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[ Gavel ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good morning, ladies and gentlemé&Velcome also to today. | could see
from the U.N. that it was a productive night, evepimorning. We have a document produced
by the voluntary task force. They managed to bdagn the number of issues from 483 to some
200, if I'm not mistaken. But I'm told this is rtbe final and there's still some work to be done.

So before starting our work today, | would like gove you some summary how | see the
progress we have made during the second day oheating.

So yesterday we discussed Group Number 4 and Q¥owupber 5 questions. And | think the
discussion was very interesting and very fruithnd | could sense a great deal of consensus on
many issues.

At the same time, we received the spreadsheestelay it was 483. Now I think it's down to
200. These are issues which have been extractedtfre responses to the questionnaire we have
created. And | understand that there was someiawali contributions to this spreadsheet as far
as the issues are concerned.

So as | mentioned, the voluntary task group treedliminate the duplicates. And we are facing
now to identify categories and what is behind --atvis ahead of us, in fact, is to identify
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mechanisms and institutions. So probably it's gehtask and | think we can agree that probably
the time which is available for us is not enouglt, Wwe can have a test run, what | will propose a
little bit later.

So yesterday we have also gave some thoughts #imfiiture meeting or meetings. And it has
been said that eventually, if we could have onetimgénstead of two and one meeting would be
longer, it would be beneficial for all of us. Andhink there was a kind of consensus on that
issue. So | would propose to have a third meet@nfiye-day meeting, sometime in February
back-to-back to the ITU Council Working Group on 8S-10.

Probably the secretariat should check the avéiilabif the rooms. So what | propose is the 10th
to the 14th of February. But we can discuss it, definitely | would like to have a five-day
meeting.

We should take into consideration as well thatane going to have the IGF open consultation
and the MAG meeting which | think -- | can't seee@fetai now. But I think it's around the 17th,
18th. I'm not really sure but somewhere around timme. So probably it will fit into this long
period.

Yes, Marilyn?

>>MARILYN CADE: Chair, if I might just contrib to the consideration of the calendar for
all colleagues for just a minute. The WSIS +10/@/Forum consultation dates are fixed,
organized at the ITU, 17th through 18th of Februahich is Monday and Tuesday. Not all
colleagues externally from stakeholders will betipgrating in person in that session but many
colleagues from other stakeholders, which I'm nging to address governments but other
stakeholders, will participate in the IGF consudtat the IGF/MAG consultation.

Could we consider for efficiency's sake also theom of the week following so a second option
to consider would be 17th, 18th February is thediXVSIS +10 meeting. That, of course, needs
to be respected. Then, if possible, a three-day3M&F meeting, a weekend and then the CSTD
working group meeting. | believe that would be thaot looking at a calendar, but that would
be the last week of February, the 24th. Becausegtdrnal travelers, those outside of Geneva, do
not have to travel to the WSIS +10 meeting but Wéltraveling to the IGF, it would be more
efficient time-wise to have the IGF consultatiordaie CSTD working group consultations
adjacent to each other. Just as a consideration.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn, for the --fdhis information. | have no preference.
My preference is to optimize on the costs and iefficy, of course. It is really up to you.

I'm ready to be with you, as | said yesterday;raenjoying your company.

[ Laughter ]
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And | mean it.

[ Laughter ]

Any time. But probably not during Christmas. Buto knows.
[ Laughter ]

So, yes, Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. And good morrio@ll colleagues. Well, just to agree
with the previous speaker, we have a preferencéhtoweek starting with February 24. Thank
you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Virat?

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Chairman. Good mong, everyone. | think the point that
Marilyn has made which is a lot of stakeholderd woime to the open consultation for the MAG
and they could stretch themselves over the weekaddstay back for the next four or five days
for the conference. So that we do support theeisfumoving it the week after the MAG

meetings. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. | have no problem with thd think we are going to have the open
consultation on Wednesday and the MAG meeting amrdday and there will be a consultation
for the donor countries, donors, which will be ond&y and probably many of us won't be
involved in this discussion on Friday. So you vhkve one free day, Friday, to go to the
mountains and ski. And it is also applicable fo tveekend.

Okay. So can we agree on the last week of Fefpradive-day meeting?
Joy? Joy, | can hear that you want to intervene.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Yes. Good morning, everybod®%ood morning, colleagues. | need to
ask you to call a halt to this conversation becaitlge remote participants cannot hear the
conversation, nor can we see the transcript.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy. I think we areigg to fix it.
Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And gd morning, everyone. We have no
difficulties with the last week of February -- (igg noise). But if we could ask the ITU in the
cluster groups of the council working groups in ey, we need to know because it might --
the following week, usually it's two weeks, coungrking groups. And I'm not sure the WSIS
+10, is it in the second week or the first week.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Can you check it?

>>SAUDI ARABIA: [ will. And I will get back.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: On your Web site --

>>SAUDI ARABIA: It is not on the Web site yet.checked.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: | might coordinate with the ITldnd get back to you this session.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Very useful. Very useful.

Yes, ITU, you don't know about the council workigroups?

>>|TU: Thank you, Chairman. Yes, but it islatihder discussion and then it will be posted on
the Web site soon but | will check it with the GaleSecretariat and come back to you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Well, provisionally, can we agreer the last week? | think this is the most
suitable. Probably we can't find any other peridtch suits all of us. That's clear.

Jimson?

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Yeah. Distinguished Chair, foExcellency, ladies and gentlemen,

good morning. | support the last speaker aboutwvthe meeting should be called February 24th
to 28th. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: So | can conclude that theresugport for this. Probably we didn't take
into account the ski holidays in Switzerland, thétts another issue.

For me, the important thing is we agree on a flag-meeting. It will allow us to work through
all the issues which are ahead of us. And | selgdrope that at the end of the third meeting, we
will have a consolidated document of recommendation

Ellen, please.

>> ELLEN BLACKLER: Thank you. Good morning. Cave talk a little bit about whether
four or five days should be the meeting lengthzhé&e a way we could stretch out each of the

days a little longer, maybe start at 9:00 instelatil0o00 and maybe keep it to four so we can do
travel on the fifth day?

>>CHAIR MAJOR: India, please.

>>INDIA:  Good morning, Chair. Good morning alblleagues. We can fully support that
proposal. If we can stretch a little more and wiankfour days, we have no difficulty. But we
can also work five. Thank you, Chair.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: | have no difficulty starting 800 and coming back at 2:00 and working
until 6:00. | really have no difficulties aboutath Still, | think we have to have a fifth dayas
contingency.

Yes, Virat.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Mr. Chairman, whatever you doJgase don't make it 9:00 to 8:00 and
five days.

[ Laughter ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Well, | can't promise on the lakty that we are not going to stay here up
until 9:00 in the evening, but | will try to avoid

Okay. Let's come back to this issue. Let's gigecond thought. We agreed on the last week of
February. We agreed that it won't be a three-degtimg. It will be a longer meeting, eventually
four or five. | prefer to have a five-day meetingut let's get back to that.

Now, what | propose now, we have the documentigealvby the voluntary task force. And |
understand it's coming or it's being -- they stided one minute. What | propose, after we
receive it, we have a one-hour slot to consides tlmicument and | would like to have proposals
how to proceed with the document.

What | can see, the complexity of it requires sdamther thinking. | really would like to have
the proposals how to move forward. Definitelyisit very valuable document and it will help us
to clarify the institutions to identify gaps so ¢lleve this is something we should really take
seriously into consideration.

After the one-hour slot, we shall have coffee kred@hen | propose to get back to two things.
There was a proposal from India yesterday to kinftlaane our work that is the end result, which
are recommendations. And | would expect to hawveesproposal from India concerning some
text which is, | would repeat, a draft. It is affrand we are going to revisit everything during
our last meeting.

Having said that, | would like also to have pragesfor Group 4 and 5 questions as far as
recommendations are concerned. Yesterday | hbatcsbme delegates, some members, would
like to propose some recommendations for this group

In case we can come up with a consolidated spneati®n the issues and we can come up with
the framework for the recommendations and if we samehow put some text into this
framework, | think we have done a great job. Amd ts a very solid basis for our next meeting.

So I'm just turning to Sam. You have the document

It is in electronic form? It is available for tNéGEC list?
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>> | just sent it to wgec@unctad.org.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. Thank you.

First of all, I would like to ask you, is it acdaple the way | propose to move forward? That is,
one-hour slot to discuss the paper and after cdifeak, we start discussion on framework for
the recommendations and eventually populate thradmwork.

If it is acceptable to you, just one technicauéss I'm told by the secretariat, in case you reeed
printout which may be useful, it takes 10 to 15 ubés.

Joy, still have problems?

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Just a question, a clarificatioplease. Perhaps it is an issue with the
transcript or not quite hearing, | believe you segjgd that after considering the document, we
might need a framework for recommendations. Apgti wanted to clarify that process because
| believe at the end of yesterday, we agreed t@iden gaps in relation to what issues proposed
before making recommendations. So I'm just tryiogclarify in relation to the proposed
framework how that relates to the discussion andeagent we had at the end of yesterday. If
you could clarify that for me, please.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy. Yesterday weesgt that we should move forward with
the document. | had a proposal to have some Kirtdsb run on some part of the document to
find out how it functions.

It is my appreciation that we need additional worko | would propose to have a kind of
working party who would move forward with the docemh which has real -- really -- (no audio.)

(No audio to the scribes.)
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Is it okay? Okay.

So in the document, we still have, | think, thoedumns which are empty. And it is not a one-
hour job to populate it. So that's why | suggeshave -- to create a working party to propose
mapping of issues, and this will be a working pamgsically probably most of the time by

correspondence. It is up to you to find out ifrthés a possibility of creating some kind of

collaborative platform. I'm sure there is. Andumally the working party should work in the

same way as the working group, that is, with th&rdoutions of observers.

So that's the way | propose to move forward.
Auvri, you wanted to take the floor?

>>AVRI DORIA: Yes, I did. Can | be heard?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, you can.
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>>AVRI DORIA: Because | can't hear you so | tée sure but | can read. Okay. Thank you.
Thank you, Chair, for giving me the floor.

| guess | am among those who was recommendinguhatally needed to complete this work
before moving to recommendations. However, undedihg that that choice is not ours to make,
I would like to point out and let the group knovatla few of us within the civil society side have
been working on an early set of recommendatioqait@ stake in the ground. So if we are going
to move to discussing recommendations, we also haset that | will send to the WGEC list
during the next interval so that hopefully that dendiscussed with any plans that are put there
by others. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. Very, very uséfand very helpful.
Parminder.
>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Andagl morning to everyone.

| understand we are now discussing for an hour rewhly the mapping could be done. So |
would -- | think that present categories are gdadd of consolidates the laundry list and then
specifies current activities and approach -- apghes.

And after we do that, we need to convert it intoatvwe have to come up with, and that is a
study of the mechanisms, existing, needing to tEngthened and new ones. That's the core of
the issue. And how these -- the list, therefaglgtes to that. And we have agreed that we are not
going to come up with answers to those public gotjuestions but only to the extent that they
lead us to the institutional requirements.

So as we started to discuss, | think we needdohre- it's good to kind of clarify the purpose of
this exercise and | understand the purpose is sbiatevo validate what has already been
observed in Section 60 of Tunis Agenda, that tle@eemany cross-cutting international public
policy issues that require attention and are netjadtely addressed by the current mechanism.

Now that's where the whole enhanced cooperatigeudsion starts. So we are kind of
validating that and also adding the facts and wisdbthe last nine years after WSIS.

So while | was thinking and also like Virat saidsyerday about whether issues are local or
global, there is a series of filters we can put-emand figure out what kind of institutional
requirements are needed. The first is to judgetivenghese are public policy issues. These are
Internet-related public policy issues.

Second, we judge whether they are internationglaiyal.

Third, we judge whether some institutions areaalgedealing with them in a substantive manner.
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And then we judge whether some of these issuedeairg dealt by some institutions but not
adequately and not in a holistic manner, sometiimipassador from Brazil has been insisting,
that even if issues have been dealt, some of tuessare interconnected with other issues and
holistic treatment requires some kind of new paksés.

And then next category is of issues which havenbealed orphan issues in some of the
submissions. | don't like that term. But we ai&ihg about issues which more or less are very
new and have more likely possible right now insiitaal home.

So that's it. So if we are doing this to eaclhefissues, even it is rough, we don't have toeagre
on each element belonging to one or two. It isughahat we find bunches under each and then
we start talking of the institutional requiremergahancements or new possibilities against each.
Thank you.

| can get this list to the main list, e-list, athén people can see it.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder. | thinkntll be extremely useful if you did that.

Your analysis, | think, is very close to the coommaderstanding. Some may have different
ideas.

Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Good morningm not one for new ideas. | leave
that to others better than 1. But | just seekifitation as to your proposal for a working party o
an ad hoc group, call it what you will, as to hoauysee that working going forward from this
meeting in advance of our next meeting realizirag tt's not that long a wait. May sound like it.
Three months, 12 weeks, maybe 14 weeks. So itdMoellgood if you could share with us your
thoughts as to how you see that time being usedhawdhat group would work. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you for being practical.
[ Laughter ]

Naturally, there should be some kind of leadertro§ working party or ad hoc group or
coordinator. Let's call it coordinator.

And the working group would be eventually a cgo@slence group or it may have conference
calls, but there will be a rolling document to whiall interested parties can contribute with the
end of filling the gaps. When | say "gaps,” | m@&athe sense of filling the empty columns and
come up with a kind of final draft which will be lsmitted to this group for further discussions
and approval.
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Now, as for who is going to be the coordinatanpsto you. It will be on a voluntary basis. And
whoever would like to join this working party or dc group is free to do so. | have no
influence on that.

So probably it will be a good idea to start witle theginning who is going to head this -- who is
going to coordinate and | need volunteers. | diefipn would have a preference someone from
the group, from the working group.

Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Into a dire space, but if you'rllimg for a volunteer, I'm happy to lead
and take guidance from the group as to what | shoel writing. So I'm happy to act as the
convener of that correspondence group.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you.

So it's basically a coordination task to -- andoluld invite all of you to join the group, ad hoc
group. | would like you, Phil, lastly to give somsrking modalities as for the ad hoc group.
Let it be a correspondence -- probably the Seca¢tean set up a correspondence site, reflector,
or if you think of other means, eventually a colledtive platform, that would be fine as well.
Joy, you wanted to take the floor. Joy?

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman. just wanted to reach out to also
volunteer to support Phil and to thank him for Wwilingness to step forward and just to say I'm
also willing to help volunteer to help assist, éedled.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: I'm happy that you volunteer. Pabby there's room. There's enough work
to be done for 2, even for 40. So we are undertpéireally big task. Yes, Virat.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Mr. Chair, two points. One, | thk we had some volunteers yesterday,
including some observers on here who had sortfefed to help and you said you would take
that under consideration, so | think at some sifageu could get a verdict on that, that would be
helpful because we need many hands on this oneciedly those who are passionate and are
willing to do this and have responded to the qoesi great detail.

The second point, | just want to clarify becauaenitnder has laid out the steps and | had sort of
put out a five-step process yesterday, | just wanimake sure that we're clear there is a
distinction because what was stated yesterday, yotlr permission I'll state that again, is

remove the duplicates which has already been dodge whether the issue falls under internet
governance talk, enhanced cooperation, third, venettis an issue that requires domestic
treatment or needs to be dealt at a sort of glighal. Third is the WGEC plus classification

which is proposed by the distinguished delegatenfiodia, and the last was whether the existing
processes exist or need to be strengthened orthey aptions that need to be discussed. So if
that is not -- is that what we are following orwe have a -- more edification of that? I just want
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to be -- and | think the House sort of had a braggeement, | suppose, on that. Are we think
anything different? And the second point is -- tthied point is, do we -- the working group can't

go after all the issues at the same time. Someo$a prioritization might be required. So

perhaps the step six, which is in terms of timediaad prioritization on which of the issues that
need addressing first and which can wait, | thimkt will need to be done. You know, and we
can talk more about why that is important now derabut | think that is an important step,

because we already have 100-odd issues, and eteerfilééring it there are lots of issues. So |

just wanted to place that.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Virat. [I'll start fronthe very end. And | would like to
encourage all stakeholders, including governmeatsrally, to participate in this exercise. And
the reason for that is very simple and very evidente. We are talking about enhanced
cooperation and we are talking about the rolesosEghment. With other stakeholders probably
if we are going to discuss it, government's pgéition is crucial. That's why | suggest again that
the governments would like to participate in thigreise.

Now, as for the methodology or the steps you sstgge it's -- | think it's agreeable, probably
within the group during the working process, youl iind some adjustments. 1 can't really
imagine that from the outset you know exactly wpati're going to do. Probably it will be
modified and probably some other ideas could bertadn board and you will find that some
ideas you have suggested are not of that importaSoethat's how | see as for the timeline. For
me it's important that we have the kind of consakd document for the next meeting. How you
prioritize it, naturally, it's coming from our maaig, that is enhanced cooperation. So basically
we have to concentrate on that, and it is my ass&E#sfrom the meeting that the governments
have concerns about their role in the Internet geawgce and enhanced cooperation. So basically
priority for me in this respect.

Having said that, naturally all stakeholders aréted to (indiscernible). Brazil, please. Oh,
Marilyn, you were first. I'm sorry. You're alwalfsst.

>>MARILYN CADE: That's good. You guys are lookirgt me for Thanksgiving, U.S.
Thanksgiving holiday. | think I may be in Hungaryj:hank you, Chair. | wanted to build on
trying to be very practical and pragmatic about lowse the mapping document and make it
simpler, while maintaining its depth and richne$sook a look this morning with the advice of
some colleagues about the WGIG categories and IIithink maybe you have them available. |
might ask you to read them out. | was thinking aragy we might think about simplifying this
would be to put the -- and we could quickly do thssa small group of volunteers, kind of -- or
we could do it after the fact, take the very lorgy bf categories and put them, to the extent
possible, under these four headings which I'm gemngsk, if you don't mind, for you to read.
And then if we added just one or two other categgmrive would have four to six big categories
with subtopics underneath them. And that, | thimkuld allow us to be much more effective in

10| Page



how we work. So if I might, if you don't mind, Bat if you could read them, | think you had
them pulled up, and there are just four. And thieave one final comment.

>>BAHER ESMAT: Okay. Yeah, there are four catéger One, issues relating to
infrastructure and management of critical Interretources, including administration of the
domain names, IP addresses, root server systemshnidel standards, peering,
telecommunication infrastructures. Two, issueatia to the use of the Internet, including spam,
network security, and cybercrime. Three, issu@s #re relevant to the Internet but have an
impact much wider than the Internet, such as etéallal property rights. Four, issues relating to
developmental aspects, in particular capacity imgld

>>MARILYN CADE: So I'm not -- you know, particullyr| think we've got to keep the richness
of the bullets that have been prepared by our tbatnl think we also need some headings
because when we all go home, we have to introcisalbcument to folks that are not immersed
in it. And being able to say to them there are fio six major categories and here are the sum
categories | think will be a much more effectiveyar us to be able to use the document. And
then, when we develop recommendations, we will riedsk probably particularizing looking at
the subpoints. I'm not suggesting that we woulkeneecommendations only on the main
headings. | do think we will need to make recomdagions that are specific to the subpoints
because the stage of evolution or activity willywdepending on the subpoint. So that was my --
the first point | wanted to make, Chair.

And then the second point | wanted to make goek tig | thank Mr. Rushton for volunteering
to be a coordinator/convener. Sounded like Joy wadunteering to be a co-
convener/coordinator. And I think if there werdt-were possible to pass around here and then
post to the WGEC list a sign-up sheet for those whaot to volunteer to be in what | will call the
mapping group, it -- that would be one step. Btltihk we also ought to take a few minutes to
meet, and maybe we could meet ad hoc at lunchntbdf sort through what do we think -- how
do we think this -- these procedures are going tgoing to work. Because we're going to be
widely distributed over the next 10 to 12 weeks amdcould try to come up with an idea of how
it might work and what the calendar might look lilkee us to be able to work together online.
Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn. It's very usgf as always. Just getting back to what
Phil asked me about the timeline, probably it wobkl a good idea to set some kind of
intermediate target dates in order to avoid somsé at the very end of the three-month period.
So probably it would be nice to have some kindmérimediate document around middle of
January to know where we are, how we are doingd then have some kind of final draft for the
meeting itself.

Before | give the floor to Phil, Brazil, you askixut the floor.
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>>BRAZIL: Thank you. Very briefly, just to agreeith the idea that the work of the group
should be guided or should have a parameter divbesteps that were proposed, | think both by
Parminder and by -- by Phil. I think they haveotadf convergence and the core ideas are there.
And also to indicate the willingness of -- the net&t of my delegation to participate in the group,
to support the group, and to provide input alsthad priority -- prioritizing of the issues in othe
areas. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. | think it's #s some example that should be followed.
Phil, you are recognized.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Just to go bé&zkhe timeline issue that you raised and
to give people something to ponder on before wet tager today, | would suggest a first draft --
first run-through of the process to have been cetedl by about the first week in January. And
to give people in this group time to review theagrneork that the correspondence group will do -
- | sow that seed in your mind -- to have complateat by at least two weeks prior to your
meeting. So we will complete it by -- if we start the 24th of February, we will complete the
work by the 12th of February. So with those --

>> [ Speaker is off microphone. ]
>>PHIL RUSHTON: Complete it by the 24th -- by th2th of February. That's two weeks.
>> [ Speaker is off microphone. ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil. | really appremait and | think that's a reasonable
approach. Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. What lag going to say is already captured by
the distinguished ambassador from Brazil. We aitkng to work in this working group or
correspondence group. But as stated, the termeference or the parameters for this group has
to be very clear set before this group starts. eEigfly that there will be nowhere physical
meetings that -- | mean, an agreement or a guigptbach can be taken. What has been stated
by Parminder and Virat, that we have to put in thiseting for that correspondence group what
are they going to do. For example, as is statdht\are the priorities of these public policy
issues or these issues or what is the (indiscenissues that has been dealt. Maybe before that,
is this a public policy issue or not, then whathe priorities of prioritizing these issues. Then
has it been dealt with or not. Has it been adedyatealt or addressed or not. And then to
identify the gap in order to be able to see whatkof an action is required in establishing a
mechanism or a mechanism needs to be establishedhanced, something in the -- in the
existing mechanism. But these parameters has sethia this meeting, otherwise different views
will come in the correspondence group through esvaild it might be difficult to come up with a
very consolidated outcome from this group. Andhaee full confidence with Mr. Phil, and he

12| Page



has been chairing so many working parties and &' good thing this time he will not have a
(indiscernible) after having it online. Thanks.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Majed. We have alrea#t out the terms of reference. So
probably the only thing we have to do is go backhi scripts and just formulate it. Provided
everybody feels comfortable with that. Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: | think that we need -- wemlly don't have much differences
and | understand that there are two kinds of caiegmon that Avri mentioned and both can be
accommodated, even in the existing Excel sheeerells one column which says "consolidated
grouping” and that is by subject area which catofolwhether it is a CIS (phonetic) group or
whatever development issues, more or less thatawvelgssification plus something else. And
the last column is status. And we all know theustas important because that directly relates to
our mandate of what has to be done. And undeusstatthe categories which | had mentioned
which are about, you know, whether it is this, whas been done, what needs to be done, et
cetera, et cetera. So | think both columns existdcommodate both kinds of categories in the
existing Excel sheet. Thank you.

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

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. We think that gsod to build on the work that has
already been done. So the idea of categorizingetiesues under the categories that were agreed
by the Working Group On Internet Governance, the frategories, would be a good start. Then
we can see if there is a need for any addition@gmaies. But we think that it's important not to
duplicate work too much and to build on what hasaaly been issued.

When it comes to the working group or working pant whatever we want to call it, first of all,
we would like to be part of that as well. We woualdo like to say that we agree with those
before us that said that it's important with then-terms of reference for this working group.
And we are not so sure that, for example, this wgrlparty will be able to prioritize between
different public policy issues. Because that cob& an issue, | think that could be quite
contentious, what do we think are important pupbdicy issues. That varies quite a lot, | think,
from stakeholder to stakeholder. So my suggestidhat the Secretariat would maybe draft a
very short document on -- that describes termefgrence and then we could discuss that later,
maybe here today, so that everyone feels truly odatfle with the terms of reference and what
tasks we are giving this group. | think for us,ledst, that would be -- would give us much
comfort. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden. Let me makeléar that the correspondence group is
in no way to replace the working group itself. Bably takes its mandate from the working
group, meaning as well that it doesn't take overrd#sponsibilities of this working group. So
probably the -- as Sweden mentioned, the prionigjizé an issue for the working group itself. So
probably it would be too ambitious to give thiskteend responsibility to the correspondence
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group. Having said that, they may come up withgeggons and proposals, but the decision will
be within the group. Joy, you wanted to take tberf

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | just weed to support the tenor of the
conversations and points and to make two pointee @ about the proposed categories. | do
have some strong concerns about limiting ourseteethe WGIG categories, being the clear
mandate to this working group is to consider (indigible) and | fear that by limiting ourselves
to the WGIG categories we will not adequately cepthe need and many blossoming issues that
are affected in the submissions that we get. ®ould suggest that we continue to think about
the categories, and | note, for example, that seuaienissions had categories in them, the Big
Bits submission, for example, with a range of défe categories for these public policy issues
which perhaps with the opportunity to reflect bagckhis working group might be useful. So |
would ask (indiscernible) when we go to work orsttaisk be given some flexibility in that regard.

With specific regard to | would just make -- | agrwith the point made about some terms of
reference for the task, but I think rather thambgdbcused on the activities, it be focused on the
output, what is it that as a working group we ntsl task to bring back to us. | think that would
be very productive in the limited time availablEhank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy. Virat, you wanttake the floor.
>> [ Speaker is off microphone. ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Oh,U.S. Sorry. You're in the Seatland's shadow.

>>UNITED STATES: We're happy to be in the shaddwhe Swiss mountains. Thank you,
Chairman.

[ Speaker is off microphone. ]

>>UNITED STATES: We certainly want to state clgaslir support for this mapping effort, and
of course we'll be involved and supply what we camd we want to be in that position because
we think we really need this. We said yesterdéy tiue today, we think that we need to know
where we are to figure out where we're going.

Chairman, for us, this mapping exercise will ceeatrecord, if you will, of information that will
then be very helpful for us, we hope, to deal witiority issues. And we know that our -- some
priority issues will be difficult. But in any everthis mapping exercise should -- should support
the effort of this group. We very much appreciatar clarification, but this map -- this mapping
group that's going on certainly isn't going to amel the deliberations of this group so that they
hopefully will be bringing back all of this excefieinformation and then convening as a group
again and hopefully making progress on what some kalled the priority interest. Thank you
very much.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, U.S. And thank you, &eirland. Virat.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Mr. Chairman, two quick clarificabns, since | had mentioned WGIG
yesterday | think to the point that the distingedtdelegate from India has made yesterday, but
this morning | did sort of improve on that by sugiijgg WGIG+ categories. So | agree with Joy
that, you know, that session of yesterday we h#ank, conclude on this morning may not have
been noticed in that fashion. But | agree withgbent that she's making and | think we -- most
of us agree on that.

The second was the point that was made from stenduished delegate from Sweden and then
referred to by the U.S. about prioritization. WHanentioned that as a six-step prioritization, it

wasn't for the working party, it was really for tgeoup to look at after the results come in and
what kind of work this group can look at as a whbéxause really that decision should rest
where everybody is involved in a bigger discussi&u. | just wanted to clarify those two points.

Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Well, after this dissisn -- | haven't finished yet. After this
discussion | will ask the Secretariat to draft titwens of references and bring it back to the group.
And probably after finalizing the terms of refereacthe group may start having informal
consultations during lunchtime -- I'm sorry to disp of your during lunchtime. You have heard
it. So | think this is the way forward, and | arappy that many governments would like to
participate and | would encourage all government® \@re present and who have interest to
participate in this work because | think it contiiées very much to the work of this working
group. Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | think the poihtwas going to make was already captured
in your last speech. So | just wanted to follow-ap what Saudi Arabia and Sweden have
indicated, that it would leave us more comfort ié would have clarity on these terms of
reference. And as we listen to the remote padid, Joy, it is clear, for example, that in regard
to categories there might be different ideas ifdeenot spell out clearly. And I take the point
that there is a richness in the debate and thattrdigvelop ideas or improve categories, but this
would, | think, lead us to lose a lot of time instlivorking group, this working party around, let's
say, conceptual ways, so | think if we can comeajuhis meeting with a very clear terms of
reference, as you have indicated, | think this adist the working party and have very efficient
work in such a short time frame, | think it would b it will assist us in the process. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil.
India.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. Two quick points.ir§tly, we also wish to convey our strong
confidence in Phil, and I'm sure -- and also toregp that we would be very much happy to assist
in any manner as a delegation.
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And the second, this eminent suggestion that we tatake as the categories should be WGIG+
because otherwise we could be accused of stillhigazi2004 mind-set rather than a 2014 mind-
set, | think. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India.
Mexico?

>>MEXICO: Thank you, Chair. Just to support wha ambassador from Brazil said, it is
very important to leave this room with a clear metedor this other group and especially for our
experts back in capital so they have a clear idkeatwhe work will be and how to proceed.
Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Marilyn, then Parmerd

>>MARILYN CADE: Let me see. Since | was onetbé people who talked about WGIG+
plus, let me see if | can clarify what | was megnin think we should drop after we finish this
discussion any reference to WGIG+ plus and juktdahbut having a short list of headings which
we work under and so we would no longer refer emtlas WGIG. To respond to your comment,
we wouldn't say WGIG+ in the future, we would jaatl them the agreed headings or something.

But | was just proposing we use the substanced IAhink that's also what Virat was suggesting
and Baher and others. So in the future, we woluganbut of here saying WGIG+, we would say
consolidated headings with subpoints.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: So probably we can come up witlGBBC categories. So we start a new
era.

[ Laughter ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: | agree with Marilyn. nd | think in my understanding there
is already a resolution, and | will try to give mgrception of it as the secretariat settles down to
frame -- draft the framework of reference, termsabérence.

We have a category of consolidated grouping wisalihat Marilyn is talking about, which was
referred to as WGIG+, is now the grouping whickubstantive grouping.

The next column is "current activities and apphesc” Who wants to try to write what does that
mean?

The last is status. And the status groupingffemint from the substantive groupings which are
by areas. And I think the status is still needsdhee reference point for going forward in our
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discussion. So | think in this matrix, | understaverything which has been said. Seems to be
accommodated. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Awvri. Avri?

>>AVRI DORIA: | would like to thank you for givig me the opportunity to speak on it. |
would like to support those who are suggesting thate be a wider set of WGEC categories.
And | would actually like us to empower the groopasically work on that set of categories and
then come back to the larger group with an indicatf those categories. | think that in the
discussion of issues item by item, being constrhittea short set that is determined a priori,
could make the task much more difficult.

So | would like to support those who have reconueen | believe India and others that have
recommended the open set to be used.

| also would like to sort of indicate that whilethink, this will be of great and indispensable us
for us in finalizing any set of recommendationg)do think the work will be very valuable and
an outcome from our larger group to the generalswagward for Internet governance.

So | think the work should be seen in a largdntligf more than just a tool for us, that | would
like to suggest that it would be one of our outcemerinally, I'd also like to suggest that
assuming that this working party will be workingtime interim on some schedule and in some
manner that they basically give the whole WGEC-kdthave trouble pronouncing it. It sounds
like so many other things when people say it. fphsure what we're saying. So I'm sticking to
the W-G-E-C.

I would like to suggest that they give the listusf, the entire group, periodic updates on where
they've gotten and how it's going so that we cakesdp track of it and anybody that feels their
viewpoints are not being represented because tegntt been participating in the smaller group
have the opportunity to then jump in somehow ardltadir voice. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. I'm absolutelsure that you will be part of the
correspondence group, and naturally you are owtrking group.

Now, what is -- | can see no -- no one askingerfloor. So can | conclude that we agreed on
the establishment of this correspondence group?kieof agreed on the draft -- on the rough
terms of references. | would like to ask Phil éimase who proposed terms of references to work
closely with the secretariat during the coffee krializing the terms of references.

And if you have no other issues on the correspocelgroup, | think this is a well-deserved
coffee break now.
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And | propose to have it limited to 20 minutesfted 20 minutes, we come back and hopefully
we can discuss the terms of references for theegpondence group and eventually we can also
finalize the timeline for the work. Thank you.

[ Break ]
[ Gavel ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good afternoon. Can | ask youdke your seats, please. Good afternoon.
Before we start discussing the terms of referencdahfe corresponding groups, group of -- our
working group, let me get back to the date of thetmeeting.

| had an update from the ITU working group -- calimorking group's schedule. And it seems
to me that the 24th -- the week starting from ththds an appropriate time for us to do our third
meeting.

I know that most of you would like to have a falay -- or some of you would like to have a
four-day meeting. | still have a preference fa five-day meeting. So let me propose the 24th -
- the week the 24th through the 28th. And | wilkahe secretariat to check the availability of
rooms here in the U.N.

| am updated that the request has already beeedlaA decision will be made as far as the
availability of rooms here in mid December. Biope this is agreeable to all of us.

No, it's a room. It is an internal problem. Wselé have our meeting. | don't know in which
room. Hopefully in this room. | believe it's datively good setting.

So let's get back to the terms of reference fercttrrespondence group of the Working Group on
Enhanced Cooperation.

Phil, can you tell us what are the proposed tesfmeferences?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Good afternooThe terms of reference of the
correspondence group is available in paper fortheafront of the room if you have not already
seen it.

Now that we've agreed to terms of reference, Giair--
[ Laughter ]
[ Silence ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: I'm really pleased to see thaemody's for the paperless work. Having
said that, electronic copies have been sent owedso in case you want to fall back to the good
old electronic form, then you're welcome.
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Please continue.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. So you hawfdie you a draft set of terms of
reference which I will walk through. | already lrasome comments and some amendments, so
there will be a revised version. But | think if wan capture those as we go along, that will be
useful.

So starting at Number 1, which is always a vergdyplace to start: The correspondence group
will work electronically. If necessary, confererzadls will be held; but it is my intention thateth
main method of working will be e-mails.

Two: The correspondence group is open to allestaklers, as you indicated in your initial
presentation this morning, Chair.

Three, the correspondence group will provide thupdate reports to the WGEC Chair and
mailing list. Those will be at the end of Novemfztéis year; the beginning of January 2014; and
the end of January 2014. Again, | think that wascuest made by a participant in this meeting
earlier this morning.

The correspondence group will provide an initiatput in the first week of January 2014 and a
final document for consideration by this group hg t12th of February, 2014. That then gives
you 12 days, Chair, and for our colleagues herev@w, comment, criticize, rewrite or do what
they wish to do to the document.

The correspondence group will review the iderdifgblic policy issues into the WGEC list.
We created this WGEC list just before coffee.

| would say -- and just to make it clear, that ithentified public policy issues comes from the
revised spreadsheet that has been created antbudmstr here today. So that would be our
starting point.

B: The correspondence group will identify whenere are activities associated with the issues
in that list.

It will also identify, if possible, the status afechanisms and any limitations therein to the
mechanisms.

It will also attempt to identify the gaps in order ascertain what type of action is/may be
required.

The point being there for C and D, Chair, as yadlsee from point 6, is that we will attempt to
do these activities as input into your meeting ébtfaary.
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However, where the issue cannot reach consertswal be referred to the -- that issue will be
referred back to this group. And | should makegetr, and have one amendment there, that what
will be referred back will be the various positidagen on the correspondence group.

So if there are five views expressed, you will fpet options, Chair.
You're more than welcome, sir.

The correspondence group -- and | wish to make ekplicitly clear -- does not replace the
WGEC. We are there to be a tool of the WGEC artling more. And just to make it formal,
Chair, we say that these have been agreed by youp s of this date so that there are no
misunderstandings.

I, therefore, put forward these terms of referefae your approval and the approval of
colleagues with the two amendments that | have estgd, the one saying that the identified
public policy issues in 5A is the spreadsheet tizet been developed in this group and that any
issue that is not reached among consensus will treveptions referred back to the working

group.
So with those two amendments, Chair, | offer ymeidocument. Thank you.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil and secretarifitwas a good job.

Any comments, observations, remarks?

Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: While | think the lis$ ireally exhaustive and we really don't
need to kind of address issues, therefore, it maty be completely completely complete.
However, if there are real -- somebody really hasegsing need to put any issue on it that wasn't
before -- but that's not what I'm intending to dzéuse somebody referred -- and | think Avri did
-- that it could also be a substantive outcomemeway from the group.

And, therefore, the public policy list should rmg¢ frozen in any manner. Though, | would
greatly advise we don't add too many to it.

| was not really sure with Phil's amendment whethe amendment, whether the amendment
one referred to this kind of thing or it could e identified public policy issues. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. The issue draes if somebody comes to this
correspondence group with a new issue, it will b@tthe correspondence group that decides to
add that issue. That must be your group. Thgbus responsibility, Chair. I'm sorry to say.
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We will only work with the list. We are a tool difiis group. Therefore, if somebody has an
issue that is burning a hole in their pocket thatytwish to have added to the list of issues that
will be considered by the correspondence groupeéds the approval of your group. We are a
closed user group in the sense you are givingtaskato work to. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil. That's exadllgw | think.

Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chair. First of all, tharo Phil for working this out. This is very
useful. And I think by large we could go along lwihese terms of reference. Just a minor,
minor issue, | think in para 5C talking about idtmg, if possible, the status of mechanisms and
any limitations therein, we might put differentribg into the word "mechanism.” So we are
wondering if we could expand that a little bit tiora" and "processes." That's just a minor
comment. But, otherwise, we feel confident witegh terms of reference. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden.

Is my understanding correct that under "mechariisve, may understand as well the different
fora?

Yes, Phil.
>>PHIL RUSHTON: If the meeting is agreeable, i¢Hawill make that amendment.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay.

Ellen?

>> ELLEN BLACKLER: | would support that and addwould also include activities, those
kinds of things that business is doing to fill soofiehe gaps that aren't really a fora. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, U.S. U.S.

>>UNITED STATES: Thank you, Chairman. Just a&sjion. Where we say the status of
mechanisms, how should we read the word "status"?

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | understand it -- Phil, please.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: My understanding, if | perhamnoffer an opinion, would be -- it would

be a narrative describing the activities, the fdh&, processes, and the mechanisms associated
with any given issue in that list. So it would && comprehensive as we could make it. | would
look to make it, as | say, descriptive rather thailgmental. That would be for the process to be
taken here. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil.
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For me, Number 7 is the bottom line; that is, toerespondence group does not replace the
Working Group on Enhanced Cooperation. So we laaslear idea about the terms of references.
I think it's mostly acceptable.

And | can see you, Parminder. | can see you.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Saudi Arabia raised taet earlier but since I'm responding to
Phil's point, can | go ahead?

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yeah.
>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair.

There was a discussion earlier about the statusyhehat. And | tried to describe certain
elements of it. And | don't think it is a narraithing. It is a category thing and categoriesdei
passed to the WGEC list as well. And | rememberdiwas a lot of support that we need to
convert the issues to the requirements of what sx@gedbe done and, therefore, we were
categorizing into like: The orphan issues being foet not adequately being met, some
institution is fully dealing with it. That kind ofategories were the status. And it could be
inclusive -- stakeholders' participation inclusige all governments' participation. There are
processes globally which are public policy bodlest &are not inclusive of all governments. And
there are processes which are not inclusive ottzlkers.

So the status is to find out what those mechanieoislike with reference to what then needs to
be done which is the mandate of the working grotipank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder.
Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Andwould like to thank Phil for this draft
of terms of reference.

To make it very easy to me, I'm trying to imagthat I'm now part of this working group and |
have these terms of reference and | would seesifcliear to go with these terms of reference.

| heard that -- | mean, | understand that ther@ipossibility to add in the correspondence group
any more issues. But, for example, what do we nes@actly by "review and identify the public
policy issues in the WGEC list." What exactly eviewing in terms of what? | mean, is that -- |
mean, we need to be clear when we say "review @dettify the public policy,"” are we going to
do an exercise in regards to these lists? Are oweggto combine them? | mean, we need to
clarify this and then we say "identify where thare activities associated with the issues in the
list.”
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Okay. We don't want to say, okay, there is ardetlis not. | mean, it has to be said also iféhes
activities associated with adequately addressiegehssues. | mean, it's not like a matter of
answering yes or no, especially -- I'm trying teseathis not to involve in this discussion in the
correspondence group.

In regards to the "identify, if possible, the ggabf mechanisms and any limitation therein," |
think the idea is to identify, okay, the statustoé mechanisms, if it is adequately addressing or
not and if there is actually global arrangementaddress this issue. It has to be there. | msan,
there global arrangements? Is there a mechanigtingkto address this issue? This group has
to identify this thing.

| would start here. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. | really want in tlieture interventions to hear the text, not
the criticism, but text you suggest to be includedo exclude. | think we are past the time to
give statements.

Phil.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Just to danny comment earlier, in respect to the
distinguished delegate from Saudi Arabia, | diday that issues could not be added to the list
but if issues are to be added to the list, théras to be agreed by your committee, Chair, not by
the correspondence group.

| take note of the comments and clarificationsgswion 5B and 5C and would take guidance
from this group as to what text they would likesee there so that we could adequately capture
the text.

| have to say, Chair, that 5A, B, C and D was nialkem the text that we're seeing on the screen
and were the nice and wonderful words from the BAuabian delegate. So if I'm not captured
that right, | do apologize.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil.
Joy.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank yavery much, Phil, for your good work.

| just have three brief points. The first is ifateon to point Number 2 of the terms of reference.
The word "stakeholders" there, | take it this imigs not only stakeholder members of the
working group but also observers? | would juset Idtarification.

Secondly, I'm a little troubled by the words irrg&D in relation to what type of action may be
required. | think the word action could causeidifities. I'm thinking, for example, of the
United Nations Human Rights Council which is deglinith a number of public policy issues
that have intimate related components. And | wdiuid it difficult to imagine this working
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group might suggest action in relation to any gapshe Council's mandates. 1 think it is a
suggestion that this working group might focus batt that there would be some serious
concerns with it.

My suggestion is that instead of "action,” insteathe use of the word "action” there, we might
say "recommendations” so that we focus on whatmeoendations this working group might
want. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Joy.

As 4.2, "stakeholder" means what it means in #ress of what we mean by it in this working
group and what we meant by it when we sent ougjtiestionnaire.

As for your remark concerning "action," | fullyr@g with that. It probably should eventually be
changed to "recommendations” or fully left out famsideration by the working group itself
because the working group is tasked to give themegendations. But | leave it up to you.

Next on the list. Marilyn.

>>MARILYN CADE: Thank you, Chair. Actually myugstion -- | guess that was -- that's the
point that is exactly why | took the microphonewdnted to ask.

As | understood this, this is preliminary and m@eory work and the drafting of
recommendations would come after we've concludisdatbrk and would come from the body as
a whole.

So | guess I'm -- | might just modify D to saytéahpt to identify gaps in order to ascertain what
might be required"” without -- because it could be action but | think the drafting of
recommendations is going to be done in the bodg aghole. And | would prefer that the
mapping group not start actually getting into drafrecommendations. | think we actually have
quite a bit to discuss.

And that takes me to an example. When | heardcolleague from Saudi Arabia and also

Parminder, | was thinking about under B -- 5B, thapping group would be talking about

activities associated with the issues, lookingd fiosthe contribution submissions that have been
made but then also based on the participationshen rhapping group adding additional

documented -- and | would think we need to do that.

So if we're looking at the submissions, then eveeyhas the validation of what's been suggested.
But if we are going to -- and | think we need t@eld -- potentially using additional information,
what additional activities, we should in the magpgroup sort of document where we got that
information.

So I'm going to use a specific example that wastimeed yesterday. The European Internet
Observatory, which is still under development,nseaerging clearinghouse. And it will gather -
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- so if we were to add that as an emerging activityould expect to sort of document where the
further information about that could be found.

That then let's us continue to build our own stianederstanding of the activities that are going
on. We are, as the mapping group, | think, to Rader's point, then going to be discussing
about how satisfied we are in order to move on toAhd that will be a gap analysis which |
think, again, we're going to have to document. An@hil's point, we may end up with different
documented options that get put forward to the grou

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Marilyn. | really wéalilike to concentrate on the text we
have in front of us and to try to finalize it. Bebly when we clarify the responsibilities for the
group and for the correspondence group and fowtirking group, we have already made a great
step towards finalizing these terms of references.

Phil, would you like to answer?
>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair.

Certainly under A we should put the fact and &atte fact that additional issues to be added
would require the agreement of your group, as we lsaid.

For 5D, the point about what type of actions mayrbquired, the point is well made by
delegates. | would say "attempt to identify th@ga order for recommendations to be drafted
by the WGEC" to make it very clear that we are jdsntifying the gaps.

As we keep saying, Number 7 is the bottom linee @ not replace the WGEC. So | think
these points are well made.

The point as to -- in 5B identify where there activities, | would say we should cite the source
and, indeed, would provide text at the end of Bag "associated with" -- start again, "associated
with the issues in the list and cite the sourcesfiach identification.” Not the best English, |
apologize. But I think it does the job.

So there are some changes to 5A, B, C and D #wa been identified.

And, of course, Chair, it is also important tolizathat we only have three months to do this
work, failure to complete the work of the correspence group will necessitate a five-day
meeting in February because we will have to corepdeime of the work of the correspondence
group in your meeting.

However, | will endeavor with my colleague JoyrfrdNew Zealand to ensure that that is not the
case. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Let me remind you that there'svaekend preceding our meeting in
February and there is a weekend after the meeting.
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Yes, Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: | shall seek permission from mife to attend.
[ Laughter ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Sodo l.

[ Laughter ]

Sweden, please.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chair. Very briefly, wencgo along with the terms of reference as
amended. And, | mean, if we would like to add s@dditional comfort, maybe we could add to
para 7 something along the lines that would notamp the Working Group on Enhanced
Cooperation and will not take any decisions pemagrio the mandate of the working group or
something like that, if there is such need. I'mswe there is such a need.

Also just to answer very briefly to the commenti@ned, brought up -- the issue brought up by

a colleague from Saudi Arabia, | think when it ceni@ the mapping, we feel that that should be
a very factual thing, factual mapping of where jarecesses and where are issues are discussed,
what are the issues and where are they discussed.

But when it comes to the more sort of evaluatibthes, the value judgment on whether or not
one particular issue is adequately addressed, im& that that is better handled by the group
itself as well as the priorities as we mentionediea

So that's our view. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden. It is my undangling that there's a kind of general
agreement with the amendments on the terms ofereder

| still have Joy.

Virat, you want to take the floor?

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: I --

>>VIRAT BHATIA: My points have already been addsed.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. So, Joy, please.

>>JOY LIDDICOAT: Just to say that my points haweh dealt with. The only one, | just didn't
hear a clear statement that (indiscernible) my meler to assist which seems unfeasible given
the size of the task and the short time available.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, Phil.
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>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you. | think, just to makevery clear, as you yourself has
indicated, Chair, as with the questionnaire whickenwvto all stakeholders so that this
correspondence group is also open to all staketwldehat is my understanding. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | justelrd that we can further delay the
talking about the adequacy of addressing thesessand not in the correspondence group but in
the meeting. If this is the case, | think thereasneed for this correspondence group. Yesterday
the respected ladies there did a wonderful job dipglthis and they can continue by just doing
and adding that what are the associated activitfeany, and there is no need to have a
correspondence group if they are not going to taekich of these policy issues and see if there is
global arrangements to address them or not. Antksifidequately addressing them or not by
either to find the gaps and then do the requiréidaas a correspondence group which will come
to your meeting then it will come out as recommeiotha as the meeting agrees later on. But if
there is no task to go over this, I think we cast gontinue without a correspondence group.

And before we approve this terms of reference;-withere is any amendments, we would like
to see it in writing before we adopt this termseference. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Saudi Arabia. It is mypderstanding that the group will do its

work in view of proposing to the working group remmendations or some -- some input for the
recommendations. So, in fact, it is going to beeswrely useful for the -- for the working group

itself.

As for the amendments in the written form, progabtan be done very quickly. But | think it
has been made clear and there was -- | couldrly fre@ar many dissenting comments on the
terms of references, so | had a feeling that wd kinagreed on these terms with the amendments.
Iran, please.

>>|RAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'm seeking aimtoof clarification. 1 heard that this
correspondence group is open to all stakeholddrsfahese -- | mean this group, just wanted to
hear it from you, since this correspondent group grt of the WGEC | don't think it's necessary
to open it to all the stakeholders. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Iran. It was my ideaftdlow the way we have been working
up until now, and I do intend to continue this walle had received inputs from all stakeholder
groups, which seem to be very useful, and we hakentthem on board to discuss them, so | can
see no reason why we can't continue this way. dtlanour work richer. It made our
deliberations more wider, so | think this is theywa go forward. And | think most of the
members of the group do agree to that. Indiasgelea

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. | think | need to imene. | was not planning to intervene, but |
think it is required, | think, to make a few points
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The first and the foremost is this working growgsta diverse composition. There are member
states, there are representatives of the privat®rsehe civil society. | think there are other
groups, also. Now, if we embark upon a part ofcihégy a particular decision or
recommendation, it was -- it was useful to receivputs. | realize that during the first
(indiscernible) if you want to call it. But the alenge here is every time we put out a -- a
guestionnaire or a set of issues, and if you waugfot to the larger stakeholder process approach,
we have no difficulties. But then we only haveresgntatives in this working group precisely
for this reason. And if they wish to go in thewwm individual capacity, let's say the private
sector wish to go within themselves, they couldHer disseminate among their members and
collect inputs but there are representatives ®whrking group. The purpose will be defeated if
we every time -- and we cannot embark on this m®@&very time, and the end result would be
another 500 pages a compilation and then do what3orry to pose these very direct questions,
but we need to have some brevity in what we aragloAnd you rightly observed that we know
the issues. We know the issues, and we are namgtty do a mapping exercise. | think it's no
harm if we could define that the respective grotgsd in turn, in their own right, because there
are representatives of that particular group ofstia&eholders, could collect inputs and give it to
the correspondence group. That would be an eassoagh, rather than the correspondence
group reaching out to all stakeholders and comimgvith the bulk of information which we do
not know where to head thereafter. Thank you, Chai

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Can | have some text for -- to safpyour proposal?

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. The correspondencé¢he correspondence group will be open to
the members of the working group. In fact, we tloeed one to -- we don't actually meant for
the working group. It's a correspondence groughefworking group. Which is required to --
which internally -- | mean, in its capacity theyutd seek other members' views. They're most
welcome to do it. But within themselves, they teaertain conclusions or certain observations
which is brought to the larger group. Thank you, s

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | think this isewy important for us to have a very clear
understanding of what this correspondence grouginged to achieve. | don't see the work
coming from this correspondence group as havin, $ay, the kind of more political nature of
or policy stated that is expected from this workgrgup as a whole. | see the output of the
correspondence group as a technical instrumerdplafdar our work. And personally -- and |
have made a point previously that personally I'mfaeeling entitled to participate because I lack
the expertise to engage in some of the issudsnk tt is in our interest to have the best avddab
expertise contributing to give out a very cleatyrie of where we stand with regard to each issue,
what are the processes associated. | would btleaBit concerned if we maybe restrict the
ability of people to contribute because we may dekihg some kind of input that might be
necessary. And then, this will come up to thedargroup and we will make the appropriate
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decisions as -- because we have the mandate,euaiidler stakeholder community. But | think if
we can it would -- see this as an input for ourkyand then, of course, as a working group we
have a particular mandate and we have the composityreed that we should do it. | think
maybe that could be a way out of -- of this. Agaithink the composition of this working group,
I'm not sure if we have among us as complete eispetd cover all the areas and come up with
all the -- or what | said maybe the X-ray of theeigtion. Then this will be an instrument for us as
-- as the magical group to propose some kind efrvention. Thank you very much.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. Andres.

>>ANDRES PIAZZA: Yeah, thank you very much. Withgard to what the distinguished
colleague of India was proposing, | guess | dontvk which of the opinions of the rest of the
group, the members of the group, but if we havé gastion was open to every stakeholder and
we have observers that can be on site and al$eeiremote participation channels with access to
the information available. And also we -- the plisisy of providing inputs. And then we accept
those observers to be able (indiscernible), formgda, the mapping exercise and then the whole
purpose of the working group and our -- of coutse, philosophy should be -- should keep open.
And | understand what Brazil says regarding thdsgo&the correspondence group. And to be
honest, | would like to be -- | would prefer to leamore clarity also regarding the goals of the
correspondence group as well. But | think we sthiotiigo back to discussion if -- that -- if the
working group should be open or not because | gaek=sast | have -- | haven't seen any reason
why we should go back there. We should have -alneady established that we want it to be
open, right? Or not. | don't know.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Jimson.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you very much, Chair. \Wé¢hi've been ruminating, | made a
point and | would like to propose this text, if pide. With regard to item 2 of the terms of
reference, the correspondence group is open WG@GIEC stakeholders and accredited observers.
So this correspondence group is of the working gr@s the distinguished delegate from India
underlined, and Iran. So this is what | would likgropose, the correspondence group is open to
all WGEC stakeholders and accredited observeranK ou.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. Auwvri.

>>AVRI DORIA: I'm unmuting myself, so apologiesrfthe pause. Thank you, Mr. Chair. |
want to speak with those who are discussing theespondence group being open and very much
open in the same way that these meetings havedndeen open. And so | think it's very
appropriate that we do that.

| also want to point out that one of the reasobslieve that we were doing this correspondence
group is because we felt that this was very essemtork, that it was work that was a
continuation of the process that came out of thenmmments we received from the wider
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stakeholder group community, and that it was wbit e did not want to put in line for this
particular committee, this particular group, butntea it to be done in parallel. So | think it's
very important that this group be able to do itskydo be able to reach out for the experience
and other help that's needed. We see how mucblbervers have already contributed to this
effort. We wouldn't be as close as we are noweliele, without their incredible efforts, their
overnight work, their over lunch work, and all bat. So | think we have to recognize that and
keep that, that in.

And in terms of this group being able to make eatibns, | think any initial evaluations that
they may make are an aid to our work but are sangttmat we, as a group, would be able to
take and discuss. As Phil said in his discussiomlbthis, nothing they do is final. Everything
they do is recommendations to this group as to tmwroceed further. So | think any of the
evaluation they make, whether it's on things likatus, on things like adequacy of the
mechanisms or the processes, | think we recoghiae that is all work that we will need to
review as a group and be able to modify and amendeaessary before taking this document
forward. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. When we startdgetdiscussion about the participation of
stakeholders the concern | heard was a very pedatice from India and it was the eventual
output -- the volume of the eventual output. Amd Mme, it's a very reasonable argument.
Probably we want to deal with documents which we ltandle.

Now, I'm turning to Phil, who has volunteered hastposition. Can you give us some assurance
that the volume of the output will be of a size @rhis understandable by humans?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. You do not &k much.
[ Laughter ]

On a serious point, Chair, you want somethingnay12th of February that is not an activity that
we should treat lightly. | can empathize with thistinguished delegate from India about the
volume of work. If we cast our minds back to tirstfmeeting, a similar concern was expressed
about the number of questionnaires that we woutéive in response to making that open. |
think we received 70 questionnaires and that wasagable. We have the public policy issues
list that we started, we are going to go througth famther categorize them against the WGEC list
as opposed to the WGIG list -- somebody ought gk the acronyms. | think that it will be
manageable. | do not anticipate people comingiih wast volumes of work. | could be wrong,
but | think people actually maybe will provide thidormation going forward according to the
process.

I think it is -- if there is a large volume of woas a result of opening this up, | think that will
make your task and the task of this group moreiridierms of the information that it has in front
of it. And in that terms we will need five full ga But I think it is -- we are duty-bound, given
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the mandate that we have from the U.N. General rAbBg to do as good a job as we possibly
can. And if that is volumes of information -- whit have to say | do not anticipate, given that
we only have three months in which to gather thasit's publication of, join our group, provide
the information, collate the information -- it'strgoing to happen. But | think we shouldn't put
barriers in the way in order for people to conttéif they have a desire, a wish, or indeed the
information to do so. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil. Well, let's ke¢be discussion on the level of -- on
practicalities, and we have an assurance from thetipal approach and basically that is the
concern we all have. | didn't have any intervamtiooncerning the kind of political
considerations. So | would like to stop the deloste¢he terms of references. I'm really sorry for
those who want to take the floor, but I think werdnaovered all issues, and the real issue is how
we can move forward as a group ourselves. Andisitae main thing.

We have a team to facilitate our work, our nexetimg. We have a promise that it will be a
document which can be handled by us, which willhaur work, and for me that is, you know --
so | would propose now for you to approve the medifterms of references as they are. So
Saudi Arabia wants to take the floor, please.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As | shearlier, we want to see it in a text so
we know exactly what are these terms of reference.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: So let me propose the following, e@me back after lunch and the text will
be available. | propose a five-minute discussionhe text. A very precise discussion. If there -
- if there are parts you don't like, you proposensthing else and we proceed. But there's a
general agreement here in the room, what | can fieat there's a need for this group, for the
correspondence group, there's a need for the srerdihe exercise will result in proposals which
we can take up on board and it will facilitate awark. Is it agreeable? Yes, Phil.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. | will sit downith the Secretariat and get the text
amended. We will circulate that to the mailing tsther than paper-based. | will be back in this
room 30 minutes prior to the start of your meetisgpuld anybody have any comments or
guestions, so that we can further amend or makprtigosals to amend so that we can meet your
five-minute deadline. So | shall be back in hetehalf past 2:00 with people having any
comments or questions. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil. Last remark befowe break, as | mentioned in the
morning, | would like to proceed with the framewakour recommendations, so | would like
from the proposal for the framework some text, &ndlould like to have some rudimentary
recommendations for Group 4 and 5. If there arsnbees who would like to proceed in this way,
I would like to have the text as well. And in thsigirit | wish you bon appetite and see you back
at 3:00.
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[ Lunch Break ]
[ Gavel |

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Good afternoon. Thank you fokiteg your seats. And | would like to
thank you also for the hard work you did during dotime, those of you who have had
discussions. And | understand that there are ereth a proposal for the mandate of the
correspondence group. | just want to remind yai thefore lunch break, we had a proposal
which was amended. And now | would like to seefiia result of the consultations.

Can | ask Phil?

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Good afternooindeed the revised text, as we
discussed this morning, was posted early in theHumour. So | thank the secretariat for their
support in that process.

As | also said prior to lunch, | was in this rodram half past 2:00 to take comments on the
amended text, and | have received some amendnuethistttext.

So | will read those out, if you will allow me, &in.

So under 5A, there is a word to be inserted. Asdys "now review the identified international
public policy issues.” So the word "internationia#s been proposed to be inserted.

There is alternate text to B. It says -- excuge rikxcuse me -- "list where there are existing
international mechanisms addressing the issudeeifist.” | will repeat again: "List where there
are existing international mechanisms addressiagsues in the list.”

A proposal has been brought forward as an altem&b C, which is: "ldentify the status of
mechanisms, if any, whether they are addressingstues.” So C would now read: "ldentify
the status of mechanisms, if any, whether theyaddeessing the issues."

And then in D, again, insertion after the termgga it would say "attempt to identify the gaps
and required action in order to ascertain." Sotkinee words "and required action” have been
proposed to be inserted, Chair. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Phil. | have a gedemmark. | don't really want to see
anything in the terms of reference which is takowgr from the mandate of this group. The
correspondence group is to have the work, notglace, not to override the work of this working
group. So any action is within the mandate of ¢gnaup.

| can see Marilyn. But | think, Parminder, yourevérst.
>>MARILYN CADE: Thank you. Chair, | would havw® see this rewritten, but | have an

immediate concern about limiting our work to usitige word "international" rather than
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"Internet.” | think our work is focused on Intetnigsues. And | want to be careful that we don't
find ourselves -- and I'm just going to use an gxem | think that some of the issues identified
by those from civil society and others who weresirgy concerns from developing countries
might -- if we're using "international,” | think waay be missing the fact that we need to be -- in
some cases, there will be a need to have a regiecadnition of an issue that might be arising.

So | would actually prefer that we use the womte'tnet” rather than restricting it by using the
word "international.”

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

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Fjrdtwould respond to Marilyn's
proposal and | see the mention of enhanced codperat Tunis Agenda clearly refers to
international public policy issues pertaining te fhternet. And | think that is our mandate, and
we should stick to our mandate. Otherwise, we galtoo diffuse and the idea is to see what are
the gaps in international Internet-related pubbtiqgees and, if there are gaps, what to do about it

The prior issue on which | wanted to comment wasuathe composition of the group. | am for
extending all kinds of outreaches to all levels &rdping it open. And if you wish to go for
another round of information seeking, I'm very hapgp have that because it will be more
focused information.

My concern is that out of four, probably differentthe new amended text, but more or less still
I'm talking from the old text are the four actiesi or mandates of the group, three are evaluative.
They consist of making a judgment.

Now, collection of information -- and this groupibg a repository or recipient of information
from all quarters is one kind of activity and tlsltould be and can be very open. I'm not sure
how a huge group would be taking evaluative judgsen

And my concern is entirely practical, that it wdmappen and we will be back in the group with
a list without being able to close the gaps whi¢hdught was the primary purpose of making a
small group; that when we come back, there's méasty about certain judgments around

different gaps and then we can work quickly. Ahevé are not able to assemble an effective
group, we would not be able to do those evaludtinetions. And that's the concern, if we can
separate information sourcing from the evaluatsjgeats of this group and organize the group in
a manner which it is effective to do both the wagokgperly. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: As | mentioned earlier, the matelaf the working group hasn't changed.
So in case we are thinking in terms much actioespmmendations or evaluations, it is within
the mandate of the working group, not within thenoete of the correspondence group. | just
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wanted to make it clear. In case you have doubd) put it down in my report and probably
we can be done with that.

Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. My interventias more or less in the same sense of your
last intervention. | see the outcome of this cgpomdence group as being a factual document
that will assist us as a working group to move dhaad provide and elaborate recommendations
and make an analysis on this. So | think thismpartant because the contributions that are
expected from to be us, from an expanded groupastehlolders, | think, as | have said before, |
think we benefit to have enough expertise and médron coming from other parties.

But those contributions should not entail analysisengthy elaborations on the issues. 1 think
we are expecting also very factual informationyviercus-oriented inputs. | think this must be
made clear. Otherwise, we'll end up, the coordmatith extensive pieces of paper from which
he will have to pick what is relevant.

What is relevant here are the factual informatmme that will allow us to have a clear view, an
x-ray, but not an analysis of this. As you havdigated, Mr. Chair, we are not expecting
proposals of actions, recommendations, just tlugip upon which this working group will work.
This is our understanding.

| think that might be the understanding of themooOtherwise, it should be specified because it
will assist the working group in its preparatiofhank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. | stronglyge you to follow the wise advice from

Brazil, and let's move forward. We may spend lo&lthe night here discussing words in the
terms of references for the correspondence grobghws a technical group, and which you will
provide input to us and it is up to us to evalutiggive proposals to recommendations.

India, please.

>>INDIA:  Thank you, Chair. And | wish to tharfRhil for certain amendments which he
proposed. | think they're very valid amendmentg&tvihave slightly made the task more focused,
number one.

Secondly, to look at what Marilyn was saying abnternet,” the way to fix this is we strictly
go by what's said in the Tunis Agenda. If we caadd three words in 5A, "international public
policy issues pertaining to Internet,” | think thatwhat the text is actually. So then they were
talking of Internet and again international pulgalicy issues.

And in any case, our objective is core towardshspalicies only and also to identify whether
there is a role at the international level, nathat national level, because the task of this gisup
to look at that particular dimension.
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And the second one which is, again -- | don't wardpen this discussion, but Jimson had made
one very important amendment before our lunch bneadara 2. Are we looking at it or are we
going to shelve that? | just want to know thatf. cQurse, it is clear it is not reflected so inist
there. But | thought that was a fairly good sugiges Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India.

Before we went to lunch, I really urged you, esgléc governments, to participate in the work
of this correspondence group. So | rather conaentin these issues than on the particular words.
The sense of this correspondence group is to peowidormation to our group. And if
governments do participate, | think we have a gboge to come up with recommendations
which are beneficial for the governments.

| can see Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. Very briefly, sa@pport what was said by the Brazilian
ambassador. We think this should be a very fadtalthat we can continue to work on and
base our work on. And the only small comment Wahave in that regard is that we think that it
should not be within the mandate of this correspoed group to evaluate whether or not
something has been adequately addressed or noésaedr in a specific fora, process, or
mechanism. Otherwise, we are very thankful tondwe work that Phil has put into this and with
contributions from all colleagues. And we think @an work on this basis. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden.
Phil?
Saudi Arabia, you want to take the floor?

Virat after Phil, Japan, and United States. Andolld like to close the discussion because |
think that we are very, very close and probablthmlast two hours we should do some real work.
I'm really sorry to say that. You have been daangreat job up to now. The discussions were
extremely good. | really enjoy them. And we aegtigg closer to it.

But after deliberation of the terms of referendespuld like to have some kind of framework
for the recommendations on one hand and eventifiayne members think that they could offer
some recommendations, then | would like to see them

So, Phil, please.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Just two coents, one to respond to the
distinguished delegate from India. | would likectaim credit for the words but, unfortunately, |
cannot. I'm merely the scribe. The proposed chsrogme from my distinguished colleagues
from Saudi Arabia in the 30 minutes | had set asifie if there is credit to be given to the terms
used, please direct them to my colleagues from iSsnadbia.

35|Page



The other issue -- and it goes back to sometHiag you said, Chair, and to the Ambassador
from Brazil which is in 13 weeks -- and | keep emgilzing 13 weeks -- there is going to be no
effort to judge anything. It is merely factualdd not have time to sit down and evaluate what |
hope will be input. And | hope you will reflectahin your minutes, Chair, that all | will do,
along with colleagues who participate, is refleatlbinto your group the facts that we are given.
Where there is agreement on the facts, great. &Vtiesre is no agreement on the facts, then
alternate views as expressed on the correspondgocg will be presented to this group to
discuss and debate. | do not intend to get ineortiddle of an argument. That is not my
intention, believe me. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Very grateful for that. Thankyo So you left me in the middle.
[ Laughter ]
Okay. | can see United States and Japan andgtiobably we can close.

>>UNITED STATES: Thank you, Chairman. Don't wém-- to take the time simply to come
in to support your approach, to agree with thoseo wdee the correspondence -- the
correspondence group as a fact-finding group,nktifior the purposes, as was said, to have an x-
ray of progress currently being made.

We agree with the comments that Sweden made. eEhao rendering of judgment by this
correspondence group. That is the purview, thitdsvork of this group.

So, thank you, Chairman. We support the approach.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Japan?

>>JAPAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We deeply r@gmte the hard work to prepare the
correspondence group. And Japan would like to edgpe work of the correspondence group
and would like to be a member of this correspondegmup and cooperative work of the
correspondence group. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Japan. Very gratei that, especially for the last part that
you would like to be part of it. | encourage agalingovernments to be part of it.

Having said that, can | take the terms of refeeeaaccepted by this group? Thank you.
Oh, Saudi Arabia, sorry.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Whakactly -- | mean, is it the way it's
presented right now? Because we have two Bs, svo C

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | go back to Phil.
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>>PHIL RUSHTON: That was going to be my questioiyou, Chair. | presented amendments
to --

>>CHAIR MAJOR: In that case, we accept the ameesnts. We clean up the text and we
accept the amendments.

Yes?

>> VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Chairman. If we amccepting amendments, then 5D now
requires the group to make -- suggest actions,wisie- that's the corrected text.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, | understand. Good point.

>> VIRAT BHATIA: Which is the job of the largegroup. This was debated extensively. And
the word "action” was dropped because it is a symofor "recommendations” or "towards
recommendations."

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Can you suggest text?
>> VIRAT BHATIA: We should keep the original texl just had one more point.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: As | indicated, it is in the maate of this group to make recommendations,
to make judgments, evaluations. It's not in theaade of the correspondence group, so there's
no need according to the mandate of this groupelegate any of these actions. It is us who are
going to do it.

Yes, please, continue.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: The second point that | had isittv regards to 5B where the word
"identify" has been replaced with "list," | justwnt to clarify and understand that because if"list
means just putting the name of an associationbwdy, then that would be insufficient because
for the larger group to be able to make a calllmdubstantive contributions of that group, then
it can't be just listing. It will have to be degtive. So if listing does not mean restricting a
descriptive notion -- because the contribution d@mel progress can be identified only after
reading a descriptive notion. And if that's not lmecause it is the word "list" which is just
reference to a name or an abbreviation, that,iebe| will be insufficient even for the group to
get their document out to us. So either we adrae'tist" doesn't mean just the name or we go
back to identifying we're okay with either one sand as we have an agreement and
understanding.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you.

Saudi Arabia.
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>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Butihere is -- | mean, if there is no meat or
an output that will help us, why establish thisugrpif we are just going to have informative?

If we are only getting informative, it will be m®m@appropriate, more balanced, especially with
the Item 2 there, to do the same thing we did Wit questionnaire. We formulate these
guestions, send it as a questionnaire, get theesgphen the working group will decide.

But if you are going to have a correspondence miast for collecting information, why waste
the time? Just formulate it as questions, sead & questionnaire. And it will be more balanced
that all stakeholders will be -- get the chanceefadly and that's it. And especially when | say if
you're going to do the required action or a proposo you are limiting me to just say, okay,
there is a mechanism and | speak about that mexh@ni cannot even say that mechanism is not
appropriate? That mechanism is not internationathanism? That mechanism is not an
intergovernmental mechanism?

I mean, you cannot just direct me to one corndrlgust follow that based on the questions.

If the correspondence group is not going to dduateve or to propose something, put them as a
guestion, send them as a questionnaire, and sauarth, | mean, for the correspondence group
members.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Nigeria.

>>NIGERIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for givinganhe floor. | have to -- | shall thank you
for the great job for the comments here. Evergh(indiscernible). They actually address so
much what has been happening as part of the diseour

So that effect, | would like to be included as enmber among the correspondence group. | want
to be a part of the process to be helpful. Thamk Wr. Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you.

So right now we have two Bs and two Cs, if I'm nustaken. Any proposal how to move
forward?

Yeah.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Based Tunis Agenda and from there we
get the enhanced cooperation, when we say "enhaoogzration associated with framework or
mechanisms," and that's based on Tunis Agendagnaguta 60 -- | mean, either 68 or 69, so the
most appropriate thing is to say "mechanisms onémaork" because that's the thing that relates
to the enhanced cooperation. Existing activities,can have so many existing activities but it is
not in the code of the enhanced cooperation, iatemmal --
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Is "framework” acceptable to tlggoup? That's what you want,
"mechanism and framework"?

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Tunis Agenda says "mechanismga"paragraph 60, if I'm not mistaken.
Yes.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. The second B in blue. Téhavas a concern about the first list in
point B in blue. Can you clarify what you meanlisy? | think the proposal came from you.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Yes.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: So what do you mean by "list" lvitespect to the intervention of Virat?

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Because if we say "identify,” ivill be judgmental. You identify
something. Should | agree with it or not? Bui jtist to give me something that's already
established, listed to me. This is a correspondnogp, okay. We need answers in one line, two
lines, one paragraph, not five pages to identifjneihing that you see as an international
mechanism or a framework. It is either yes or f®there a mechanism? Yes. Put the name of
it. That's why we said "list.”

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Sweden?

>>SWEDEN: Thank you. First of all, if you couludulge a little bit the text. Unfortunately,
my eyes are not so sharp.

Just to comment on the point made about analgsmlyze the material versus just mapping, |
think it still has a lot of value to do the mappind\nd | think it's a big difference between
mapping and what we need to do sorting differesuas in different categories, for example, and
identifying where, in which processes, in what natgéms, so -- in what fora they're addressed
and a questionnaire.

I think the questionnaire, we have already dorag; tAnd it has been really useful. We have
connected in that way a broad range of views amniffsiues. But | think the very nature of what
we are trying to do now to move the work forwardjiste different from what we can do with
the questionnaire. So we think it's a lot of addaidie.

And I've heard from a lot of colleagues here #atially doing this kind of mapping to have a
good factual base to have a more informed discnssiben we are going to move forward
towards formulating recommendations has a lot deddvalue.

So we don't really see the point made that thaukim't be of any added value and that we
should repeat the exercise that we have alreadg diwen it comes to the questionnaire. Thank
you.

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

>>ANDRES PIAZZA: Thank you very much, Chair. legs the distinguished colleague of
Sweden already took many of my points, so | wanadgoee with him. And | want also to
congratulate Phil and the rest of the group, toottie progress made and also say that | want to
be available for the corresponding group, toohm mext month. So | want to be listed. Thank
you very much.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. | believe practicallyl he working group may volunteer. |
can see no problem about that. So | just oncenagaiourage you to do that. Virat, please.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Mr. Chairman, on the point of listg versus identify, the notion that a one-
line or two-line answer can be given, as has beggested by the distinguished delegate of
Saudi Arabia, the concern that we have with thahesfollowing: And I'll illustrate that with an
example. For example, if the discussion is aboutdn rights and Internet and IGF was listed as
a fora and it was just listed IGF, then that's altyueaving it to everybody's judgment on what
IGF does. On the other hand, when the group isgdthie research and getting information, if
there was a list that 18 sessions across the iastyears have occurred, including one main
session, and so many participants have spokernisttiie kind of text available, we expect that to
come up, when that is substantively different wiilaking a judgment on whether the IGF is an
effective international mechanism for enhanced ecaon where the issue of human rights and
Internet is concerned. And | think that's -- th#lt'e kind of information that this group is loogin
for. And | think that's the kind of informationatwill come, both from the filings that have
already been made by the 60-plus participants fagdui were to open this further, then others
would substantiate it. So the quality of work thalt come in will obviously make it tedious for
us to go through some more papers, but we will neakauch better qualitative judgment based
on the evidence that would be provided. And thahe reason why | suppose it would help to be
descriptive rather than one or two lines respobsek.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Virat. As you may knowam also involved in the Radio
Advisory Group of the ITU, I'm the vice chair, arab the vice chair | was chairing a
correspondence group on the improvements of thetMR|s the Radiocommunication Bureau of
Information Systems. We have gone through a kinsiroilar debate about the mandate of the
group and after they settled the issue of mandheestwas a great enthusiasm from the members
of the Radio Advisory Group to participate. Caryare tell me how many people participated
out of 60-plus? Three. In addition to -- two od#ion to myself. But the bulk of the work had
to be by me. And | took all the blame, because gamit do a good job. There's no way you can
do a good job. And those of you who are familigthvthe ITU know that. So please, don't insist
because we are going to end up having poor Phihgddi on his own, and while I'm too
pessimistic but | hope some of us will help him awine of us who made commitments will
really contribute.
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But | believe, let's stop now the discussion haseto stick to some -- some of the formulation.
Believe me, it's almost irrelevant, at the endhef day, what we agree on here. Because the work
we are going to have is the more important onel r8ally ask you to approve whatever we have
and let's move forward. It is going to be a vesgful thing for us as a group, and we will be
very grateful to Phil and a few others who are gamcontribute. And | really hope there will be
more than two, as was in my case. Thank you.. Phil

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Just to save myself the embarradgrmm February, Chair, unless there is
input, | will do nothing.

[ Laughter ]
So it is up to others to contribute. I'm surée thidl not be the case.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | was not going intervene but just to agree with one point
that was raised by Saudi Arabia, that if the finatcome of the group would be thinking to

identify, at least without any kind of judgment eeemendation, that would be -- not would be in
favor of that. But if it is an intermediate stgg, a tool to assist us in a second stage therve ha
-- to provide for analysis on this. So | think tlvay you are proposing is just okay.

There is one point of clarification | would like ask you because in both of these refers to the
status of mechanisms. What is exactly meant bgtdeis? Is it -- | don't understand what is the

concept of the status? Is it something that isaeg to you, something that is -- what -- what is

the criteria to judge the status? I'd like to hasme more clarity on this, please.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Valid question. Before | give tfieor to India, can the originators of this
brilliant idea, this spreadsheet, clarify the statmeaning of the status. Parminder, are you able
to do that?

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Yeah. After disclaiminglbance, | can try to say what it was
supposed to mean, and it was supposed to mean witing (indiscernible) that was sent to the
list which was about four or five lists, we willytto judge the mechanism like it is validity with
the subject, it is (indiscernible) with the subje8o there's a certain list which would be usetl an
it has a proposed list. Otherwise all kinds ofgoeents, and we can -- | think that work can be
left to Phil to have four or five categories, whichve been discussed since the morning, about
what are we talking about, what kind of judgmenésare putting on the mechanism. Whether it
is international, whether it is dealing with thebgct entirely or partially, and that kind of
categories. But yes, it is a judgment, but we kaap it closed by giving four or five, six
exhaustive options.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: It is my understanding that the gpointends to have an intermediate --
intermediate report by the end of November, andtrikaly in January, and we'll have time to

41 |Page



comment on that. So basically if we are in disagrent with something, probably we can
contribute the same way. And it is also up to hatwe accept and what we don't accept. And
we can allow the group to make mistakes. | knoat they are not allowed to, but still, | believe
they will make mistakes, they will make errors, amel have to be very lenient. India, please.
And | believe | would like you to be the last one.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. | thought Phil shoute worrying about which, we should take
the blue or the black. You have two choices.

>> | prefer the blue.
>>INDIA: You prefer the blue. Okay. Thank you, &h

>>CHAIR MAJOR: But what is more important for ntee number of people contributing. And
don't forget that. Can we go? We delete the béexckretain the blue. Sweden?

>>SWEDEN: Thank you. Well, just to make cleathihk the blue is the one that is giving this
group a mandate to evaluate its existing mechaniamg's phrased, or addressing the issues in
the least. So we would have preferred the blaek and | think that is what | have heard a lot
from the room. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | really understand your concerbst believe me, it's of no significance.

I'm really sorry to say that we shall see from thember of contributions. 1 may be too

pessimistic as opposed to our assignment reallgusecl'm generally an optimistic person, but
from my experience I'm -- | believe that the mdimg is -- just sets the working group -- the
correspondence group and let it work. Yes, Virat.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Chairman, can we suggest a comprsenwhere we can go with blue with
the exception of listing to be clarified to be dgsttve or support the point made by Sweden, sort
of go through identify and then take away the reggliaction. That certainly is a -- is a problem.
So if you can take those two out, then we can db hlue, it can work.

[ Speaker is off microphone. ]

>> We took away "required action"? Okay, fine.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: There's no action to be taken. refgeno "required action.”
>>VIRAT BHATIA: The only point left is --

>>CHAIR MAJOR: So can you please reflect --

[ Speaker is off microphone. ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Retain blue? Okay. Delete black.
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[ Speaker is off microphone. ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: The other way around? Virat --

>>VIRAT BHATIA: There's one indication of | just { read this when you say, list the existing
-- sorry, this is a bit difficult to read for melist what the existing international mechanisms
addressing the list means, nearly half or moreneflist that has been prepared and provided by
the 60 or inputs are going to be wiped out of tlseuksion, if -- | mean, we should either say
national/international or not have internationatdnese this means half the work that's been done,
or maybe more than half of the work that has besredcould be wiped out. Just a suggestion
for the room to consider. So I'm suggesting eithreernational and national or remove
international.

[ Speaker is off microphone. ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: You want to take the floor? Maurily

>>MARILYN CADE: | just want to mention to colleaga that that was why | intervened before.
We sent out a questionnaire with 18 questionsamdt in good faith and we worked very hard on
that questionnaire, as | recall. | think some offi yactually left me unsupervised for an hour or
two until midnight or something, but we worked vérgrd on that questionnaire, as we all recall.
We sent it out and then we all worked in good féitlyet people to fill it in. And the people who
filled it in, a large number of them, the majoriti/the responses came from governments. | think
there's a real problem if we restrict our analysig/ in a way that will not take that input into
account. If we could go back to -- | share thecewon that Virat Bhatia has raised that the word
"list" could end up with just a narrow term thatopke wouldn't even understand. If | listed
APWG or MAAWG, M-A-A-W-G, most people in this roomouldn't know what that is but it's
the Messaging Anti-Abuse Working Group which dodsige amount of work on spam and that
would be relevant information. So I'm hoping tha'll be flexible but not get multiple pages,
just a short description. But the thing I'm mosh@erned about in B is, whatever the word is,
"list" existing mechanisms addressing Internet ubblicy. | -- isn't that what we asked people
to do, to respond to. And how do we do the anslysiwe do not include the kinds of
mechanisms and framework -- | went back and loaitethe Tunis Agenda and | believe it says
frameworks or mechanisms, if required. But led'g e concern here is we need to be able to
include the scope of the questionnaire that weibiged. It is really unfair to those people who
we asked to contribute if we do not take their inpto account.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. And it's also against intentions. Parminder and India.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: | think we have a duty tamds all people who have given

inputs, but we also have a duty, which is quiterfdly, to the UNGA which gave us a mandate.
The mandate is here, and we have to respond tmanelate. It is good to work with a big broad
based pyramid, but you have to go towards the tihvis the recommendations which are in
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accordance with the mandate. And if you had tdoyeards the tip, we need to focus on our
mandate which is very clear about enhanced coaperathich is defined as pertaining to
international public policy issues. That's what thandate is.

So now defeatists say that because there arengspaof certain kinds we need to know -- our
recommendation has to be based on that. That®d material for us to understand the issues,
but we need to work on the mandate. And the manavery clear, it's about international
public policy issues. | don't understand what wauld be doing about talking about what, for
example, India is doing on (indiscernible) diversin the Internet within India. That's not what
we can put in our recommendations. So we want detevtime of the group spending time
talking again about those kind of issues when we apbw supposed to be giving
recommendations outside the mandate is my concenerefore, the international public policy
issues and international mechanisms is preciselytnong to get narrowed down to what we are
supposed to respond to. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. India.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. | think we've been abantly compelled to make interventions but
at one stage you are gaveled with talking aboutingpforward but again, it's a very fundamental
issue. Given the mandate of this group, | thinkneged to bear in mind that the way in which
even the Tunis Agenda has evolved in Paris with 630, they talked about an adequacy of
mechanisms of frameworks for what? For the int@gonal public policy issues. Now, there
could be a mechanism at the national level whictiesling with a possible international public
policy issue, but that is not the relevance orrttamdate of this group to identify. We're looking
at an international mechanism, if we -- quite paigsin the middle of the discussion we may say
well, it's already clear, that's a different stojut at this point in time we need to look at #os
international mechanisms. And that is the spirthwhich we are all in this room. So let's -- |
have no problem in listing all that, but the oniyng is you go further and we'll have a much
larger database and then we'll have to sift thrainghsame process, the process through which
you're going and stick only to the internationaliss rather than the national issues. Thank you,
Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Well, as a matter of fact, | do g$tuthe correspondence group to make
appropriate judgments whether it's relevant orral@vant, and I really trust them, since they are
also members of this group, to come up with a fd@ument which will be -- which we will be
able to handle in the proper way. And so | tellybdon't really want to spend much time on
that. We are just going around and around andrevguat postponing to do real work. I'm really
sorry to say that. Phil.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. I'm sorry tooppng the agony. But | am now, as one
of the co-conveners, slightly confused. | am tofdthe one hand | should make no judgment,
there should be only factual information. Now | being asked to make a judgment on whether
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or not something is international or nationalhihk the bottom line is, if the information comes
in, I will put it into a form that is agreed to blye correspondence group and you, too, will have
to share my pain, Chair. | am sorry to say tHisvill buy you a nice cup of coffee afterwards.
But | will make no judgment. This -- | reiterater the fourth time, this correspondence group is
merely a tool for the working group. It is the \wimg group's role, expertise, to make the
judgments. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Okay. | will ask you for the coffea bit later. Let me propose the
following thing: The output of this correspondergreup will be a Chair's document and it will
be my responsibility to take and make any judgmehrith | think is appropriate. Is it acceptable?
Okay.

[ Speaker is off microphone. ]
>>CHAIR MAJOR: You want to take the floor, obser¥el have taken the decision over.

>>MATTHEW SHEARS: If | may, Chair. Matthew SheasCDT. Part of the mandate of this
working group is to seek, compile, and review igpulf we're moving to a terms of reference --
and | apologize for prolonging this further butd fitel this has to be said -- if we're moving to a
terms of reference that focuses on mechanismsnattenal mechanisms as some have inserted
in here, rather than fora and other activities,ane effectively removing a considerable portion
of the work that should be done as part of thakere\process. And it is quite astonishing to me
that we have 60 or so inputs to this process amd we're saying that most of those inputs
actually don't meet some kind of new set of criterThey have not been reviewed. Those issues
should be reviewed, as a part of this process.nK au.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Just let me repeatspect an output from the group which will
be my document, and | will make the judgments. zBra

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | -- as | see Itfhink the -- this correspondence group is
still not -- is fully consistent with the mandateswave. | think actually in spelling out the
guestions we have been fully respectful of all in@eeived. | think we initially had this lengthy
list of over 400 contributions, collecting all diet views from all participants on the relevant
issues to be examined. So what we are trying ttm dwganize our work to make it workable for
us is to request for an input. What is the inp@f the basis of these contributions we have, we
want to have a document relating these to sayingthen those issues that were identified by
submissions that were obviously related to somgthinat is theirs, who is doing what, | think
this is something that we find -- we found as augrproperly to have in order to move forward.
But this is, to my view, fully consistent with thfact that we are being respectful of the
submissions that we have received and trying &tedb them. But making it into a way that is
workable for us, otherwise either we cannot maketioel work that was mandated to this group.
Thank you.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. | will refledhe results of this discussion in my report,
and | suggest we move forward. We have two hourgot | closed -- | closed the debate. |
would like to move forward, and | would like to askdia if you have any proposal for the
framework for our recommendations?

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. At the outset | mustysthat | have not really been able to come
up with a very serious framework, but somethingalHi attempted which would -- would be in
the form of what were the broad elements of th@nemther than put together language at this
stage. So that is my -- this is based on the d@on that we had and the similar reports that
have been produced by the working groups. If yeurgt me, Chair, | just will highlight some of
the elements of it rather than going into the dpedetails because it will be -- it would be quite
unfair to draw a conclusion when we are not evemtesi making serious assessments about
various contributions that we have received.

With that admission, Chair, I think firstly, theayw we look at this, we could have a kind of
introduction to the report which would talk abolé tmandate that has been given to this working
group by the U.N. General Assembly Resolution 63/1With a specific recommendation made
-- or recommendations to be made on how to fullplement the mandate of the enhanced
cooperation as contained in the Tunis Agenda amnd \Wwe went about doing this process, the
modis operandi which the working group has chosehthe meetings that have been set up and
how we arrived at the questionnaire. So this candccaptured in the body of the report in the
form of an introduction. And of course, today'srelepment which is talking about this --
talking about the correspondence group which has basked with a very sensitive assignment
of -- 1 do not fully agree with saying it is notsureporting of what has been given but | thirk it'
a very sensitive job of even to put together thideas and presenting it as one particular input to
the working group. And based on -- the next pathe report could be looking at what is the
broad approach that we want to take on this. Thagseems to have taken a clear recognition
that there are a large number of issues aboventeenkt and also on the use of the Internet that
affect most of the people who have access to itadsml looked at areas where people who have
no access to it and how to perhaps look at adarg#sose issues.

Secondly, there are also issues which needed istibatxamination on the use of Internet
because it -- one way or another it will touch uploe concept of enhanced cooperation. So that
would be the next element. But we also have searesacknowledgment in the room, at least
some delegations have said that there are issaearthto be dealt with by existing mechanisms
and then others who said that while there is stilhome for some of the issues, that when they
say issues they're talking about the internatipodélic policy issues pertaining to Internet, | thin

Having made this broad position of what has bedmeaed and what are the gaps, we would
then look at what are those relevant areas, reldoraad areas that the working group could look
at as a possibility, again flowing out of the Tuigenda which is firstly talking about this

identification of those international public poliggsues pertaining to Internet which is an
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exercise the correspondence group would come upwhich will perhaps could be part of this
particular portion of the report. And there arehtacal issues as well as issues relating to the
oversight. That would be in the range of the erdlafter, | think the most would say assessment-
based aspects will now have to come into the repafore we actually go into the
recommendations.

Now here, when you talk of assess -- prior to smsent we also need to look at the role of
various stakeholders. Now, this is where therensete be some lack of convergence, if | can use
the word. The issue which is of whether what hesnbdescribed in the Tunis Agenda of the
relative roles, do they still remain intact or #aéras been certain cross -- cross, what do you say,
movement of some of the responsibilities of thaower stakeholders. But I think it will not be
inappropriate, at least to begin with, to use whahe language that's given in the Tunis Agenda,
for example, with regard to the role of the goveenits and with regard to the role of private
sector, the role of civil society, and the rolelmternet -- governmental organizations. And one
thing we must certainly do is bring in the roleaglademic and technical communities which --
who have been left behind for God knows what reasdrthink their contributions also need to
be recognized and see what relative role they tsantaing into the whole enhanced cooperation
element.

At the end of this -- | mean, here we need t@aim, in each of these, we could have a shepherd
which -- initiating from what is given in the Tunfsgenda. And if there are any changes, the
group feels need to be added or to be made, andstilsamething -- that would be part of an
assessment, frankly an assessment we'll have te,rgalen the views that are prevalent in the
room.

Then comes the next level which is the inputs #ratgoing to be moving into the mechanisms
or frameworks. There are views about fora, théeegles have said, or activities.

Now, this is where we need to be making perhapsra close -- we will be taking a close look
at this part of the report which would talk abobe tneed for strengthening the existing
mechanisms and at the same time talking aboutdabd for having possible new mechanisms.

And this is where the direct input we will getrindhe correspondence group which would have
done a certain mapping of the existing -- of idigedi international public policy issues. And
then we have the mechanisms or frameworks whiclexsting. And if they're not in the view
of the group, then we need to perhaps touch upamnpiut in this part of the -- in this part of the
report.

And there's one more dimension which we might rieegéflect, again, this is the relationship of
whatever mechanisms which are existing or new owéh, the existing bodies, international
bodies, which are dealing with international pulgalicy issues. Just to give an example, like
WIPO. There are issues which are already beindt et by WIPO, similarly ITU, some
aspects. We could come up with this relationshifhose existing mechanisms or the new ones
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with this new body -- with the already -- with thart of the United Nations system because they
are already part of it. And there is also alreadyg debate in the WIPO how to deal with issues
relating to what has been transacted on the Irntterne

Toward the end, | think it will be very importaiatr us also to look at -- | mean, this is one thing
which | thought would be very relevant to look ke trelationship with the IGF because as we
made this process that we should have two procedsies are complementing each other and
working on a side-by-side basis.

Of course, | did hear some views today that soate\e that it is in itself part of the enhanced
cooperation. That's debatable. But | think wedn&e given the current mandate of the Tunis
Agenda and the U.N. General Assembly resolutioasy elearly pointing out that these are two
processes distinct and having certain complemeimmwhich need to be further strengthened, in
a sense. It could be a very good relationship &éetwhe two processes.

Broadly, I think -- the last issue which | thinklMbe a final outcome of the correspondence
group would have to come under the relevant roleglwwe are going to define. The role of,
let's say, a particular stakeholder and possildasaunder which have been identified by the
group, those could be either listed there or ctw@lcdannexed to the report. So that -- to keep the
main body of the report relatively shorter and &awdnan annex which gives those areas which we
have -- perhaps believe could be part of a pagicstakeholder's direct response.

Here comes the challenge. There could be areasewhey are cross-cutting, where everyone is
involved. We need to devise the mechanism of howist those international public policy
issues that we would like them to be looked at Istakeholder or stakeholders. Thank you,
Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India.

It's nice to hear one's own ideas back. You lmeady writing my report, so I'm real grateful for
that.

I think there is great merit what you have safshd probably what | suggest to you is taking
from -- either you can provide the written formvwee can take it from the transcript. And | will
ask the secretariat to start an initial rolling dlment in this sense which really makes sense. And
probably it's something which people can contribated say, no, we want a different
categorization, we want a different structure. Bt have to start somewhere. And that's my
main idea, that eventually we should come up wittme kind of structure for our
recommendations.

| fully agree that naturally we will have an indectory part. We will have an analysis part. We
will have all the text which is needed for this oetp
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But to have some kind of structure for the recomadagions, it is really needed to think about
how we are going to formulate.

One idea | had was based on the document whichoffesed to you as a summary of the
responses, which is strictly related to the inpugshad and which also reflect the mandate. And
it may be also an idea to reflect these categoxiest we had in the summary paper in the
recommendations. In the process of our work, weg fimal that eventually we should deviate or
we should split some of the categories. It mayhad¢ we shall merge some of the categories. |
still don't know. It very much depends on you andhe way we are going to move forward.

| really thank you for your contributions. Andyibu want to add, please do it.

>>INDIA:  Thank you, Chair. | was remiss on mgrpnot to mention another important
dimension which is relating to the developing cost of which | think there is -- some
contributions are coming in. And that would beatpf the report which will have to come
perhaps just before conclusions, | guess, becdusdlialso be drawing upon some of the
recommendations that the group would be making bether it is on the relative roles or
whether it is on the mechanisms.

Thank you, Chair.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Any comments on th&ervention of India?
Sweden, please.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chairman. Thank you, fokall, | would like to thank India for this
work. | think it is really a good start. Defingesomething that we can work on. We're looking
forward to seeing it in written form, and then weél analyze that further. And maybe we can
work on a rolling document, as you said.

| just want to make one thing clear from our pecdjve for the record, that when we're talking
about "mechanisms" here, our interpretation of ikathat it can be a process, it can be an
organization, it can be a fora.

So that is -- potentially, that's a list that @bbk expanded. I think that's very important td&ena
clear given both the mandate of the correspondgrmg and the structure that was proposed by
India on the report. But we are -- once again, ldidie to thank India for that. And I think we
can work further on that. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden.

Avri?
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>>AVRI DORIA: Thank you, Chair, for giving medhopportunity to speak. 1| just wanted to
mention that several of us put forward a documkeat was intended as food for thought and |
believe is in many ways complementary to many efrdcommendations just made by India.

In that document, we try to reflect the realityttwihe Tunis Agenda as the starting point for all
of our discussions but that it is also not the lastd on Internet governance or the roles and
responsibilities in an evolving Internet.

It takes into account and respects the many vibatswe have received to the questionnaire. It
appreciates the existing mechanisms respectfuh@fidea and the many organizations of the
Internet technical community.

And it attempts to avoid any top-down recommermmiei that would harm the organic
international Internet processes that are ongamigcanstantly evolving.

So on behalf of those who contributed to the stimkéhe ground, | would like to ask the
members of this community to consider our offeriagswe move forward. Thank you very
much, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Avri. | think your atribution has been circulated within the
group to be taken into account. And | would likeremind us all that we are all part of the
process, which is the WSIS +10 process.

So with this in mind, we have to pursue our woBo we are going to contribute to this WSIS
+10 process.

| can see Jimson.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you, Distinguished Chairwant to really appreciate you for
the way you have moderated thus far.

I would like to speak to the proposal or the sigsinin of distinguished representative from India.

Actually, | wanted to comment to talk about: Haxau left us out, the developing countries?
And then he came up again and talked about it.

So | think a bigger gap on enhanced cooperatido fecus in on what happens at developing
nations. That should be given a lot of recognitiothe report.

And, also, to agree with the distinguished deleg&tom Sweden with regard to what we mean
by "mechanism" because there are a lot of procahs¢ss ongoing that is also facilitating the
process of building confidence with regard to folating international policy pertaining to the
growth of the Internet.
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And, lastly, there was a very important forum ttaadk place here in Geneva that was May last
year. There was a lot of inputs in that forumyvech because | read the script and everything.
So | think it also would be good if we make refeeno that. The correspondence group can
have it, actually can look through it, can be drthe reference group because | can recall a lot
of vital inputs in that discussion, the first dission enabled by the CSTD.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. | believe th@ecument has been made available to the
group. It was the initial document -- one of théial documents for the first meeting that was

the transcript of the 2012 May meeting of this year open consultation the CSTD had in the
ILO last -- not last May but May 2012. So thanluyolt's well taken, but it has already been

made available. If you wish, we can resend it.

Virat, you wanted to take the floor. And thenmeweough | told Brazil we are not going to have
coffee, we are going to have coffee.

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Thank you, Chair. | just wante come in and throw our weight behind
the framework presented -- the early sketch ofrds@mework presented by distinguished delegate
from India. | think we don't -- we perhaps doedlize the importance of this because otherwise
this could take one of those four days. And se Ifthink this is really excellent use of our time

If this framework that has been stated in some weys be structured and put together for
comments, then it would be our -- it should be ennleavor to try and agree broadly or as closely
as possible on at least the framework when we kbgifiour-day meeting.

You see I'm emphasizing again and again a "foys'daeeting in February because we all want
to be back on Friday evening home.

If we could try and do that, then | think it wilelp to have an effective Monday morning rather
than spending half the day just arguing on the é&aork.

As the contributory groups work on their mappinxgreise, the other larger group on e-mail can
mail this as close to as possible. Thanks.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Virat. That was eXgcthe reason, I'm sorry to say, that
pushed India to make public this vote and sharb wstbecause | want to save time. And this is
a very, very valuable contribution and it will savea lot of time.

And | just want to ask you, in case you have sbimgtelectronic -- in electronic form, to submit
it to the secretariat. And, eventually, probabky ean work offline to put out a document on the
working group Web site and for consultation witk tither members.

And when we come back in February, we are verpgrnerl and we know what we are going to
do exactly.
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Having said that, | propose to have a 20-minutifeedbreak. And after coffee break, | would
like to ask the United States who submitted som#ritiution in form of a recommendation to
propose to us. And | would like to close our megtiif possible, before 6:00. Thank you. So
we will come back in 20 minutes time.

Oh, Sweden, sorry.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you. Just to say also togettitr Brazil, Mexico, U.K. and Sweden, we
have also worked -- well, Sweden, (chuckles) weehalgo worked on some recommendations
that we would like to present to the membership.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: You are more than welcome.
[ Break ]
[ Gavel ]

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Welcome back, ladies and gentlamé&an | ask you to take your seats,
please. Thank you. Right.

So before we broke for coffee, we had a wondez@uitribution from India for the framework.
And we were promised to have the electronic forma short while, probably by Monday. And
I'm going to work with the secretariat to have tloeument out on the Web site in order you can
have a look at that and comment. Probably thgoieg to frame our work for the next meeting
and will save a lot of time for us.

The other thing | mentioned before the coffee bngas that we had contributions from several
participants, members, in form of recommendations.

So who would like to start with the submissionkage raise your flag and let's try to finish
before 6:00.

| would like to emphasize that this is a draft.e fe going to consider it and probably we shall
get back to the recommendations -- draft recomme@r@ain our next meeting. But probably
this is offered by some of the members for your cemts.

| believe United States wanted to give the recondagons and eventually from the group of
countries, Sweden or Brazil. I'm not sure.

Okay. United States, please.

>>UNITED STATES: Sure. Thank you, Chair. I tbpirit of the guidance that you provided
earlier today about looking at possible draft resmndations that could be put forth, particularly
in the discussion we had about looking at Groupefhaps to start, we put together something to
offer for the process.

52| Page



Should I just read it?
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Yes, please.

>>UNITED STATES: Okay. "International Interr@iganizations should continue to evolve to
meet the needs and facilitate the participatioralbfstakeholders (including particularly those
from developing countries) in their collaborativeechanisms and stakeholders from all groups
are encouraged to engage in those Internet instisutto further realize the benefits of their
participation.

Where participation may be hampered by lack oframess, educational opportunity, political
priority or financial resources, the Internet gaarce community should endeavor to help find
ways to enable such participation.”

Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, USA. Itis very helpf And as | mentioned to you, this is a
draft and probably you consider it also as a dr&fhd we have to start from somewhere. And
I'm really glad that at least we have some drafbmemendations.

Any comments? You are not obliged to give comeot course. But if you feel like, raise
your hand. Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. And | would l&to thank the U.S. for this.

Mr. Chair, | think this is language that captunesch of what we have said. And, of course, we
would think that meaningful collaboration from thgsoup should go beyond this and provide
some more substance to those recommendations. | Bunk this is -- this captures the
framework in which we should work. So | think Walid that if we can come out of this meeting
with some formulations upon which we can build, t@nto insert more substance but will, let's
say, already give us some direction, not start freno.

In that same sense, we have been working with 8weahd my colleague from Sweden will
introduce the text.

It is something which is not at all our ambitionthais point in time. We are not, of course,
prejudging the outcome of the discussion we haveMdlprovide for some sort of initial way to
try to figure out how the recommendations made ftbis group could look. | would like this to
be seen in that light, not something that reflesdmething that is -- reflects our ambition. It
certainly does not. But it is an initial step vat regard.

And | thank the U.S. also for this. [ think itvery important that we initiate our next meeting
with something already in writing to -- not to $t&om zero and lose time, even in trying to
figure out how to go about it. This is the purposéhis. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chair.
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>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. That is exigcimy thought when | asked the
participants to contribute in this sense, to dtatprocess of producing recommendations or just
the beginning of recommendations. It is also tlestrdifficult part to start something.

Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Andahks to the U.S. delegation for
starting off. As the Chair says, it is a diffictiting to start off, and we have something we can
build over it. And building over it -- I'm goin@ta layer part, not that | have a problem with the
process. And we are into talking about recommeodsitabout part 4 and 5. | mean, the sense
of certain discomfort about talking about this ma$ gone, and it is also exemplified with the
present text on the screen. That is not a partsthraething is more important than the other, but
some set of questions are dependent on other sqgtgestions. And as | now engage with this
particular discussion, | again feel that 4 and Saslependent on 2 and 3 that your mind is going
to start making contributions not knowing we arging to increase participation in what
mechanisms, we are examining the role of developimtries in what.

And that comes back because | don't disagree th@hpart which is on the screen. However,
it's one part. Existing international organizatiomho are doing work should be more inclusive
and the reasons given are about awareness, finginoetera which, again, are an important set of
work. But a lot of people here earlier, yesterdayperhaps the day before, said that one of the
biggest reasons developing countries can't pastieis because there are no mechanisms. And
that was repeated by a few people. That's théhimg.

Now when we discuss -- having not discussed tigathiing, you already are uncertain about the
contributions you are making. | mean, what isoiti'ye talking about. And if we speak about that,
I mean, | would like to contribute that the biggesbblem of developing countries' role is an
absence of mechanism. Then I'm probably discussenyd 3 and 4 and 5 which | should not do.

So that makes me unsure what should | do in tars lpecause for me the biggest problem of
participation is absence of international forumsermehall countries are on equal footing and they
can start from the agenda onwards to the finalamés be a part of the process.

So | would think that for me is the biggest exahggfactor. And other factors are important, but
they come later. And | agree with those factorgctvinave been put on the table. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Parminder.
Ellen, please. Oh, no, Jimson first. Sorry,gorr

>>ELLEN BLACKLER: 1 would just like to say in sponse that | had -- | have some of the
same concerns, that it's difficult to do recommeioda without having kind of this fact basis that
we were looking for. But maybe if we can have ppartunity to review things we come up with
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in this process in light of the facts again, wk#l able to make some progress, that it is not an
either/or operation.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Just reflecting on that naturaliys an iterative process and we are going
to review and probably not once.

So, yes, we take it on board and probably withrtined that we are going to have other inputs
from the correspondence group. We are going tafgliasues, what Parminder has raised. And
in the light of that, probably this will fit into aatever we are going to recommend.

Now Jimson.

>>JIMSON OLUFUYE: Thank you, Chair. Distingueshcolleagues, | would like to also join
us to appreciate the contributions thus far angarticular the recommendation coming from
United States.

Well, we know that the issue at hand is an ongeingk and there is nothing wrong for us to
make progress as much as we can, even as muchaae wéhin the bigger picture.

Well, | want to say | agree with the proposals &rfdive one or two other propositions here,
recommendations. It's similar to what has beempgsed, but maybe we can marry them down
the line.

The first one is that, that the ongoing inclusnagional, regional, and international cooperation
on matters pertaining to the Internet be sustammdng all stakeholders with governments,
private sector, civil society, technical and acaecommunity actively playing their respective
roles.

Then the second one | would like to propose, tie# mandate of the United Nations
Commission for Science and Technology for Develagmbe enhanced to coordinate
international public policy issues pertaining t@ timternet in a collaborative, multistakeholder
framework that include governments, private sectivjl society, technical and academic
community on an equal footing.

Thank you, Distinguished Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Jimson. | can seel Phoh, Sweden, sorry. I'm sorry, Phil.
Sweden asked for the floor first.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you, Chair. | just also wantedhank the United States and Jimson for
those contributions. | agree that it's a goodist@gpoint, and | think that's how we should see it
And | think we all agree that what we have on tide now -- right now is only draft, and it's a
way to move the work forward.
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And | think it's good that we work in parallel Wwitthe mapping and the drafting of
recommendations. So | would like to thank, ag#wmese that made those contributions. And
after we have had the discussion on this, I'll cdbaek with our joint recommendations. Thank
you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden. Phil. No? @kanyone asking for the floor, | just
want to repeat, this is a draft. We are goingetasit it in our next meeting. This is something,
just a beginning. | can see Nigeria and Maril\igeria, please.

>>NIGERIA: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | would like foroffer this proposal to -- that international

(indiscernible) is already addressing internatiopablic policy issues pertaining to Internet
strategic awareness and capacity building progrparsicularly in developing countries and

across all sectors, including governments, prigatgor organizations, civil society, technical and
academic communities. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Nigeria. Marilyn, pleas

>>MARILYN CADE: Thank you, Chair. I'd like to jai with others who express appreciation
for colleagues in the room who have already puvéod some drafts for us to be thinking about.
I'm very impressed to have already some languadesame good thinking. But | wanted to ask,
since I'm a bit slower in thinking, just to thinkaut perhaps there would be a process for us to be
able to not wait until our next meeting, but todi®e to accept drafts of further recommendations
and have a kind of a rolling single document foosth -- a place where those would be
aggregated so that we can not have to search thrinegmail list but, you know, have a place
where we can find all of the drafts that are sutedias we go forward. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you for the suggestion. Rably we are going to do -- not probably.
We are going to do it. Sorry. It will be posted the Web site. And you will have opportunity
to contribute, even in between the two sessionamegoing to have. Feel free to submit your
proposals for recommendations, and it is most we&and it will be reviewed, | think
periodically, by all of us. | expect you to go findime to time to the Web site and find out if
there's something new. But at the same time, piglvee should establish a mechanism of kind
of alert that there's something new. So we shatkwt out within the Secretariat.

Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It's gddo accept drafting recommendations
but we share the views expressed that when wnigogmmendations about Cluster 4 can 5, and
without covering the Cluster 2 and 3, it's not Isealear what kind of recommendations we want
to come -- to put. However, we do -- can offeresommendation as it's a draft and will be
looked at at the next meeting. We could say timaeced cooperation will help assure that
Internet governance is carried out according to S8V&iinciples with full participation from all
stakeholders in their respective roles. And enbdroooperation will enable governments on an
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equal footing to carry out their roles and resploitises pertaining to Internet and that by
operationalizing enhanced cooperation through ay hawer the U.N. umbrella international
public policy decision will be legitimate. Thankuy, Mr. Chairman.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Saudi Arabia. | thin&s | mentioned, all submissions, all
proposals for recommendations will be includedhis tolling document which will be posted on
the CSTD Web site. Sweden.

>>SWEDEN: Thank you. Well, Brazil, Mexico, Unit&dngdom, and Sweden would then like
to put forward some draft recommendations. We hagd to capture what we have interpreted
as some of the areas where there might be emecgimgensus, especially in relation to Group 4
and 5 of questions. And we would like to emphashze this is just a starting point and it's not a
finished product in any way, but something for ¢ineup to consider. That's the first one.

Members should explore ways to strengthen padiiwp of all stakeholders from developing
countries in existing global Internet governanced] including through funding mechanisms and
alternative working methods such as remote pagtmp.

Members should increase efforts to empower stddlel® to participate through capacity
building, including but not limited to training pyoams, awareness raising, best practice sharing.

Three, members should work with developing coesttd create a fair and consistent domestic
framework that stimulates competition and creatEsdable access for all stakeholders.

And four, the role of government should includé bot be limited to, to empower Internet uses,
ensure a fair and consistent legal framework thatansparent, accountable, and equitable, and
protect human rights online, to foster a robustbglointernet infrastructure and support
multistakeholder processes and partnerships.

So once again, | would just like to underline ttras is just something that we see as a starting
point, something that we can build up on, and Ielvel we can send -- send those drafts to the
Secretariat. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Sweden, Brazil, Mexi@nd United Kingdom. | hope | didn't
forget anyone. Naturally, we expect that you subtrelectronically to the Secretariat that we
would be able to post it on the Web site and timesapplies to Saudi Arabia. We would like to
have your contribution in print form to be postedtbe Web site. | can see India, then Mexico
and Phil. And Japan. Sorry. Japan was the first.sorry, | couldn't see you. So please, take
the floor.

>>JAPAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | deeply appaee the U.S. and Sweden and Brazil and
Mexico and U.K. to prepare the great contributipreparing the draft of the recommendations
for starting point of the discussion. Japan wdikd to submit the region comment and other
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input concerning the recommendations after the imgetoncerning with the -- the regional
organizations within Japan. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Japan. We are awaifmgyour submissions. India, please.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. Just to flag that wewd be making a recommendation on the list
to address that particular dimension relating te thgital divide and the need for certain
measures because where there is no access, neetntethink they also need to be brought into
this before we can start talking about their empowent, which some of these measures would
empower those or make them part of the operatistesy. But we need to perhaps address other
dimensions. On that direction we will try to puteeommendation. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you. Understand | can't helgself to sharing with you that when
we were in Durban there was a -- one morning Ikimany of the participants went to a school
which was some 40 kilometers from Durban to hegntho paint the walls. And after this very
nice action there was some meeting with the stggdegoung students. | believe it's a secondary
school. And there was a question asked, how maggwhave you heard about the Internet? Of
the 30, there was one student who raised his hdodt one. So | think there's merit in what
you're saying. Okay. Mexico.

>>MEXICO: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I'd just like tthank my colleague from Sweden to

introduce this proposal, recommendations, becaws¢haught that, as you mentioned, that the
objective was to have something -- quickly to ssarnething and have it in black and white. So
we think it's a very good step, and as you saig, ith-- this -- all these contributions will be a

working process and contributions regardless oftwie decide on the other points, but it's a
starting point. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Mexico. Phil.

>>PHIL RUSHTON: Thank you, Chair. Much thank tkentributors for providing the
thoughtful and thought-provoking contributions.mIsure, as the distinguished delegate from
Mexico said, it is a starting point and somethiagevolve. The only point | would ask is that
when the documents and proposals are posted dVé¢hesite, could we also have the source of
the proposal identified so that we can engage nvesations and discussions going forward to
see and understand and hopefully when we comeibdedbruary to be very conversant with the
other's views and hopefully agreements. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Well, it is my understanding thakevshall quote the sources. | mean, it
provides the understanding of the sources as wdlits not really the understanding but | would
assume the wishes of the source to be quoted. N&m see Parminder, and before -- and there's

[ Speaker is off microphone. | Mexico has alretalen the floor.
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We have to recognize also some contributions wesreived by e-mail which will also be posted

and there were contributions from Finland, Mervnttibuted, and we have contributions from

Avri and Carlos. So all these contributions -- diogl. All these contributions will be posted on

the Web site. If you feel like introducing therhat's perfectly okay. If you don't, that's okay as
well. So | just wanted to flag it that we havethar contributions that will be posted on the Web
site. Probably at this hour we don't really wangb into detailed debate, but as | indicated to
you, | think this is just the beginning. Lesotho.

>>LESOTHO: Thank you very much, Chair. Afterisitf here a little bit quiet for the week, but
solely because most of the points that have besadare things that we are agreeable to. Chair,
| just wanted to reemphasize two points that h&neady been raised, particularly for developing
countries and more specifically least-developednties. For them to be -- this relates to
capacity building as well including their existingechanisms within, basically national as well as
regional mechanisms that are in place.

And lastly, Chair, the point that you raised abth& school you went to, seeing that Durbin is
also very close to my country, the issue aboutaligiivide that -- that has been raised by other
colleagues here already, that it is very importhat we -- it is very much captured.

And lastly, Chair, | just want to thank all thethe various speakers that have made their various
recommendations and we look forward to going thihotlgpse in preparation for the February
meeting. Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Lesotho. Brazil.

>>BRAZIL: Thank you, Mr. Chair. | -- my first coment is that was what was originally
proposed by Marilyn Cade and supported by you luskould have a platform that would allow
us internationally to feed into some other draftoramendations that will enable us at the
beginning of next meeting to have a set of formoket we can work on. | think this would be
very helpful from the point of view of efficiencyf bow we work. And then we, of course, also
benefit from having the mapping exercise, | thirklishave tools that will assist us in our further
work.

One thing about making these proposals, and | iraisted in exercising the aspect that these
are initial and they do not, | think, address caifyethe vision and do not adequately encompass
the mandate we are given. And if | can quote aghbfrom my compatriot, Carlos Afonso, we
are discussing yesterday and he's been in thiegsdor many years and he was just recalling
that much of what we have been doing here hasnmreseay already been addressed. So we run
the risk in the end of just repeating formulatidhat have been already known. And so if we
want to move ahead and make a contribution, reariboition, we must make a very good effort
to go beyond that. | think the mapping exercisk# @ a tool for that. | think if we can have
those formulation can think about these and trgubmore substance. | think certainly we need
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to go beyond the mere identification of the issaied making a call because these are things that
are already there.

One proposal we are not -- but I'd like to indécat line with what we have been saying, and
Saudi Arabia has also made a proposal in rega@a@ops 1 and 2 and 3. And one thing that is
independent from this mapping is our assessmehinbdavould like a platform but to enable for
holistic integrated discussion. So this is sonmgtthat we can, | think of as of now, we will in
the next few days or so forward a proposal for.thBtt look something like operationalizing
enhanced cooperation requires that we should msgfpenultistakeholder platform through each
government an equal footing could engage in theudson and possible policymaking of
international public-related issues, or somethimghat direction. And we think it's not pre-
judging the outcome of the mapping exercise becagsthink this is something that is needed.
And then | think we'll have to discuss, in our nex¢eting, whether we can -- there's enough
consensus where that should be located, what tfotmeed. | think that will be relevant
discussion. | think on the basis of the propofaisy Saudi Arabia, Iran, and others, maybe we
can have enough substance of discussion and timpatwe some way to address this. And of
course, the specific recommendations relatingeatapping exercise of more specific issues.

So I'm very glad that we have come to this. | wdst concerned that we would come out of the
meeting without something more concrete. Thisasyet -- | repeat, that does not affect the
foundation of the (indiscernible) but it is a staghe direction of building something that | think
in the interest of calling us to go beyond whathese already have on the table. And as Carlos
Afonso has reminded me, and I'm very thankful fion ko recall this, not to give impression that
we are just, let's say, rephrasing and giving bettading for things that are already there, even
in the Tunis Agenda. | think we must go beyond,thad we have this opportunity and | think
the moment is right to do so. Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, Brazil. | can promisewywe will go beyond. | have no doubt.
And Parminder, you want to take the floor? Ok&p. | think this is a time to -- Oh, India.

>>INDIA: Thank you, Chair. | couldn't but makeiglone last comment before we conclude.
This is on the lines the distinguished ambassadun fBrazil has mentioned of the various
stakeholders. One idea which I'm just throwingpthere which we could pursue it in our future
intersession as well as during the next debatee thee obviously few models which -- wherein
governments have taken certain initiatives in seagons on how to prepare those Internet --
principles on Internet. One | can certainly redalthe OECD which has been referred to by
some of the colleagues. And there are distincsavehere | think there is -- there is a felt need t
have active role of governments, of course withitivelvement through various processes of all
other stakeholders. To just to name some of themch I'm interested in reading, going through
some of the documents that have been adopted $pdkiy, and there is a call to see how it can
be made applicable, replicate such things in aajlabanner. Whether it is cybersecurity,
whether it is consumer rights, whether it is cleldonline, whether it is international cooperation
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Internet governance, cross-border enforcement catpe. There are some areas | think where
we would eventually be required to make a commantAnd | think it will be another important
contribution from our point of view, that where buareas -- again, the least possible, what we
call friction, these are areas I'm sure all staldgrs are involved but there's a certain lead that
the governments will need to take. Just a vericative list. Which have been acknowledge and
which are a part of the established documents whieh being already followed by a few
governments by virtue of a certain regional engagem| don't think we will be out of place to
reflect on some such areas and how we can sesublata mechanism or a fora, better way you
can call where governments can actually take ameantle (indiscernible) in our discussions in
future. Thank you, Chair.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Thank you, India.
| believe this is the time to conclude. | worétlbng. Japan, you want to take the floor.

>>JAPAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just one ¢oes To submit contributions and a
comment, can you tell us the deadline to submit dbetribution and the comments to the
contributions and how to submit such kind of cdnition? Thank you.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Probably the best way to subnwoiuy contribution is to the secretariat.
The secretariat will post it on the Web site. Asthe deadline, probably it will be the beginning
of our next meeting. But all of us would prefertiave the comments, contributions, much
before. But even during the meeting, you can doute. \We have no deadline. But please set
yourself a deadline to do it considering what yawid like to have from others.

Parminder.

>>PARMINDER JEET SINGH: Thank you, Chair. Agdor clarification, | propose, that if
the groups are submitting proposals and for theqae of the consideration of other members of
the group, to submit them on the list because themybody immediately knows that there is a
proposal because you never know how often to keegoing to the Web site. Just a proposal.
People have different Web or Internet behavior.

When the group gets it, they kind of respond tinediately. So that's the whole idea so that
probably it would be good in addition, of courseptitting it on the Web.

>>CHAIR MAJOR: | think this is a good way forvehryeah. Okay.
So please make your submissions in any way.

So, ladies and gentlemen, we have come to thefthis meeting. | really want to congratulate
you on the good cooperation you have shown. kthlhof you contributed in a very, very good
way. And it helped us, all of us, to have a bettederstanding of the issues which are ahead of
us.
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We managed to go through the contributions. Wadyaed the questions. We decided to set up
a correspondence group. We decided on the termsfaiences for the correspondence group.
We had a submission about the possible framewarklfaecommendations. But last, but not
least, we had quite a lot of submissions, proposaisecommendations.

So I'm really pleased with the result we had updw. And I'm also optimistic about the future
meeting we are going to have in February.

There is a great work waiting for us. | would em@ge you to contribute to the best of your
knowledge to the work of the correspondence groupte the work of the working group itself
in forms of submissions, of recommendations.

And please be prepared that for the next meetuggare going to have a very, very hard task.
We have to finish our work by providing recommemnaltag in the sense the Ambassador of Brazil
reminded us, that we should go beyond what has tbeea up till now. That is the reason we are
here.

And last, but not least, | would like to thanknell, not last, | would like to thank, first of athe
secretariat for the excellent work they provideduds. And | would like to thank the scribes who
have followed us. They did a great job. So | wargive a hand to them.

[ Applause |

Thank you for your presence here, for your contrdms. And | wish you a good journey back
home.

Saudi Arabia.

>>SAUDI ARABIA:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman. But weannot conclude without also
thanking you for your able leadership and you desapplaud and a hand from us all.

[ Applause ]
Thank you.
>>CHAIR MAJOR: Virat?

>>VIRAT BHATIA: Chairman, just one last point. think for the last meeting, since we are
timing it very carefully next to the MAG meeting cai suppose a lot more observers and
especially from the civil society would want to feipate, if we can be explicit about the date
and the timing and the process for their partiegpafs observers well in advance, it will help
them to be here because they will be planning Wisit to attend both meetings, including the
weekend, so that will be helpful for them. Thamkiy

>>CHAIR MAJOR: Right.
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(Meeting has concluded.)
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