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RULING BODIES

...the lack of  participations and rights 
of  developing, least developed 
countries and United Nations in the 
decision-making process regarding the 
global Internet policies...

...we are of  the opinion that internet 
should be governed by an inter-
governmental  multilateral, multi-
stakeholder international body. 

...the need for multilateral cooperation and 
multilateral accountability, including the unique 
role of  the United Nations in dealing with global 
challenges, such as internet governance. 

...Singapore is of  the opinion that ICANN has been 
a sound public-private sector collaborative effort in 
many respects. However, we are also of  the view 
that improvements are necessary in many areas, 
particularly in ICANN’s internationalization efforts 
and in its on-going consideration of  public policy 
issues as expressed by governments. 

...we support the approach that the 
existing system should be improved 
rather than replaced. 

...Internet governance decision 
making should be pursued on a multi-
stakeholder basis reflecting the full 
participation of  civil society. ...any 
future changes to Internet Governance 
arrangements should recognise the 
significant role of  the private sector 
globally in providing Internet 
infrastructure and service. ...it is at 
the national level that governments 
should seek first to act in relation to 
Internet issues. 

...direct and effective participation of  the 
citizens, globally, not only from the 
developed parts of  the world but also from 
the developing and least developed 
economies, is essential and should be 
applied to not only ICANN to improve its 
internal structure, but also many other for a 
such as ITU, WIPO or IETF. ...we suggest 
developing a separate issue paper to discuss 
ICANN structure itself  which is independent 
from the matters on the administration of  IP 
addresses, Domain Names, and root server.

...recommendation: Review ICANN’s 
legitimacy (if  any) and accountability.... 

...here in California, where the abandonment 
of  governmental authority over a critical 
infrastructure (electrical distribution) has 
led to service failures and billions of  dollars 
drained from the economy, the idea of  
“public-private partnership” is often met 
with sceptical laughter. Yet the WGIG papers 
blindly adopt that phrase and assume that it 
is an axiom when, in fact, it is a highly 
uncertain and perhaps dangerous concept.

...the idea that there are “stakeholders” is a 
system of  preference and selectivity; it is an 
idea that is contrary to the concept of  an 
even-handed democratic system in which an 
idea competes on the merits of  the idea 
rather than on the status of  the speaker. 

...policy considerations are essentially 
sovereign / cultural in nature and 
cannot be determined by a body 
outside of  that culture/country. 

...given that ICANN not only is open to 
participation by Governments to the 
process, but actively encourages it, I 
dispute the inference that ICANN 
denies sovereignty.
 

...we want to stress that this comment 
is not an appeal for "self-regulation" of
the issue, but rather for the freedom of  
each jurisdiction to regulate the net as
it deems best, instead of  having a 
supranational "internet government" 
dictate paralegislation without due 
process or representativity.

...I am concerned that there is little 
representation of  women's organisa-
tions on the group and in the issue 
process.

...it seems reasonable and prudent to 
consider a broader outreach to 
governments and other stakeholders – 
giving them the chance to be informed 
on the current state of  affairs.

...the more important question is whether 
ICANN should simply follow the orders of  
governments regarding ccTLD delegation, or 
whether it has some authority over this 
issue. I believe that ICANN or any successor 
organization legitimately grounded in the 
technical community, the private sector and 
civil society should have some independence 
of  governments in this area. ...it should also 
be noted that ICANN has resisted adding 
new TLDs in order to maintain and increase 
its regulatory power over the domain name 
industry. 

...control of  the Internet is accomplished through 
technological and legal means. Software and 
hardware act as “code,” determining what happens 
to information.

...use at most the full possibilities of  
formal and informal institutes that 
settles Internet affairs at present. (...) 
Limit the possible international 
regulatory norms related to Internet to 
technical regulation and standardiza-
tion. The International Telecommunica-
tion Union seems to be the most 
suitable body 

...ICANN was described as an organiza-
tion that was out-of-date: some 
considered it to be under control of  the 
US Department of  Commerce, and so 
not an appropriate entity to be 
controlling aspects of  a network which 
has become a global resource. 

...the Internet Governance issue here is 
whether we want to head in the 
direction of  the more management and 
central sanction of  the past seven years 
or go in the opposite direction and 
leave it to institutions or delegated 
authorities closer to the problem.

...in some developing countries, 
technical standards are set by 
some institutes which is directed 
by government instead of  private 
sector. So it’s inaccurate to 
ignore governments’ effect on 
standard setting. (...) 
[I]nternationalise management 
of  Internet names and numbers 
resources. Secondly, reinforce 
cooperation of  governments on 
management of  Internet names 
and numbers resources.

...any future changes to Internet 
Governance arrangements should 
recognise the significant role of  the 
private sector globally in providing 
Internet infrastructure and service. ...it 
is at the national level that 
governments should seek first to act in 
relation to Internet issues.


