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The South Centre has been working with a number of Developing Countries throughout the process and has prepared a number of Papers for discussions with those countries. We hope to be in a position to enlarge the consultations with a wider number of developing countries and Stakeholders in those countries as well.


Our understanding of the process is that within a few weeks, this report from WGIG will go to the Secretary General, and then there will be an opportunity for further discussion in Open Consultations on the 18th of July in Geneva. It has also been suggested that the report will be posted on the Internet to elicit comments from interested parties including those who may not have followed the process closely.


This will give Non-governmental actors especially in developing countries, an opportunity to make known their views in the range of policy;  public policy issues that are important for affordable access both nationally and internationally. The recommendations made by WGIG will therefore be most important to the individual user grappling with Internet Connection, its affordability and the availability of search engines and directories to make navigation or surfing of value. Broadband is an important part of the convergence brought by internet technologies.

For these reasons, the recommendations of the WGIG should address these key issues.


he consultations to date in The Open Sessions perhaps have not given sufficient attention to Interconnection charges and Broadband, Connectivity and the key roles of Internet Service Providers. It is hoped that these issues will be more fully addressed and included in the priority recommendations.


The issues that have been addressed in some depth include: The logical infrastructure of the DNS and the Root Server System, both key technical systems that have functioned well to scale the internet to include exponential growth in the number of user and industries over decades into what is now a global Information and Communication utility / facility   and service.


From this morning presentations, based on the Questionnaire, a number of points are offered for   consideration in WGIG'S preparation of its Report.


1. There is the   Domain Name System (DNS), to start with. Its continued successful operation must be safeguarded inter alia in light of:

· Security challenges from denial of service; The Anycast server deployment already being done should be pursued, along with the diversification of the Root Name Servers.

· Universal Open Standards and Innovation at the edges should be re-emphasised. As part of this exercise, the comments regarding the unique stewardship function of the United States over the DNS made this morning should be discussed within the framework of the WSIS Summit Principles. Over the previous few years, a number of alternatives have been proposed.
ICANN has acted on some of the Management prospects. Further improvements are clearly needed in light of the representations being made here.

2. As recognised, governance of the DNS (The Domain Name System) is but one part of Internet Governance. It is not all-embracing of Internet Governance. The question arises whether ICANN’s role should then be more narrowly defined to deal with the Names and Naming System and the navigation over the Internet through The DNS Technical System?
Would this narrow scope definition give legitimacy to ICANN? From the discussions, it does not seem to be the case, given the insistent demand for the inclusion of WSIS Principles in the functioning of ICANN.

3. Given a presentation made this morning regarding the Root Server, The Root Name Server Operators, it was not clear to me whether that organisation, which is one of the ICANN Internet Communities, was arguing for greater autonomy with respect to the Naming functions.
Whether that is so or not, I think one of the issues considered important is the need for more formal coordination of the Root Name Server Operators, given their rather informal but critically important role in the stability of the Internet. 

4. The generic Top-level Domain Registries have been another main focus of concern.  ICANN has responded, but perhaps not fast enough and not far enough. The recommendations from the WGIG should address possible mechanisms, processes, and criteria for creating Top-level Domain Names and Re-delegation so that they are clear and consistent with the Principles of WSIS.

5. The commercial challenges facing the Internet should not be overlooked. These include ICANN'S contractual arrangements with TOP-level Domain Operators regarding their services being consistent with ensuring the stability and integrity of the Internet.

6. If the line of thought expressed in the Open Consultations is a guide to those in the WGIG, there is a strong likelihood that a role is to be retained for ICANN post-2006, that the U.S. government's stewardship of the DNS will be further internationalised with multilateral safeguards against political and commercial pressures from all sides.
This will be the challenge. It will not be enough to speak generally, however, of the Private Sector. There will need to be specificity to the Private Sector as important Stakeholders in Developing countries.

7. The sharp distinction between technical and Policy issues does not reflect what the Questionnaire considers to be -"Politically and financially realistic proposals. The technical systems, of which the DNS is one, and the Institutional Framework of Organisations, of which ICANN is one, works together in complementary ways.
The Institutional Framework and policies are engaged continuously to enable the technical systems to be constructed, operated, controlled, regulated, and improved and this is true for both the private and public sectors. Thus we believe that to try to distinguish too sharply technical from policy matters denudes the direction of the Internet and the importance that is has for Publics across the world.

8. The WGIG Report and Recommendations will take another path through the WSIS PREPCOM Process leading up to and beyond Tunis and there is much to be gained from clarity and inclusive progress.

See our latest Working Paper of April 2005, available on request (by email). In there we have set out some of the arguments regarding Internet Connectivity, ISPS, Broadband and the likes.

