[bookmark: h.hz7epukjgdt6][bookmark: h.p5tha8tp4hve][bookmark: h.n8zd06upprw0]GROUP A: Implementation of the Tunis Agenda (Questions 2 and 3)
2. 	Draft recommendations submitted by Japan (7 February 2014) 
Maintains multi-stakeholder approach, encourages as many stakeholders as possible to participate from a wide range of fields, promotes further international cooperation and [including] collaboration between the stakeholders, and facilitates the inclusive access to and development of the Internet, for implementation of enhanced cooperation (unfinished) (proposal from japan and others) (revisit)

[All stakeholders should continue to implement the Tunis Agenda in a multi-stakeholder manner. ]Recommendation by Sweden (if they agree with Japan, Sweden will withdraw)

3. Draft recommendation submitted by Ms. Avri Doria on behalf of by a group of WGEC Members and Observers (Avri Doria, Grace Githaiga, Lea Kaspar, and Joy Liddicoat) (12 February 2014)

 
●  	As the purpose of enhancing cooperation is improving and democratising the governance of the internet, at all levels, therefore its implementation is continuous, and needs to be evaluated on an ongoing basis throughout the Internet governance ecosystem. (revisit)

[bookmark: h.2pysrhwnrxrt] 
8.     Draft recommendation submitted by USA (25 February 2014)
 
[This distributed multistakeholder (approach) system (is and) *should continue to evolve as* (be) remain (improved in order to remain) a critical component of the Internet governance (and contribute *further* to enhanced cooperation*in the future*) ecosystem.] The WGEC recommends that organizations continue to evolve alongside changing technologies to meet the needs of all stakeholders and to address emerging opportunities and challenges. (first part revisit, second part agreed)

[bookmark: _Toc381005081]GROUP B: Public policy issue and possible mechanisms (Questions 4, 8 and 9)

Revised recommendations (Joy Liddicoat)

Recommendation 1
All stakeholders should commit to the continued development of a distributed form of Internet governance at national, regional and global levels, in which stakeholders with relevant expertise collaborate with governments to develop internet-related public policies that fall within their specific domain. (revisit)
Recommendation 3
All processes initiated to develop Internet-related international public policy should be multistakeholder, democratic, inclusive, transparent and accountable, with sufficient and timely notice and background being provided to all stakeholders on modalities, aim/purpose and significance.(revisit)

Recommendation 4
Global public policy processes require representation across regions.  (revisit)


 [Recommendation 18: In regards to the issue of resource management [it is recommended that all resources required to enhance the expansion of the Internet ecosystem [and to maintain sustained and stable operation of the Internet, it is necessary that all stakeholders, expand their support to] the evolution and improvement of [existing] organizations involved by enhancing transparency and accountability. establishing better mechanisms for transparency and accountability.] (revisit)

Proposal by US on this recommendation:	Comment by Unctad User: Also, on recommendation 18 (from Mexico) we were discussing yesterday, we can agree with the edit in the following shown in  ( ) and small edits for grammar.
I’m not sure the status of the text in square brackets, but we have no objections to it.  Also,it may need slight edits  for consistency with recommendation format.

Alt. In regards to the issue of resource management it is recommended that all resources required to enhance the expansion of the Internet ecosystem [and to maintain sustained and stable operation of the Internet], it is necessary that all stakeholders expand  (work within relevant organizations to)support to their evolution and improvement  and by  to enhanceing transparency and accountability.
 Sweden:

· Recommendation 20: All stakeholders are encouraged to further discuss and address the public policy issues pertaining to the internet in an open, inclusive and democratic and multistakeholder fashion (agreed)

US revisited IGFs recommendations

The IGF is rooted in the WSIS outcomes and provides a bottom-up Internet policy effort that is open to participation and input from all stakeholders around the world on equal footing, thereby fostering enhanced cooperation.  The  Working Group recommends that mandate of the IGF should be extended from 2015 so that it continues its work  to contribute in meeting the objectives of the Tunis Agenda , including serving as a bottom-up platform for open continuing public debate, open stakeholder engagement, consultation and discussion around the world on equal footing, as well as providing resources and recommendations on timely Internet issues and Internet governance proceedings among the international Internet community and, thereby fostering enhanced cooperation. (revisit)

Recommendation 21: The IGF provides an important venue for discussion and exchange of ideas and solutions on Internet governance and Internet policy issues.  As such, all The Working Group recommends that all stakeholders should continue efforts to improve the IGF, including through implementation of the recommendations provided in the CSTD Report on Improvements to the IGF by strengthening the organization, its preparatory process, and its operations; growing global participation, especially from developing countries and Internet governance and management institutions; and enhancing its outputs for use by the global stakeholder community and policy makers. (revisit)

[bookmark: h.z337ya]GROUP C: Role of stakeholders (Questions 5, 6, 7, 14 and 17)
[bookmark: h.3j2qqm3]
1. All organizations including Intergovernmental organizations should strengthen their  programs to  enhance participation in discussions, increase awareness raising efforts and capacity building programmes related to international Internet Public Policy Issues particularly in the developing and least developed countries and  inclusive of all stakeholders including government, private sector organization, civil society, technical and academic communities. (move this recommendation to other section).(agreed)
1. [bookmark: h.1y810tw]Draft recommendations submitted by the Russian Federation (12 December 2013)


Common Proposal of the Russian Federation, Japan and Ms. Avri Doria:
Recommends further multi-stakeholder discussion  to clarify and understand each others' roles and responsibilities of which may depend on the issue, process or task at hand, in multi-stakeholder processes with special regard to enhanced cooperation  (revisit)

2. Draft recommendations from Brazil, Mexico, Sweden, and United Kingdom submitted by Mr. Per Linner (17 February 2014):
Amended recommendation:
[bookmark: h.3whwml4]\In implementing enhanced cooperation\ Governments should have the /a/[the essential] (sovereign right) role /of/ in addressing international public policies, empowering internet users and ensuring a fair and consistent [legislative] (legal) {global as well as national frameworks that are} is transparent, accountable, equitable and ensures respect for human rights online, fosters a robust internet infrastructure and supports multistakeholder processes and partnerships. (revisit) 


GROUP D: Developing countries (Questions 10 and 15)
1. [bookmark: h.49x2ik5]Draft recommendations submitted by the United States of America (9 November 2013) 

(All intergovernmental, as well as multilateral and [*multistakeholder*] #multistakeholder organizations dealing with %International public policy issues pertaining to the internet Internet related issues% in addition to) International (and regional) Internet organizations# should continue to evolve to meet the needs {*and facilitate the participation*} of \all stakeholders, (especially those) from developing countries\ /developing countries *and their stakeholders* all stakeholders (including particularly those from developing countries)/ {and facilitate the participation in their collaborative mechanisms in these institutions the and stakeholders from all groups are encouraged to engage in those Internet institutions} to further realize the benefits of their participation. *Where participation may be hampered by lack of awareness, educational opportunity, political priority or financial resources, the Internet governance community should endeavor to help find ways to enable such participation*
Alternative 1 to last sentence: Where participation may be hampered, the aforementioned (Internet governance) organizations community should endeavor to help find ways to enable such participation.
[bookmark: h.2p2csry] (revisit)

[bookmark: _GoBack]Draft recommendations submitted by the Russian Federation (12 December 2013)

· (All stakeholders should *#cooperate in an be#* *accountable and responsible* #manner# to endeavor to ensure that the Notes the importance that) Internet (should) remain an open /secure, universally accessible, (accountable, responsible)/ and un-fragmented. *global [facility available to the public] [resource] with fair and truly international \multistakeholder\ governance, which should be able to engender trust [through an environment of accountability], \equal capabilities\ for [social and] economic development and confidence for everyone; (revisit)*
· Governments and other stakeholders in their respective roles of developing countries and other their stakeholders in their respective roles should be (supported enabled)  are invited [in their efforts] to play more effective role in international Internet governance (in relation to for ensuring) openness, stability, security, and continuity of the Internet, promoting their interests(SA keep it, Iran keep it without openness), making the environment more attractive for investment into national broadband infrastructure and development of local content/services; (revisit)
· Notes the importance to eliminate all (formal and informal) barriers to the participation of (governments all stakeholders) in particular those of developing countries - in international public policy issues pertaining to internet-, to ensure \equal possibility for\ economic development and capacity building \of international telecommunication networks including Internet infrastructure in developing countries\; (revisit)
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