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- HIGHLIGHTS - 

Thursday, 15 November 2007

· The last day of the Internet Governance Forum (IGF) which brought to Rio de Janeiro more than 1,300 participants, addressed the themes of “Tacking Stock - The Way Forward” and “Emerging Issues”. 

· Seven events were held in parallel today – four best practices forums, two workshops and one meeting of a dynamic coalition, the one on privacy.

· A total of 1,376 people from 109 countries attended the four-day Forum. The largest participation (380) was from civil society, followed by government (302) the private sector (168) the media (104) and intergovernmental organizations (67). 

· There were 84 events taking place in parallel with the main sessions – 36 workshops, 23 best practices forums, 11 dynamic coalitions’ meetings eight open forums and six other events. Of these, 19 were devoted to the issue of security, 11 to the issue of openness and freedom of expression, 12 on development and capacity-building, 10 on critical Internet resources, nine on access and six on diversity. Of the security sessions, nine spotlighted child protection and Internet child pornography. 

· The third meeting of the Forum will take place in New Delhi from 8 to 11 December 2008. 

Session on ‘Tacking stock and the way forward’

· At the morning session, a speaker called the Forum, “an innovative and forthright experiment” that had been “incredibly dense and fruitful". A new thematic thread had been started – critical Internet resources – with participants stepping back from arguing on that contentious issue and realizing it was a common problem that all had to address. 

· Another thread was that of human rights, with many debates on freedom of expression, privacy and an "Internet Bill of Rights". Participants had assessed the implementation of existing rights, as well as the formalization of new kinds of rights related to the Internet's structure. 

· One private-sector representative said the Forum was one of the few places where representatives from all Internet constituencies worked together on an equal footing, with very candid discussions on an expanding array of topics. Keeping the Forum open, transparent, participative and democratic was therefore imperative. 

· A government representative said future Forum meetings should see more participation from the private sector, and not only from developed countries. The Forum should keep avoiding negotiation, but should move beyond simple information-sharing, inviting contributions with more structured information. 

· An African speaker said for Africa access was paramount, but Africa was at the bottom of the list in terms of infrastructure, capacity and content. However, work was ongoing to build capacity and create local content. A regional regulatory and policy framework would attract investment in information technology, but African civil society should be more involved and African leaders should provide stronger political commitment.

1:15 pm closing press conference

· The speakers were Nitin Desai, the UN Secretary-General's Special Advisor on Internet Governance; Hadil da Rocha Vianna, Co-Chairman of the IGF Advisory Group and Director for Scientific and Technological Affairs in Brazil's Ministry of External Relations; and Augusto César Gadelha Vieira, Coordinator of Brazil's Internet Managing Committee. 

· The press briefing went straight into question, and replying to a question Mr. Desai said Forum organizers had been “by large very happy.” The impression from participants was the meeting had been very valuable. Participants wanted more attention on the way sessions were organized. Suppliers had been well represented, but the Forum had not yet captured the interest of users – such as government departments and NGOs involved in Internet services – and the next meeting of the IGF Advisory Group would have to address these questions.

· Replying to another question, Mr. Desai said the Forum's messages had come from the workshops, were more substantive work had been carried out, such as those on child protection and freedom of expression. The reports from the workshops would constitute the meeting's messages.

· Mr. Gadelha Vieira added that there was “a sense of accomplishment.” The Forum must be maintained as a platform for discussing general themes of Internet governance. 

· Mr. da Rocha Vianna said the message from Rio was that the world was very much interested in continuing to discuss the issue, and the Forum meeting had been “a very important step” in an ongoing process. The range of issues had expanded since the first meeting, and discussion had taken place “in a very good atmosphere”, without moments of confrontation.

· Mr. Kummer added “there are many balances we will have to strike. We did not have enough young people and women on the panels, and we will have to address that.” Participants had appreciated the new elements that had been introduced, such as the best practices forums and the open forums. One criticism was that there had been “too much of it” -- a sort of indigestion of events.

· One theme that had emerged strongly in the discussion on diversity was the need to make the Net accessible to persons with disabilities. “Diversity is not just linguistic”, Mr. Kummer said. One positive comment had come from Vinton Cerf, who had said he was leaving Rio with very concrete projects and with work to do.

· Replying to a journalist, Mr. Desai said one question was what difference the meeting had made for users. There had been many initiatives on child protection and much discussion on free access to knowledge – for instance to access to government databases. It had been recognized that censorship and keeping the Web open was not just an issue for governments but for corporations as well.

· Responding to a question, Mr. Desai said the conference had not per se contributed to narrowing the digital divide because that was not its topic. But areas such as access and diversity related to the digital divide, which also affected persons with disabilities. “Not being able to have access if you have a disability is also a digital divide”, he said. Making content available in more languages, as requested at the Forum, would also help to narrow the divide.

· A journalist asked why there had been much emphasis on Internet child pornography, which represented only 5 per cent of child pornography. Mr. Desai replied that the Internet allowed people to evade jurisdiction, as shown by a .br website that had just been moved to another Latin American country. Also, children were less able than adults to protect themselves.

Session on ‘Emerging Issues’

· At the afternoon session, moderated by BBC anchor Nik Gowin, one speaker said spectrum for broadband and for wireless broadband was an important issue. Another important issue was the continuing trend to lower cost, for instance through regional Internet Exchange Points, which allowed traffic to be routed within a region, lowering global Internet costs.

· Information technologies could be used to address issues of energy and the environment, the speaker said. These technologies could not only improve the supply of energy where it was not easily available, but at the same time help to address climate change. 

· One speaker said that there was much talk about the profound democratic transformations brought by the Internet. But there were “unintended consequences”, and the technologies of “Web 2.0” -- the second generation of web-based communities and hosted services – would bring less, not more, democracy. 

· User-generated sites like Facebook, Wikipedia and YouTube were the future of the media, he said. But the explosion of user-generated content was not benefiting the talented. Profit was not going to the creators of content, but to a tiny corporate minority.

· The Net had trivialized politics, showing voters the “inanity of politics”, and had created a “cacophony of opinions, where one cannot sort out the truth.”  The remedy was to teach young people not technology, but media literacy and a healthy skepticism. 

· One speaker stressed the increasing need for Internet responsibility. “Global Internet law” would have to be developed, with global agreements about what people could and could not do. At some point, ways to enforce laws globally when people did infringe them should be found.

· Another speaker stressed the need to embrace and maintain the current open architecture of the Web, accommodating linguistic and cultural diversity and creating new functionalities. The Internet had been created by “bootstrapping” on existing infrastructures, and the same model, with all the difficulties involved, could be used for future developments. 

* * *

