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Mr Chairman, Members of the Working Group on Internet Governance, Ladies and Gentlemen.

It is appropriate that we should be discussing the need for inclusive Internet Governance arrangements here in Geneva. Since the 17th Century, the Swiss have publicly taken a crucial role in assisting interoperability between conflicting regimes, and maintaining a focus on human development. It has shown how a small nation can play a critical role in world affairs through consistency and transparency in its dealings with others, without succumbing to the interests of the powerful at the expense of the weak.

The number of Internet Users will surpass one billion in 2005, and the Asia Pacific region contains a larger share of these users than either North America or Europe. The region has a critical stake in the discussions on Internet Governance, yet the region’s participation in governance mechanisms has not matched its stake in the outcomes. This is why we at the UNDP Asia-Pacific Development Information Programme carried out the Open Regional Dialogue on Internet Governance (ORDIG) together with UNESCAP and the Asia-Pacific Network Information centre (APNIC), and with the support of IDRC of Canada. I am pleased to present our findings in the ORDIG Input Paper and Policy Brief, Voices from the Asia Pacific, both of which were tabled at the High-Level Asia Pacific Conference for the World Summit on the Information Society in Tehran 31 May to 2 June 2005, and referenced in the Tehran Declaration. The full text of report has also been shared with the WGIG Secretariat. 

ORDIG has been a comprehensive assessment of views on Internet Governance in the Asia Pacific region. In line with WGIG principles, it was an inclusive multi-stakeholder partnership from the very beginning, and we have made a concerted effort to involve all affected groups in the production of this report. 

Our activities over the last nine months have included an online discussion forum featuring more than 180 participants; a survey on Internet governance in twelve major regional languages that collected over 1,200 responses from 37 countries; several sub-regional consultations; and a variety of commissioned background papers on the many dimensions of Internet Governance. In total over 3,000 people from the region made substantial contributions to our research.

	While accepting the fact that there are areas of Internet governance (-for example, in the logical dimension or layer of the Internet) that are being dealt with in a satisfactory manner, there is also a keen desire in the region for change in Internet governance arrangements and greater responsiveness to the priorities of all stakeholders. ORDIG adopted three key principles from the work of WGIG (-the term “governance” and “govern” mean more than “government activities”; the enabling dimension includes organized and cooperative activities between different stakeholders; Internet governance encompasses a wider range of conditions and mechanisms than IP numbering and domain name administration) and developed three key principles of its own for future Internet Governance arrangements. The three ORDIG principles are, firstly, Internet Governance mechanisms should be broad, holistic and oriented towards human development, particularly the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs). We believe that the social and developmental impacts of technical and organisational decisions must also be taken into account. Secondly, recognising that many aspects of the Internet require coordination across national borders, there should be a balance between global and local interests. And, finally, because the Internet is now critical infrastructure in many parts of the world, any new arrangements should strengthen the Internet’s stability and interoperability. 
	

Our report makes a number of recommendations across the various domains of Internet Governance. There are six overarching recommendations that we would like the Working Group to consider:

Firstly, we would like to propose a principle of subsidiarity, where local solutions are found to local problems wherever possible. This is particularly the case for language issues, and questions of national sovereignty such as crime, ccTLDs, and intellectual property. However, many issues cross national borders, or relate to human rights issues that are outside questions of national law.

Second, governments have a vital role in ensuring the sustainability of critical infrastructure in the region. Their capacity to enable the development of the Internet is probably under-utilised at present.

Third, Internet Governance mechanisms should include all affected stakeholders in the processes of decision-making as well as implementation. While the definition of who is a “stakeholder” varies, from our report it must at least include actors from the private sector, government and civil society.

A fourth recommendation follows from this. Internet Governance should preserve cultural diversity, and ensure an effective voice for all cultures in the deliberations and decision-making.

Fifth, effective participation requires the capacity to contribute. There is an urgent need for capacity-building in many areas of the Asia Pacific, to improve the ability of the region to participate in the many aspects of Internet governance. Such capacity includes skills and knowledge as well as financial resources. The costs for attending meetings of ICANN, for example, are far higher for a Small Pacific Island State than for someone living in New York, particularly in real terms.

Sixth, law and regulation are not the only tools available for Internet Governance. We believe effective governance consists of variety of innovative mechanisms, including codes of conduct, self-regulatory mechanisms, and international, multi-stakeholder collaboratives.

These recommendations from the region can be applied to all aspects of the Internet Governance process, and we urge the Working Group to take these perspectives into account during their deliberations.

Finally, ORDIG’s work suggests four key areas requiring attention. These are:
	Governance of Internet infrastructure must be developed to reduce access costs and support participation in the information society. Voice over IP, and wireless access are two technologies that have tremendous potential for achieving this in our region.

Governance of the Internet’s logical infrastructure (root servers and zone file, domain names, IP addresses, and technical standards) should be transparent and responsive to the priorities of all stakeholders. Where there are disagreements over these governance arrangements, appropriate neutral forums may be required to discuss these issues, and this should also include discussion in languages other than English.
Responses to content & use issues (-spam, viruses, cybercrime) should be developed co-operatively and internationally to preserve the interoperability of the network. However, the diversity of cultural values around these issues must also be respected, and one-size-fits-all policies should be avoided.
Finally, meaningful participation from developing countries in Internet Governance must be developed. This is a complex challenge requiring both development of capacity to participate in these countries, and a reform of governance structures to be truly inclusive. But without real participation from the Asia Pacific region, the Internet cannot fulfil its potential to become a truly global medium.

Our Input Paper and Policy Brief have been submitted to WGIG and are also available from our website http://igov.apdip.net. We will also be publishing much of the background research in due course. 

Thank you.

