GRULAC

Future of the Internet Governance Forum (IGF)

The Internet Governance Forum (IGF) has become a relevant place for the debate of public policies and a facilitating process for the implementation of all WSIS action lines regarding Internet governance. IGF meetings serve therefore as information on the evolution of the Internet and on the deployment of decision-making processes that allow the Internet to evolve in the common interest and with participation of all

All IGF participants, from all sectors, are able to take part in the debate on equal terms and to exchange ideas on how promote awareness in the international community regarding the relevance of the Internet for today’s world based on the principles and proposals of the Tunis Commitment and the Tunis Agenda for the Information Society.

One of the main contributions of IGF has been building multidisciplinary social networks of experts. The interaction allows for its debate and multistake policy dialogue to input into other fora where Internet governance an issue.

The IGF, as a multilateral, multidisciplinary, transparent and participatory forum, is a necessary platform for any Internet governance mechanism that will be conceived. Additionally, the efforts of the forum should be complemented with a process of more effective cooperation among Governments and in the multilateral arena, including agencies of the UN system.

Although the IGF has covered most of the subjects outlined in its mandate and the progress so far has been remarkable, it is clear that both the issue of Internet Governance and the international community would benefit from the increased debate and eventual consensus that could be reached by the IGF, even beyond its first five years. However, in the next few meetings, the IGF should evolve so as to ensure an adequate balance in geographic representation as well as participation of developed and developing countries on each groups as requested by the Tunis Agenda, paragraph 72, f. Especially considering that this balance seems to be at risk due to a tendency of decreased participation of government representatives and developing countries on each groups. This is an essential precondition for the legitimacy of the recommendations that the IGF is allowed to make or for the promotion of the embodiment of WSIS principles in Internet Governance Processes.

While it is desirable to preserve the IGF as a forum and mechanism for dialogue, it is also recognised that in the future, the IGF will have to find ways to promote any eventually agreed consensus, as one of its key functions in the area regarding Internet Governance.

As we approach the end of the first five years mandate, GRULAC supports an extension beyond the initial period within a finite timeframe. GRULAC is also of the view that such continuation should renew its mandate, including developing a new framework that is more conducive to the participation of developing countries. The IGF could also explore the role of the Internet in promoting development, create and consolidate an adequate environment for sustainable progress of infrastructure in developing countries and remain focused on implementing policies which will “bridge the digital divide”.
The continuity of the mechanism will allow this dialogue to remain open in order for stakeholders to look for new ways of increasing Internet access in developing countries, with the aim of promoting the use of instruments such as e-learning, e-health, e-economy and e-Government, et al.. Without this strategy, it would be difficult to incorporate new technologies and equity into the network of networks. 

GRULAC maintains that all stakeholders involved in the Information Society should continue to participate in order to create awareness on the international community regarding the relevance of the Internet for the contemporary world. The Information and Knowledge Society should be more inclusive, benefiting everyone including the most vulnerable.

In supporting the continuity of the mandate of the IGF, GRULAC proposes also that financing of the IGF be pursued through the regular budget of the United Nations.

Finally, we believe that the successful creation of the IGF as an space of multistake policy dialogue and to facilitate the exchange of information and best practices seem to be more than enough a reason for the continuation of the IGF, though still might need to improve its full balance of participants and beneficiaries.

