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I have been involved in the civil society as mainly civil society with the understanding of the real challenges of the society over regulatory issues and an understanding of government challenges that affect the effectiveness of the view chucked out as civil society in both as a person and from an organizational standpoint which is ISOC. I have the attitude and understanding of commercial/communications law as a deep rooted engineer with a good outlook on technicalities, policy, legal/regulatory outlook while being complacent of the challenges that views from all the different angles. The view of governance, from local to global, for public engagement. The understanding that ordinary people to exercise effective control over remote foreign affairs beyond their capacities. Thus, democratic development to focus on strengthening representativeness and accountability of the global order, including political authorities at all levels, rather than denying the possibility of democracy.
Global civil society has its own “democratic deficits”, most notably the problem of accountability and representation within the organizations due to the absence of direct elections. The current limitations justify the necessity of developing accountability mechanisms within global civil society. 
Although global civil society does have its limitations, it provides a feasible proposal of “good” global governance. 
Domestic policies are increasingly affected by international actions with the process of globalization that constrains the “regulatory” ability of nation-states. Today, democracy within national borders is inseparable from democracy at global level. The interconnectedness among nation-states and individuals renders them sharing overlapping interests. It is also important to open all levels of governance, from local to global, for public engagement.
The biggest challenge to cosmopolitan democratic law rests with the non-existence of universal human rights. Because of cultural differences, like localities and traditions, the word “rights” has different meanings among people from different origins. The notion of “gender equality” diverges in Western values and Islamic traditions. Even the word “democracy” is contestable. It is also difficult to define the “general will”, democratic rights and obligations, provide legitimation to the authority and the law, and form the social contract. 
While I do not reject the necessity of cosmopolitan democracy, the first question is the representation of the transnational executive and legislative. If democracy is to promote autonomy of everyone, individuals should be reflected in the representation.
The second question is that states have no incentives to submit themselves to a supreme authority with compulsory jurisdiction. The third question arises when states refuse to embrace democracy. The process of democratization of global institutions would prove unsuccessful without the demand for greater accountability to individuals from member states. 
Global civil society is “the sphere of ideas, values, institutions, organisations, networks, and individuals located between the family, the state, and the market”, which operate across borders and beyond the confines of national politics and economies. 
Global civil society serves to channel global public opinions and put policy ideas onto the international agenda. It indirectly strengthens the capacity of the subjects to influence global actions and enhances the accountability of international decision-making processes. The role of global civil society should be institutionalized to further utilize its potential in bridging the gap between international actions and public opinions. 
Global civil society has its own “democratic deficits”, most notably the problem of accountability and representation within the organizations due to the absence of direct elections. The current limitations justify the necessity of developing accountability mechanisms within global civil society. 
Although global civil society does have its limitations, it provides a feasible proposal of “good” global governance. 
In the absence of universal human rights and common identity the creation of a common political structure and implementation of cosmopolitan democratic law – fails to promote accountability and protect fundamental rights. A strong global non-governmental sector thus enhances the accountability of international decision-making and promotes global democratic processes, but efforts towards a more democratic global order should be sustained. 
These are my views from civil society perspective. I am intoned and help widely as a volunteer for education, research and development of organisations that fulfil the challenge that government are way behind in achieving. I have a wide linkup to human rights organisation, I do also have an overall outlook having participated as ISOC ambassador at the IGF. Ability to put the work of ensuring and advising the right track without hindrance on the meetings that need to be assisted have been in the remote mode most time as well as face to face advisory roles.


These are the current thoughts that I bring as an overall view to the MAG.
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