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A forum for multi-stakeholder policy dialogue about
Internet Governance

From an early focus on critical Internet resources to
broader policy issues affecting the Internet's
management, development and deployment

Unigue in the scope of issues discussed

Unique in the multistakeholder model, with participants
as peers

Internet and IGF based on similar values: both open
platforms, encouraging bottom-up contributions and
Innovation



It was not created to replace and existing organizations or
arrangements: it is not a new institutionalized organization

It is not a decision making body, it cannot negotiate, cannot
make binding obligations or recommendations

It has no membership, no executive, so has no structure to
enable it to take decisions, etc

But it can help to create partnerships and understanding
around issues

It can identify and draw attention to issues, put them on the
agenda for international dialogue

It can serve as an informal setting for discussion and
mutual sharing of ideas and concerns, perhaps before
negotiations take place in other fora
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|IGF: User Generated Content
(2008 example)

Open call for workshop proposals on any Internet
governance related topic

Proposals must be supported by multistakeholder
teams, geographic diversity and point of view

Groups proposing workshops on the main themes:
Reaching the Next Billion
Promoting Cyber-Security and Trust
Managing Critical Internet Resources

Invited to voluntarily merge their proposals and organize
panel discussions held in the conference main hall

In 2008, the morning sessions were panel discussions
and afternoons open debate on the same topic









IGF 2009, "Internet Governance -
Creating Opportunities for All"

4th IGF, 15-18 November 2009 in Sharm El Sheikh, Egypt
Setting the scene (day 1)

Regional perspectives (day 1)

Managing critical Internet resources (open discussion, day
2)

Security, openness and privacy (expert panel, day 2)

Access and diversity (expert panel, developed from
workshops, day 3)

Internet governance in the light of WSIS principles (open
discussion, day 3)

Taking stock and the way forward, on the desirability of the
continuation of the Forum (led by the UN DESA for the
Secretary General, day 4)

Emerging issues: Impact of Social Networks (day 4)
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Review of the IGF: Five Year
Mandate

UN Secretary General to examine "the
desirability of the continuation of the Forum... within
five years of its creation”

Forum participants must be consulted

Based on the Secretary General's recommendations,
member states will decide whether the forum should
continue

For the recommendation to be before the UN GA by
the end of 2010, the recommendations must be
completed January 2010

Comments to date have been generally favorable -
except notably China

What changes to the IGF should be considered?



Future If IGF: National and Regional
Forums

* National and Regional meetings may provide answers
to what the "Global" IGF cannot do:

— They can make recommendations, issues statements
and declarations

o East African IGF: Burundi, Kenya, Rwanda, Tanzania,
Uganda (http://www.eaigf.or.ke)

— Online discussions  National IGF  Regional IGF
(  Global IGF)

 Can the Caribbean Internet Governance Framework
Influence the agenda of the IGF post-review?
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National and Regional meetings may provide answers to
what the "Global" IGF cannot do:

— They can make recommendations, issues statements
and declarations

East African IGF: Burundi, Kenya, Rwanda,Tanzania,
Uganda (http://www.eaigf.or.ke)

— Online discussions  National IGF  Regional IGF (
Global IGF)

Can the Caribbean Internet Governance Framework
Influence the agenda of the IGF post-review?

Regional session day one, and submit comments,
guestions on the key topics of the agenda

Regional IGFs building communities of practice: sustaining
locally and important for the future of the global IGF



