
WSIS+10 Review
OVERVIEW AND BACKGROUND TO THE ZERO DRAFT



What is the World Summit on the 
Information Society (WSIS)?
The WSIS Process was convened by the United
Nations beginning in 2003, in order to come out with
a roadmap to put the “potential of knowledge and
ICTs at the service of development.”
The first phase (2003) in Geneva focussed mostly on
development related issues. The second phase (2005)
in Tunis pivoted to focus more on internet
governance.

Sources:
https://www.apc.org/en/news/everything-you-need-know-about-wsis10-review
http://www.internetsociety.org/wsis10-2014-and-why-it-matters-you
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What is the World Summit on the 
Information Society (WSIS)?
The Tunis Agenda, which was the outcome document of the
second phase, set out a definition of internet governance,
outlined the roles of different stakeholders, mandated the
establishment of the Internet Governance Forum (IGF), and
initiated the process towards enhanced cooperation.
In the 10 years since the adoption of the Tunis Agenda, various
UN agencies have been focussed on implementation of various
aspects of the outcomes, with the Commission on Science and
Technology for Development (CSTD, a part of ECOSOC) having
broad oversight.



What is the WSIS+10 Review?
Para 111 of the Tunis Agenda calls for the UNGA to
conduct an overall review of WSIS outcomes in 2015.
To this end, the UNGA adopted resolution 68/302 in
July 2014 outlining the modalities for the review, as
per which:
The overall WSIS review would be conducted as a two-day
high-level meeting of the UNGA

Sources:
https://www.apc.org/en/news/everything-you-need-know-about-wsis10-review
http://www.internetsociety.org/wsis10-2014-and-why-it-matters-you
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What is the WSIS+10 Review?
The purpose would be to “take stock of the progress made in the

implementation of the outcomes of the [WSIS] and address
potential information and communications technology gaps and
areas for continued focus, as well as addressing challenges,
including bridging the digital divide, and harnessing information
and communications technologies for development.”
The high-level meeting is to be “preceded by an intergovernmental

preparatory process, which also takes into account inputs from all
relevant WSIS stakeholders.” The process will result “in an
intergovernmentally agreed outcome document” for adoption by
the UNGA.



WSIS+10 Review Roadmap –
What’s behind us
1 June: Appointment of two co-facilitators (H.E. Mr Janis Maieiks, PR of the
Republic of Latvia, and H.E. Mrs. Lana Zaki Nusseibeh, PR of the United Arab
Emirates) to lead the intergovernmental negotiation process.

June 10-11: General Assembly Co-facilitators' Stocktaking Session - focused on
the negotiation process that will lead up to December high-level meeting

1 July: First Preparatory Meeting of the Member States

2 July: Informal Interactive WSIS Stakeholder Consultation

31 July: Deadline for written submissions to form the basis of the non-paper.
Over 60 submissions were received, including 5 from India.

2/ 9 September: Release of the non-paper, followed by Sep. 18 deadline for
comments.



WSIS+10 Review Roadmap –
What’s ahead
15/18 October: Deadline for comments on Zero Draft
19 October: Informal Interactive WSIS Stakeholder
Consultation
October 20-22: 2nd Preparatory Meeting
Last week November: Second Draft
December 15-16: High-level meeting of the General
Assembly on WSIS + 10 review



Government of India inputs leading up to 
the non-paper and zero draft
Review should reaffirm commitment to move
from principles to action.
Priorities should include financial mechanisms,
affordability, multilingualism, strengthening the
IGF, deepening multistakeholderism, and
cybersecurity.



Government of India inputs leading up to 
the non-paper and zero draft
Internet governance processes should be inclusive, and the
objective should be substantive inclusion, and not merely
formal inclusion, keeping in mind barriers which may hinder
participation in processes that are nominally open to
all.
The High-Level Meeting should be consensus driven and
should take into account responses from all stakeholders.



Analysis of responses to the non paper
About 66 written submissions were sent across by 5 stakeholder
groups in response to the non-paper. GIP/ Diplo Foundation has put
together a quantitative summary of the issues raised in these
submissions, based on computational text-analysis. Their results:

The most relevant IG issues were: Digital development (97.8%),
Online education (95.6%), Telecommunication infrastructure
(93.3%), Access (91.1%), and Capacity development (88.9%).
The most specific language was used to discuss: Root Zone

(97.8%), E-Money and Virtual Currencies (95.6%), Spam (93.3%),
Digital signatures (91.1%), and Domain Name System (88.9%).

Source: http://www.giplatform.org/wsis10-analysis
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Analysis of responses to the non paper
The most diversified discussions were on: Rights of people 
with disabilities (100%), Women's rights online (95.6%), 
Multilingualism (93.3%), Encryption (91.1%), and Copyright 
(86.75%).
The most positive tone of discussion was present on: E-
Commerce (100%), The Internet of Things (97.8%), Privacy 
(95.6%), Root Zone (93.3%), and E-Money and Virtual 
Currencies (91.1%).

Source: http://www.giplatform.org/wsis10-analysis
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What issues does the Zero Draft address?
ICT for Development
Bridging the Digital Divide
Enabling Environment
Financial Mechanisms



What issues does the Zero Draft address?
Internet Governance
Enhanced Cooperation
Human Rights
Building Confidence & Security in the Use of ICTs

Implementation and Follow-up



Themes for today’s discussion
How often should the review of implementation of
WSIS outcomes take place?
oIs a 10-year review compatible with the rate at which the

information society is changing?
oShould the eventual outcome document be a more

dynamic document, which is updated more often?
oIs a 10-year review compatible with a renewed IGF

mandate of 5 years (as indicated in Para 37 of the Zero
Draft)?



Themes for today’s discussion
Should the outcome document mention specific
improvements to be implemented with respect to the IGF?
oThe 'Report of the Working Group on Improvements to the IGF'

contains a number of recommendations to make the IGF more
effective.
oShould there be a direct reference to the Report, and any of its

recommendations?



Themes for today’s discussion
What would be the appropriate linkage between
WSIS and the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development and Financing for Development?



Themes for today’s discussion
What should the main goals of internet
governance be now and in the future?



Themes for today’s discussion
Any other issues that stakeholders would like to
highlight in the context of the Zero Draft, including:
oIssues that have been missed out and could be included.
oLanguage that requires modification.
oPoints that could be strengthened.


