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Resolution 101, 102, 133 2] 2= 0l+
Resolution 101 : Internet Protocol(IP)-based Network

Resolution 102 : ITU’s role with regard to international public policy
iIssues pertaining to the Internet and the management of internet
resources, including domain names and address

Resolution 133 : Roles of administrations of Member States in the
management of Internationalized(multilingual) domain names
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* The Multi-stakeholder Model
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Draft Opinions

1. Promoting Internet Exchange Points(IXP) as a long term
solution to advance connectivity

2. Fostering an enabling environment for the greater growth
and development of broadband connectivity

3. Supporting Capacity Building for the deployment of IPv6
4. In support of IPv6 Adoption and Transition from |IPv4
5. Supporting Multi-Stakeholderism in Internet Governance

6. On Supporting Operationalizing the Enhanced Cooperation
Process
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...In order to increase the role of ITU in internet
governance ...

ITU shall clearly identify ...the range of internet-
related issues ...in the WSIS outcome documents
where ITU has a role

[Resolution 101 Internet Protocol-based networks |



58. We recognize that Internet governance
includes more than Internet naming and
addressing. It also includes other significant public
policy issues such as, inter alia, critical Internet
resources, the security and safety of the Internet,
and developmental aspects and issues pertaining
to the use of the Internet.

[Tunis Agenda]



WTPF-13 Theme:

International Internet-related public policy matters
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« -0l - ICANN

* [P =« allocation - RIR(Regional Internet
Registries)

« Jl=H& - IETF, W3C ..

« L2I0IBHAl, M&EZE - OECD, EU, WIPO,
WTO ...

 Digital Divide, Connectivity, Financing,
Spam(?)
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Multi-Stakeholderism



34. A working definition of 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.

[Tunis Agenda]



a) Policy authority for Internet-related public policy issues is the
sovereign right of States. They have rights and responsibilities for
iInternational Internet-related public policy issues.

b) The private sector has had, and should continue to have, an
important role in the development of the Internet, both in the
technical and economic fields.

c) Civil society has also played an important role on Internet
matters, especially at community level, and should continue to play
such a role.

d) Intergovernmental organizations have had, and should continue
to have, a facilitating role in the coordination of Internet-related
public policy issues.

e) International organizations have also had and should continue to
have an important role in the development of Internet-related
technical standards and relevant policies.




69. We further recognize the need for enhanced
cooperation in the future, to enable governments,
on an equal footing, to carry out their roles and
responsibilities, in international public policy
Issues pertaining to the Internet, but not in the
day-to-day technical and operational matters, that
do not impact on international public policy issues.
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The Multi-Stakeholder Model
inITU

« ITU Gl AI2TAN2] 2] O Mler &

* |t should be noted that all civil society
organizations of an international nature and
which are working on issues related to ICTs

are entitled and encouraged to join the ITU as
members.




Enhanced Cooperation!
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A working definition of 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.



