India advocates for a UN-led Internet governance

India has submitted a statement to the UN General Assembly on the 26th of October, asking for the implementation of a United Nations Agency Committee for Internet-Related Policies (CIRP). 

A UN-led Committee would allow governments to address together international and cross-cutting public policy issues that pertain to the Internet. Its main role would be to develop international Internet-related policies while taking into account other global issues such as human rights or development. It could also arbitrate Internet-related disputes, and facilitate the conclusion of treaties on those questions. 

“We believe that the governance of such an unprecedented global medium that embodies the values of democracy, pluralism, inclusion, openness and transparency should also be similarly inclusive, democratic, participatory, multilateral and transparent in nature,” told Mr. Dushyant Singh, Member of Parliament of India, who presented the proposal.

A long-term process

This proposal is the result of many discussions (when, where, what, who)
Who is in favor

The functioning of the CIRP is detailed in the Annex of the proposal. 
The UN-funded Committee would be composed of 50 Member States, chosen on the basis of equitable geographical representation. They would meet annually for two weeks in Geneva and report directly to the UN General Assembly. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Besides, the CIRP would work in close collaboration with the Internet Governance Forum (IGF), and receive inputs and recommendations from four Advisory Groups, one each for civil society - the private sector, inter-governmental and international organizations, and the technical and academic community. 

For advancing the issue, India called for the establishment of an “open-ended working group under the Commission on Science and Technology for Development” and any suggestions by Member States to further the proposal. 

India warns against a misuse of Internet’s potential 

“It is becoming increasingly evident that the Internet as a rapidly-evolving and inherently global medium, needs quick-footed and timely global solutions and policies, not divergent and fragmented national policies”, said Singh.
What kind of divergent policies? Examples and their impacts for developing countries and for best use of the Internet and sharing of knowledge

These would justify more global approaches and policies, as it was already called for in the Tunis Agenda in 2005 for which, according to Singh, “in the six long years that have gone by, no substantial initiative has been taken by the global community to give effect to this mandate.” The Working Group on Internet Governance (WGIG) set up by the UN Secretary General had explicitly recognized the institutional gaps in global Internet governance and had proposed four institutional models in its report to the UN General Assembly in 2005. The contours of the CIRP, as proposed above, reflect the common elements in the four WGIG institutional models. While the excellent report of the WGIG was much discussed and deliberated in 2005, unfortunately, no concrete follow-up action was taken to give effect to its recommendations on the institutional front. We hope that this anomaly will be redressed at least six years later, with the timely establishment of the CIRP.
“It is, therefore, urgent and imperative that a multilateral, democratic participative and transparent global policy-making mechanism be urgently instituted, as mandated by the Tunis Agenda under the process of 'Enhanced Co-operation', to enable coherent and integrated global policy-making on all aspects of global Internet governance,” said Singh in his speech. 


The proposal calls for increased multilateralism 

Singh insisted in particular that the Committee would not “take over, control nor regulate” the Internet. On the contrary, his speech insisted on the necessity for multi-stakeholder approach to Internet governance, encouraging the inclusive and participatory involvement of public and private actors, at the national and multilateral level. “India believes that global Internet governance can only be functional, effective and credible if all relevant stakeholders contribute to, and are consulted in, the process,” told Singh. It would avoid any unilateralism.

The mandate of the Committee, as stated in India’s proposal, would be to:
i) Develop and establish international public policies with a view to ensuring coordination and coherence in cross-cutting Internet-related global issues;
ii) Coordinate and oversee the bodies responsible for technical and operational functioning of the Internet, including global standards setting;
iii) Facilitate negotiation of treaties, conventions and agreements on Internet-related public policies;
iv) Address developmental issues related to the Internet;
v) Promote the promotion and protection of all human rights, namely, civil, political, social, economic and cultural rights, including the Right to Development;
vi) Undertake arbitration and dispute resolution, where necessary; and, 
vii) Crisis management in relation to the Internet.
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