STATEMENT OF THE INDIAN DELEGATION IN THE MEETING OF THE SUB COMMITTEE –A ON INTERNET GOVERNANCE DURING THE PREPCOM 3

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. May I congratulate you on your assumption to the Chair of the sub committee A on Internet Governance. I also assure you of our cooperation in this very important task of deliberation and ultimate consensus on the crucial subject of Internet Governance.

The WSIS Declaration of Principles states: “The Internet has evolved in to a global facility available to the public and its governance should constitute a core issue of the Information Society agenda” (paragraph 48).

The Declaration of Principles and the Plan of Action clearly state that Internet Governance should be “multilateral, transparent and democratic, with full involvement of governments, the private sector, civil society and international organizations”. There is no doubt about the fact that Internet has evolved over the years from an academic trial to a cooperative enterprise of thousands of networks. One of the unique features of the Internet and also its strength, is its universality. Governments, the private sector and the civil society have supported each other to create a multi stakeholder entity of many networks that enable people to communicate with each other. Indeed, the Internet, as it stands today is a resource- it is an integral part of the economy. It has substantially reduced the transaction cost of developing and deploying information leading the value gains which impact the gross domestic product of any country that facilitates its deployment. To that extent, governments all over have supported the Internet. 

Internet is an open architecture that has assimilated technologies in its various layers of implementation. Internet enjoins upon its users adherence to standards that promote interoperability. As a collaborative model it has received contributions from a host of autonomous technical bodies of software application developers and users. Standards for ensuring interoperability over the underlying infrastructure have been set by contributions from a host of technical bodies such as Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF), the Internet Architecture Board (IAB), Institution of Electrical and Electronic Engineers (IEEE) and the International Telecommunication Union (ITU). The Internet community has vigorously pursued a common interest in the development and evolution of the layered network of complex communications technologies. The multi stakeholders in this system are Government and Inter Government agencies such as World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO), Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), International Telecommunications Union (ITU), Inter-American Telecommunication Union (CITEL), Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC), UN Economic, Social and Cultural organization (UNESCO), New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD), African telecommunication union (ATU), European Union (EU), South Pacific Forum and all individual governments. Some of the technical bodies and organizations that have made significant contributions to the growth of a stable and secure internet   are  The  Internet  Engineering  Task  Force  (IETF),  World Wide Web Consortium (W3C), European Telecommunications Standards Institute (ETSI), Internet architecture Board, ENUM Forum, IPv6 Forum, Institute of Electrical and Electronic Engineers, international  Organization for Standardization, ccTLD and gTLD Registries, Internet service Providers and Regional internet Registries.

Our delegation believes that Internet Governance would imply three important functions. These are the following:

· Setting technical standards ensuring a stable and secure system of unique identifiers 

· Conducting a resource allocation and assignment system in a fair and coordinated manner

· Formulating public policy, its implementation and setting up of dispute resolution mechanisms.

The WGIG Repot has suggested the following working definition:


Internet Governance is the development and application by Governments, the private sector and civil society, in their respective roles, of shared principles, norms, rules, decision-making procedures and programmes that shape the evolution and use of the internet.

The above definition incorporates the inclusiveness principle. It is pertinent to note that in the development and application by governments, the private sector and civil society have historically played a role in the evolution of the internet. In the overall governance of internet we should adopt the principle of subsidiarity which recognizes separation of internet issues at the local level, government level and the global level. It is also to be borne in mind that internet governance is much more than internet resource management. The three important functions mentioned above can be performed at different levels. 

A major public policy issue is the administration of root zone files and domain name systems (paras 13-15 and 76 of the WGIG Report), allocation of domain names (para 21) and IP addressing (paras 22 and 77). We formally believe that the country code Top Level Domain (ccTLD) which is allocated to a particular country is a vital communication infrastructure which crucially supports socio-economic interaction at the local level, national level and at the international level. It is a critical resource for the socio-economic development of any country in the present communication paradigm.

The issues on which most of the developing countries are showing their concern are issues pertaining to high international communication cost of internet (including transit traffic cost), and access cost for hardware and software multi-lingualism and localization of content. This will enrich the cultural diversity of the internet. There is a need for an International cooperation mechanism which will help develop a roadmap or guidelines for developing countries to adopt so that internet penetration increases to an agreed benchmark. International cooperation can extend to preparing model laws dealing with public policy issues such as security, privacy and data protection. Bilateral, multilateral and multistakeholder cooperation in this activity will enhance country competitiveness.
At an Institutional level the growing consensus is pointing towards the need for an entity that ensures a bottoms up cooperative and collaborative model of governance. This also means that the structure should be all inclusive and in the dispute and problem solving mode. Non discriminatory access to all forums which deal with essential functions of standards setting and allocation of resources will allay doubts in the minds of those who perceive that early adopters have taken advantage. Therefore, there is a need for an international independent agreement which is inclusive seeking broad informed participation of responsible entities that reflect the interest of affected parties both functionally and geographically. It must act expeditiously and incorporate in its decision making process a methodology to obtain inputs from all stakeholders.

We have studied the 4 models incorporated in the WGIG report. Each of them has certain elements of democratic transparent, multi-lateral involvement and functioning with a view to increase competition, privatization and internationalization. The new model could be a mix of some of the key elements of 4 models and must adhere to the following guidelines:

a) In order to preserve the operational stability, reliability, security and global interoperability of the Internet a non-exclusive multistakeholders access to administrative and distributive regime should be developed.

b) Promote well informed decisions based on expert technical advice maintaining technology neutral standards of interoperability in the multi layered internet architecture.

c) Ushering a decentralized policy making structure recognizing that governments and public authorities are responsible for public policy and at the same time involving the private sector actively. It should be a platform for public policy dialogue which should enable a flexible and nimble –footed response.
d) Introduce and foster competition to ensure the best deal for the consumers in the market.

Thank you, Mr Chairman.  
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