difficult to geécisions during the next -- and which will be
the last meeting for all of us. So bearing thanind, because if you have those issues which are
difficult and they're presented on the last dayhef meeting of the last session of the working
group, | think we would not be in a position to igette some instructions from the capitals and
thereby we would perhaps end up not making recordatens. Which is not -- which is a sad
story. So | think as sometimes they say let'sicdte bull by its horn and then see whether we
can stand in front of it or we just run away fram Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Mr. Reddy. | am ready ¢onsider your suggestion. The
reason | am suggesting the approach that whatdestigd is to build on something, and that is
your approach as well. You want to have somettoniguild on. You are suggesting to at least
to have some (indiscernible) on the different ggyupat you can take back to capital, which is
also a viable solution. But we have to take aido account that during our discussions there
was an effort made to identify issues and we harecup with 480-plus issues, which | don't
think we can manage here, right now. Even if theybeen downsized to 150, we can't manage.
So | am not against making (indiscernible) andt stéh this text, but | can also see the danger of
in case we don't agree on some text now, thenualfudure meeting or meetings -- because I'm
not very sure that we will have only one meetingvery much depends on you and the results
we achieve during the one hour we have now and tamwothe whole day.
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So I'm just offering one option. | take your @ptj but I'm also wondering how others feel about
it. Chris, please.

>>CHRIS DISSPAIN: Thank you. I'm -- | find mysedfightly confused. 1 -- | thought we had
undertaken -- we're undertaking a mapping exergisere we've got some issues listed and
someone | believe is going through them and lookihgluplicates and we're supposed to be
having an exercise where we see what we end upanihsee if they can go through a test as to
whether they apply. So how can we be working @oltgions until we've at least figured out
what we're talking about? | may have misundersttd it struck me that we were trying to
work on a mapping exercise. I'm lost.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Chris, | would like to make it cletb you we are not working on resolution.
We are working on recommendation. Now, the --nt$ but it's -- it's -- it's a very important
distinction.

>>CHRIS DISSPAIN: | appreciate that. Sorry.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: And I've made clear that probabihe tmapping exercise is being done --
well, the technical part to downsize it will be @oby tomorrow and we may have a dry run on
the basis which has been suggested, the five-pi@pach on some questions. But | also made it
clear that we are not going to continue it hereaise some delegations or many delegations are
not in the position of going through this. So theyuld like to take it back to capital. And | also
made it clear that | intended to have some kindraft recommendations on some issues which
we may have consensus on. Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. From our perspective think that it would be beneficial
for the group to start with the two last groups d&aese we have the same sense as you do,
Chairman, that that's probably the areas where awe lthe biggest chance of, at this stage,
reaching consensus on some recommendations. AmdK it would be to the benefit of the
whole group and contribute to building trust in treup if we can actually move forward with
some recommendations since we're already at thjge stAnd | think also that we can benefit --
and | have at least benefited from the discussiméave had here these two days, and I'll bring
that back to capital and to stakeholders back hante maybe work a little bit back home on
potential thinking around recommendations on theenatifficult issues. And I think we can also
utilize the time that we have from now to the neéeting to discuss with each other also in
different constellations on those more difficuuss so that we can come better informed and to
the next meeting and start working on some of tbeerdifficult issues by then.

And also in relation to the mapping exercise,nkithe mapping is very important and our sense
is that it especially benefits the questions inupré and Group 2, maybe Group 3 and therefore,
we think that we can do things in parallel. We cknthe mapping exercise to help us with

moving forward on those issues in Group 1, 2, greh8 at the same time we can actually start to
work on recommendations for Group 4 and 5 wherénaxe more concerns. And so we agree
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with your approach. We think that that would hefpbuild confidence in the group and maybe
then that we would -- we can use when we apprdaaset more difficult issues at a later stage.
Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden.
Marilyn.

>>MARILYN CADE: Actually, Chair, both that Coretce and Phil had their -- and also
Parminder so | will just wait my turn.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Parminder?

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Twet ®f issues trying to comment on
how we are working and how possibly we can giveapctive outcome at the end of the whole
period of our working group.

One is about our express mandate, and the othboig expectations of the world from us.

And about the express mandate, first, and as ther Ceminded us oftentimes that there is a
mandate, and let's stick to that. And the mantkate examine the Tunis Agenda's mandate of
enhanced cooperation and to give recommendatiofgliyooperationalize it. Now, that's the
mandate.

If we have to do something on the mandate, we bhag®e to the Tunis Agenda and do a search
of the word "enhanced cooperation" and read eatiose 68 and 69. Yeah. 68 first. No, no, 68,
69 and then 70 and 71.

And it says that there is enhanced cooperatiorctwis defined as the issue of international
public policy issues. Whoever has to do it, I'mdiag the question out because that may be
contention, equal footing of the governments oraradll stakeholders.

But it is very clear. We need to deal with intgranal public policy issues related to the Intérne
There's clear pointing to the fact that there aternational public policy issues to be dealt with.
They are important. And, obviously, that's why youd mention of the words in the document.
And they need to be dealt with.

We need to figure out how to deal with them arat'¢ithe principle mandate.

The question of whether developing countries pigie in that -- and "that" is not known yet --
or what are the barriers of participation, otheents "that" does only come after we have
discussed to some length what is "it" we are tgkabout, how are we going to address
international public policy issues, multistakeha|daultilateral, only private sector, whatever.
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But that comes before we talk about the role ofetiging countries or various participation
because | can't talk about the role of developiogntries -- in what? In keeping their citizens
happy? In warfare? What? It is about their resgalities in international public policy issues.
And it if that is not spoken, | don't see how 4 &xchn be spoken.

And to speak about 4 and 5, it anticipates thateths an existing mechanism in some ways
which is doubted by many people here, not a conseamst some people doubt it.

So | don't see how -- till we deal to some exteritatever level we can reach a consensus, with
the issue of mechanism, we discuss the role ofldpwvey countries in that mechanism because |
don't see 4 and 5 as role of developing countrids-repeating myself -- in just something but
in that particular mechanism, whether it existsiotr and, again, barriers to participation in that
particular thing which can be defined only by 2 &nd

The second part of my intervention is about aaterkind of disappointment with the fact that
this group sits with a global responsibility to eslks questions which are bothering a lot of
people everywhere. The newspapers are full of $tories are being written. People are
discussing in their bedrooms. And we seem nottlyreddressing questions which people are
bothered about. The U.N. working group is suppdedzk addressing the world's problems. The
world's problems are of many kinds. They are nst jelated to what has been called recent
revelations but many other Internet-related issthesconsumer rights across borders, the cross-
border data flows, Internet connectivity.

Taxation, where does value accrue? And where @oeske place?
Cybersecurity.

There are huge issues that people are talkingtatmosee that those issues either do not exist or
are being dealt with at the present is the cora®ezl to address.

After that, we address how to enhance the sysiemdpeasing participation of different people.
So | think both ways we need to go to the meahefi$sue, see where we can converge.

There was a lot of work happening outside thismodCANN goes to the President of a country,
makes some offers. They say that we should hawwatds internationalization of oversight.
Those words are not being mentioned inside the wgrgroup which has the global mandate
through a legitimate global U.N. process to be inglat those questions. It is something, | think,
which is not quite right when we are well past tia¢fway stage of this working group.

| think we need to directly address these questitnd the views of the people, try to converge
them as far as we can. But | think we cannot attwode key issues to be dealt with first. Thank
you.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: | think during the two days, iad been said many times that we have a
mandate and we try to stick to this mandate. Weeh@mpiled a questionnaire. We have
received inputs. We have discussed these inpetgewed them, and we have spent about two
days reviewing and having some sense what are aive concerns.

| have nothing against bringing on board new issase | told you because we are really
mandated to give our opinion as well.

However, during the two-day discussion we hadilupdw, we have been discussing the inputs
and some comments we have made on that. So itnyasnderstanding that the group would
like to work in this way.

And | repeated many times that we are going takvioithis way and | had no objection to that.
So | reiterate my proposal to work the way | sugggbs

But I'm ready to listen to other voices.
Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: | think listening to discussitimus far in your proposal, Chair, has been
quite interesting. In the two days that we'vehsae, | think it has been recognized that since the
agreement of the output of WSIS, the world has rdawe We are more than halfway through
what we think is our term of activity. And evenrgcent weeks, there has been activity that we
couldn't have perceived six months ago being @frést to us in the discussions.

If we look at the mandate which says "to examireerhandate of the WSIS regarding enhanced
cooperation,” there are some things that | think hewe talked around as the distinguished
delegate from Sweden suggested, which is thereresmegnized barriers and issues around
participation. And | think there is some valudanking at or trying to look at through the eyes
of required activities to ensure that all voicdsstakeholders, are engaged. It is right to ey t
not all stakeholders are engaged. And we shoult ¥@oensure that our recommendations or at
least one of the recommendations, I'm sure, ada@re$&ndeavor to resolve those barriers.

Will we completely resolve those barriers? | wblikke to think yes, but | suspect not. | think in
taking it forward and looking at Groups 4 and 5 athare fairly wide areas, | do think applying
some sort of mapping exercise to try to take elésneh4 and 5 to make sure that what we are
recommending on specific issues are of value andbeaseen to achieve consensus within the
room. It is not to say that we do 4 and 5 heretaed walk away from it, but | think it is a part
to say we try and do one, one issue that we hawe sort of agreement on is important, that we
can try out the mapping mechanism. Does that wddk2s that have to be changed? Have we
got it right?
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One of the issues | think we are facing is waaé blazing. We don't have a process. We are
making it up as we go along almost. And | thinkiletthat's good and it proves that we're
responsive to the needs, it takes time for ugnkitio come to some sort of agreement.

So | think if we are looking at our mandate anokiag at a way forward, | think taking a very
specific approach to the areas where there seelms tonsensus, trying to select an issue from
those areas and seeing whether or not there's galne in taking those forward, | think, would
be a useful way forward. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil.

While you have the floor, can you give me someccete example how you think the way
forward is in Group 4? Any concrete...

>>PHIL RUSHTON: 1 think I would pick up on thesblate that we had before coffee and |
think specifically referenced by the delegate stidguished delegate from Sweden on access to
all multistakeholders in this debate.

I think Grace made a very useful intervention ptmcoffee as to what the barriers were, and |

think there's some activity there that we couldkl@d to see whether or not we could make a
recommendation going forward as to how we mightresil or suggest that those barriers be
addressed. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. As far as | can séas is very much along the line |
suggested. Constance?

>>CONSTANCE BOMMELAER: Thank you, Chair. | waljust like to support the point
Phil made and the distinguished delegate from Swede

I think Parminder raises a very critical point walhiis the global responsibility of this group
which is to look at hard issues. And a lot of warént into trying to list these issues, including
emerging difficult issues.

And in terms of methodology, | would propose thag follow the path discussed before the
coffee break and try to have a rigorous approadhaking at these issues. We could start with
access. We could start with multistakeholder pigndition. And that exercise would naturally
lead us to possible recommendations. Rushing dommenendations without having done this
mapping exercise seems difficult from my perspectivhank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Constance.
Saudi Arabia. Brazil? Brazil, okay.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. And thank you.
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Well -- sorry, | lost my notes.

I'd like to say | see merit in the two approachethink we -- well, first of all, | fully agree ith
India in that the most central issues we shoullll¢éaare contained in Groups 1 and 2. Clearly,
for example, the way Question Number 8 is draftédhat are the most appropriate mechanisms
to fully implement enhanced cooperation as recaghin the Tunis Agenda? This links directly
to the mandate. And also when we asked: To wktahehas or has not enhanced cooperation
been implemented? So these are the core issuesr¢hat the heart of our mandate.

So clearly this -- if we have to dedicate -- if have limited amount of time, this should clearly
be the focus of our work.

However, | also see merit in starting with Quastid and 5 in the spirit Sweden has mentioned
to build confidence and establish models of pararseind also thinking that in the second stage
we could benefit of the mapping exercise, a toat thould also enable us to tackle questions in
Groups 1 and 2 more efficiently. So the Numbemnd & would be, let's say, the low-hanging
fruit that we could go and have a more concretemue.

But, however, this -- | don't think you can disagate this with the time constraints we have. |
think the most crucial issue -- and | don't fe@rthis clarity at this most whether we are going to
have one or two meetings. If we are going to hawe meetings, | think we can allow us the

luxury of not engaging to Groups 1 and 2 now, allasvsome more time to go about it in our
next meeting but with the assurance that we wilehapportunity for that.

And | fully agree with India, that if we have jushe more single meeting, it would be very
difficult to tackle at the same meeting, to staélihg with different issues and at the end of the
same meeting coming out with solutions.

So maybe, Mr. Chair -- | don't know the approgiatoment. But | think this decision on how
to go about it should be linked to the decision tihee we'll have one or two meetings. | think
that might provide some more clarity for all of uBhank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Very helpful. Realkeally helpful.

So before | give the floor to Saudi Arabia andnthean see Jimson, | would like to think about
the possibility of having more than one meetingtngar. | suggest us to have one meeting in
January and one meeting in February. | leaveybtonow.

And let's listen to Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairma | understand the time constraint
that we are facing for this very delicate job taneoup with the recommendations. But we can
have a recommendation, | believe, by this meetwg,s it going to relate to the mandate of the

50| Page



group or not? That's the core -- | mean, thaégrtiportance, that the recommendation relates to
the mandate of the group.

And | would like to bring the attention that théu€ter 4 and 5, it has been answered based -- or
after the questions that relates to how to impldnerhanced cooperation and what are the
mechanisms. And when we answered that, we gotngh&#. Then we reach a consensus in
regards to the role of the developing countries.

So the core is to undertake Question 2 and 3 fifdten we will have, | mean, no difficulties

going to 4 and 5. But we cannot talk about pgréition. Participation in what? The role of the
developing countries in what? So it is very impattto start with 2 and 3. And even if we are
going to have two meetings, that as of to date patS0% of the work of the group even if we
have two meetings. This is the second meetingd Ve are approaching half or almost 2/3 of
the second meeting. So it is very important tortswith the core mandate to get the
recommendations. Then it will be very easy to dedthe role of the developing countries in the
recommendations that we have and then how to ephdme participation in enhanced

cooperation. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Saudi Arabia.

| think we had today discussions so we don't Havpretend that we haven't discussed these
issues. And we don't have some kind of understgnahat is on the table. So | believe that all
of us have kind of an understanding what we areudsng.

Jimson.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you, Distinguished Chaiplleagues, ladies and gentlemen.
Please permit me to just make a few comments wihnd to the issue at hand.

Shortly before we went for tea break, there was iervention by the distinguished
representative from Saudi Arabia with regard torttle of government and the mandate as has
been well articulated by Parminder and many ottiexshave spoken.

Well, from the business constituency, from theitess and from developing countries, we do
know clearly that government have a very clear.r@dBvernments are the sovereign rule in the
face of citizens.

What we also are saying is that, yes, there isesdgnamicism -- there is some dynamic
evolution. Saw that while the government leads)dsb leads with business and stakeholders so
that we can all have the people together.

| would say this. | also want to illuminate thect that when we talk about rule of law, it's
already agreed that rule of law offline is the sameule of law in the online world. And as such,
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how has it been tackled in the offline world? liéee through a lot of collaboration, through a
lot of bilateral agreements. A lot has been acdev

Even when it also drags into the online world,nfet give you this illustration, something that
happened in Nigeria not too long ago, maybe about, fiive years back. There was a case of
online fraud performed by a Nigerian citizen in Bfka And the guy ran to Nigeria and
(indiscernible) mighty structures in Abuja and maigces. A true cooperation between Nigeria
and Brazil, the guy was tracked down and (indisbégin And the company back in Brazil got at
least some of the -- got justice.

So what I'm saying is that government has theirctole and it is not in discord.

What we are also saying now is that we need td& wéth existing mechanism, strengthen the
existing mechanism. For example, it is such atgpeailege that I'm here with my colleagues
here, government, all the stakeholders, discusHimg international issue. We are already
discussing it.

And | believe, Distinguished Chair, after this éiraut, whatever we agree will go to the CSTD.
What the recommendation is, it will go to the CSTW/e are a composition of CSTD already.
And CSTD, from there, it will go to ECOSOC and ECQUSto G8 where governments really
persuade it.

So my submission is that, yes, we are making pssgr We can actually really start some form
of recommendation. Once we do the mapping, cleargrybody sees. And we also have some
middle points, some understanding.

So we have existing mechanism. We need to rezedhis. The government already played the
role, and we also support it and play also a rolmportant role.

And after this, CSTD will -- | have the privilegd being in the CSTD meeting, one of the
meetings. And there's room for improvement. Betr&y making progress. So what we have
currently can really pack in a lot of things if i@cus on it, bilateral agreement, collaboration,
cooperation, can pack a lot of things while we Idotvard to the optimum solution as the case
may be.

| just want to illuminate this question with redao the role of government, which is undeniable
very important. Sovereign rule is very importaiiere is a mandate for government which we
will respect. Our government takes the lead inicafrand we follow. If government does not

really move, we are happy the government is wiltmgome with them to move together. So we
understand the role of government. But at the stime, at this top level, we should not

complicate the matter necessarily.
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Finally, we got to the meeting periods, well, lwan't mind being around if you want to have
three more meetings. But the funding issue isadl@mge. So it is a major program we're into,
and there is no funding. So is that a demonstraifdhe seriousness at the top level?

So there should be some really commitment fronptré of government that set this up.

So this is good, Chair and colleagues. | justtwausay that, well, as much as we can, if it & ju
one meeting, | personally will still be able tollstiy to fund myself to be here for one more
meeting. Two more, | will need help. I'm a snialkiness. And | feel that | have constituency, a
lot of constituencies, as a matter of fact. Swaef start making progress with recommendations
and tidying up the mapping process, it will be &etbr us. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. | fully undéand your concerns and naturally take
note of that. And probably if | suggest to haverenthan one meeting, | would suggest to have
one meeting in January and eventually, if neededhave an additional meeting in February in
order to be able to have some contingency to betalfinish our work.

Marilyn, you wanted to take the floor?

>>MARILYN CADE: Yes. |think both the U.S. ariehil were -- and Virat. But I'm happy to
speak, but | don't want to get in front of otheojple who have their flags up.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | have a list and you are on it.

>>MARILYN CADE: Fantastic.

[ Laughter ]

What | wanted to -- first of all, I'd like to ecllee comments that my colleague Jimson made.

Even when there is funding available, that fundgags, first of all, to governments, to civil
society and to academics. It never goes to smainesses. And this is a significant burden
particularly for small businesses to participatend we need to be really committed to having the
diversity of participation. The vast number of in@sses that will be starting in all countries are
going to be small businesses. And that is whezeetigine of economic growth and bringing the
kinds of public policies and access to the workt the want to see happen.

So if we don't have the ability to have the pgraton of SMEs in our considerations and our
deliberations, we are really missing a criticahedat of those who can help to provide thoughtful
solutions. So | want to just reinforce the concaoout that.

| think we also have to understand that it is ingoat to bring experts from capital for
governments and to bring experts from the othekestalders, not just to rely on the folks who
are here in Geneva or are local from any stakehgldrip because of the expertise and the depth
of understanding that is needed.
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I would much prefer, Chair, that if we have --ttinee have a longer meeting, even as long as
four days, and that we dedicate our work. Manyws®fparticipate in other U.N. entities and
activities, such as the ITU. We're quite familiath multi-day meetings. So if we had this much
work to do, one approach would be to have a foyrrdeeting and have only one meeting and to
really dedicate ourselves to be able to diminighdbst implications of travel.

But | took the floor really to make a comment abitne Group 4 items. I've listened to concerns
expressed by some participants that we can't tadkitaparticipation in what but, in fact, we ask
guestions. And over 60 respondents found answeayséstions about participation in what. We
may not be able to address the question aboutpeation in a new mechanism since | don't
believe there's consensus in the room on new mexhan But we certainly could look at
Question 10 and Question 15. 1 think there is otler question. Because we have robust
answers.

We are an expert committee and we ask peopleotod®a comments. And | want to be sure that

we are living up to our commitment to those whorsiited comments that we are focused on
their answers. And there will be when we stakitej about solutions probably some differences
of opinion. But | do think we could start with Gro 4.

And generally | found in the long number of yebve been working in these fora, it's always
better to start with the low-hanging fruit and haveouple of successes before you start diving
into the deep end of the ocean.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn.

As for the suggestion of having a four-day meetagntually a five-day meeting, | have to tell
you that I'm really enjoying your company.

[ Laughter ]
It is a real pleasure to be with you.

>>MARILYN CADE: Chair, | hope you are not goig take a poll on whether everyone else
agrees.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: No, no, no, no.
So | am ready.
[ Laughter ]

I'm really ready to have a four-day meeting oiva-tflay meeting. So much the better. And
eventually it may be a good idea.
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So | had to fight to have a three-day meeting bgeariginally it was meant to be a two-day
meeting. But I'm ready to have the four-day oefday meeting and probably it will have small
businesses to come and civil society and all ofrepresentatives because the extra cost is much
less. Probably we have to ask other stakeholdmastiey think about it. But that's another issue.
I'm ready for that.

As for the low-hanging fruit, | like this expressi of course, and personally I'm all for it. But
it's up to you naturally what you choose.

So next one on my list is Virat.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | thinthe house would agree that three or
four issues that have dominated the discussion tnelast two days is about government's role
in participation. The very difficult circumstanctsat is placed over developing countries are to
participate in the Internet governance processem) enore within that the civil society groups
and to some extent academia, and moving forwardematify what could be the mechanisms as
well as said on day one that the heart of the prabis between Question 4, 8 -- 4 and 8
essentially.

But | think we need to remind ourselves that we'tdae a solution in search of a problem. We
can't start drafting recommendations unless we hawnd most of us have agreed on that at
some stage or the other -- a clear problem dedimitvhich is identified by the issues and a
mapping exercise which tells us through the fisx;step process, whatever we finalize on,
which of the issues that need the kind of mechasigrat have been suggested by some.

And | think the importance of the mapping exeréssanderscored by the fact that if you look at
the responses of the people who took the timegpomd to us, the 60 responses, they've done a
very elaborate job of putting those down as buyllints or numbers. And | think they deserve
the importance and the consideration as we driveards identifying mechanisms which is
principally at the heart of Question 8 or Item & jtavere.

A guestion has been asked about what should beoteeof developing countries in what. |
think a similar question can be asked that we stating recommendations for mechanisms to
address what.

So | suppose this is a chicken-and-egg story,veamthave to begin at some stage where we can
all find a basic consensus. My guess or assessanégast is that the last two buckets found a
fairly high level of consensus in the sessions ttoat chaired earlier today. And that might be
the appropriate place to begin work.

| would also argue that with regards to the megtin think there are 15 participants here who
have traveled from outside of Geneva that are entlihee stakeholders that are seated at this
table. And there are about six or eight on theeples side who have traveled. You have very
kindly allowed 20 observers but only eight -- sewgreight have come in. In the civil society,
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there are only two participants. On the technamahmunity, there are three out of five. So |
think there's -- sorry, three participants on tivd society side.

| think it's clear that these are the groups #rathaving difficulty even coming to this meeting.
So given that they're having such difficulty evesming to a meeting which was planned for
months and funding could have been arranged, kithia point that was made by my colleague
here, Jimson, and others, we need to focus fiostlthe latter two buckets.

And, second, if a meeting has to be held, we woetpiest two things of you. One is try and
combine it or bring it close to another event whatlows the participants to defray their costs.
And look for a four-day meeting because | thinksit- while it might be an imposition on the
time of the governments which are in Geneva bectugsehave many, many things to do, | think
the incremental cost of staying for a day is a sfnattion, 150, 200 Swiss francs at best, even
lower in some cases, than all of our costs of §yamd sort of parking yourself twice over for
three days. So if you could please consider tiggastion. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Virat.

As | told you, | have nothing against having arfoor five-day meeting, on the contrary. And
your point is taken. Jimson's point is taken. Apdbably all of us -- or many of us are
sympathetic to this solution. And thank you foieahg that.

I have Iran on the list and USA and we have Avhiows a remote participant from the civil
society.

Iran, please.

>>|SLAMIC REPUBLIC OF IRAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairan. Thank you for your efforts.
You're trying to solve the problem as soon as jpessind as much as possible.

I may have been on your side first that we havstaot with the easiest issues to solve, to make
an example of our cooperations. But listening feéiseto the room, | think the matter is not to
start from deep ocean or shallow waters. | thivkihatter is to start with the core issue, which is
more important.

We need to finish first the core issues. As yeartd from me in the morning that the other
guestions like 10 or 15 are very much related &ahswers on Question 3 or 2, therefore, when
we don't have -- or we have not reached any coiotiu® the core issue, how come we can go to
the end of the matter?

| can make this example that we are constructibgilaing. Do we start from finishing, or do
we start from the foundation? So the core issuetwis the first and second group of questions
are the foundation. Let's start from the foundstioot the finishing. That will help us to go
faster in the other steps we are going to take.
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On having the meetings for four days, Mr. Chairmae are in your hands. We are ready to
whatever the room is going to decide to have fauthoee days, two or three meetings, no
problem. But let's start from the most importaatte and very hard part of our job. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Iran.
United States?

>>UNITED STATES: Thank you, Chairman. Thank ydthairman. Chairman, this is to
signal our support for your approach to meet oundate and to show progress as soon as
possible.

Chairman, we think it makes very good sense taaggh first those issues that are likely to
reach consensus.

| think Brazil put it first, low-hanging fruit. Ad we agree and | think other speakers did as well.

We think it's important to allow the mapping exsecto move forward so that we can be
informed on difficult issues that we wish to findnsensus. Again, I'm remembering words -- if
I'm remembering correctly of what the AmbassadomfBrazil said, it would be very helpful to
know where we are to better inform where we're goin

We think it is important to take the time we needhatever time that is in the estimation and
assessment of this group, to address all issuggriemt issues, core issues, all of them, to find
consensus.

So, Chairman, for these reasons, simply to conamthto support you in your approach. Thank
you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, United States.
And, finally, if I'm not mistaken, it's Avri. Avr
>>AVRI DORIA: Am | muted? Am | unmuted?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: You are unmuted, Avri.

>>AVRI DORIA: I'm unmuted now. Thank you. | jothose of my colleagues in the room who
have suggested that we need to do the mapping iexetmefore we start to make
recommendations. | guess I'm among those who dounderstand how we can make any
recommendation if we haven't finished the analysie have done a first discussion of the
comments we received, but we have not done yetatt@ysis that the mapping exercise
represents that brings all of these things togethat maps them against existing institutions and
that finds the gaps, the gaps that | believe wararandate to go back and see what they fill.
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| also agree with those that say we must staith thie most important part, but | for one still
don't understand which part is the most importantil we have done a mapping exercise. We
may end up solving the problem for which therelisady a solution if we try to do it before we
have fully understood.

| also have a question. At the beginning of tieeption you said that we would not be working
on a basis of consensus. Perhaps | misunderstbed that statement -- when | heard -- or when
| thought | heard that. I'm being very carefullwihy words, spending all day at the IETF where
one speaks one way and spending all night withrttesting where we speak another way has
been very confusing for my brain. But if -- if idesh't misunderstand we're not working on a basis
of consensus, on what basis are we deciding wietig, as a group, are recommending?

And finally --

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Avri.

>>AVRI DORIA: | support Marilyn's call for a longeneeting, if needed.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Avri.

>>AVRI DORIA: | believe it -- yes.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Sorry to interrupt you. We are Wimg on the basis of consensus, which
does not mean they are not -- we don't allow dissen

>>AVRI DORIA: I'm still confused. So we are wonlg on a basis of consent.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: You're not muted. Consensus meamsensus.
>>AVRI DORIA: So we're working on a basis of rougbnsensus. Okay. Thank you.

Finally | wanted to say | support Marilyn and tb#her people who have called for a longer
meeting. | actually also believe that it is bettermaximize the time spent at a meeting as
opposed to dealing with multiple travel events whiost people a minimum of two days,
sometimes for some people it's four days justaedirto and from a meeting. If that needs to be
done, fine. But if we can maximize the time, amgaig, | think it's very important for various
reasons to have a very strong notion of remoteaggaation for whatever meeting we do. In my
case | had a conflict because of an important ieehmeeting. In other cases it might be
funding, it might be other events. Participatingaimeeting from 1:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. is okay
as long as one can do it. And | appreciate alkfif@ts that have been made to make it possible.
But | think that is essential medium in terms gbgorting everyone in this group and supporting
all the important observers who can contributénte important role. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. Anyone else whould like to take the floor on these
procedural issues? India, please.
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>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. The debate seems toehstarted from this end of the table. |
think, you know, we again have a bit of a CatchsR@ation here. One, as | said, the particular --
we are talking the process now. We aren't talkirggsubstance. | think to be very clear, some
colleagues have gone down the path of, you knowkithg at the substance and drawing
conclusions and others are not interested. | dbmk that's the case. The (indiscernible) for
arriving at very positive and concrete recommeraatis when we actually come to do -- as we
know, let's at all agree to that, there are sorffedlt areas. Our difficulty sitting as part did
representatives of the government is that thesisidas are not made just in this room. They are
to be made back home. There will be consultatighisthat we need is, if we decide to go down
that path, we need to know what are those issBesause we cannot come to the last meeting
and be told this is the last meeting and then wepaesented with a situation for which we will
not have answers. And that's the short point laking.

So if we can find the solution, we should be dbleo that. Whichever way we go, | mean, we
have great confidence in your leadership -- | heevtord "leadership" -- and to take it back there.
Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Well, I'm listening to you very aully, and | can't help thinking about the
guestionnaire we had, the answers which have begle @vailable, and the summary which was
made available as well. So we cannot pretendwkadon't know the issues. We cannot pretend
that back home people didn't know the issues whaesponsible to -- for all discussions on the
governmental level. So | don't think that thisasiproper way of putting it. | fully agree that we
need agreement, some of us need agreement fromhioacg, or at least need to consult. But
having said that, all the information was availahiel we knew the issues, we knew what we
came here for, and we knew what was ahead of us.h&Ve to work. Now we are discussing
how we are going to work.

The easiest part is whether we are going to hawell, probably we are not going to have two
meetings, we are going to have one meeting. Andhesar from the room, there is a kind of
agreement that we shall have a four -- eventuaflyeaday meeting. Which should be back-to-
back to some other important event. Probably we t@ consult our calendars. There's an IGF
open consultation on the one hand, there are impbrheetings in the ITU, council working
groups, this is (indiscernible). So probably weét go back to your calendars and find out the
appropriate way to handle it. It's most unfortentiat we cannot really take many more events
into account which may be conflicting. I'm refagito eventually to IETF meetings or ICANN
meetings or -- I'm referring only to meetings whwé have in Geneva. That's one point.

And so the second point, how we are going to mdcd heard three approaches. One approach
was, don't do anything until we go through the miaggxercise. But we have -- we have heard
as well that if we go into the mapping exercise, meed support for some of us. We need
support from back home. Because we are going tkerkand of value judgments and we are
going to set categories and we are going to claddiferent issues which have been submitted to
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us which probably those who submitted to us voter-felt very important and they are very
important for them.

So | believe if we go into the mapping exercisé&jlamapping exercise, it may take the whole
day tomorrow, but it will take a couple of more \Wee That's one point.

The other point is, | heard the approach that exdly we should go and tackle the core issues.
| heard also that we cannot tackle core issueséeie do the mapping exercise. | heard as well
that we need some confidence building. And it was said that eventually some questions in
Group 4 and 5 would serve this purpose, to heluziild some confidence and to find out for
me how this group can work together. Up to now,hage been discussing, we have had very
nice debate, very good discussions, very good jdedasas of now | think we have to work.

So | really think that probably as a compromisesheuld give a try to the mapping exercise, to
start for a very short while and | have had thempse from observers that | will have a reduced
list, and we can try, how does it work. But welm going to finish with that, and | don't intend
to finish it here. As we agree that we are nohgdo finish it here. We agree that we are going
to have a kind of working party which will be anespand developing party in the same way that
we have the working group here.

Now as for the core issues, if we agree that @mges are extremely difficult and may be some
time damaging for the confidence if we fail at thexy beginning, then probably | wouldn't think
it's a wise thing, even though | -- | appreciate libgic concerning the foundation and concerning
the building from bottom-up, but | also believettaathe end of the meeting we are going -- right
now if we can have at least some kind of mechami&ntan agree upon that is how to come to
some consensus on recommendations, it would bersgty beneficial. And it doesn't prevent us
to attack the core issues when we have the rekthieanapping exercise, when we have a clear
picture and we will be involved in that, to attadléring a long meeting, which | suggest to be
sometime, as we have agreed, next year, to att@ckdre issues and all issues and we can come
up with appropriate recommendations.

So what | suggest for tomorrow, after having reegithe document, we start discussing the
document. | would suggest to have this discus&ombout an hour, and then | also suggest to
try the procedure how to achieve some kind of cosise on recommendations. | hope this is
agreeable to all of us. Yes, Joy.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you. Can you hear me?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, Joy, we can hear you.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: A brief comment. Thank you todlSecretariat for sending the document
to the list. | wonder is it possible for us to reakmendments to the document and post those
back to the list. I'm asking because some subamssare not included, and it might be helpful to
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get those. But | also don't want to unduly (indrsible) later a briefing on the document. |
think if there's some guidance on that | would apjate it. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Joy, | consulted with the Secrestiand probably your request will be taken
into consideration. Ladies and Gentlemen, thi five-minute spot for the observers before we
break, and | -- | hope you are going to tell usdyoews.

>> Thank you, Chair. So we've been working onaeimg the duplicates from the document
now and while we have some time to go yet but augth be done today. So it's probably ready
for tomorrow.

To answer Joy's question, perhaps not to confageng, it might be best to send the list of
issues that you have, Joy, to either me or therGimal then we can get it and then we'll include it
onto the list that we're working on now, if thatlsay. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: That would be a perfect solutiofid prefer to send to -- to send it to the

Secretariat. Thank you. Well -- just a requesbhservers, do you think you can make it

available by 9:00 tonight? Okay. In that case,3ecretariat can send it out for the beginning of
tomorrow's meeting.

So in this spirit | wish you a nice evening argké you tomorrow at 10:00. Thank you.

***|_jve scribing by Brewer & Darrenougue - www.gektext.com***,
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