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CITC in Saudi Arabia has reviewed the September 2008 versions of the documents “Improving Institutional Confidence in ICANN” and “Transition Action Plan.” First, we would like to say that we appreciate the role that ICANN has played and all its efforts toward maintaining and managing the unique and critical resources of the Internet. We also appreciate ICANN’s efforts to grow and transition to better meet the needs of its international, multi-stakeholder community.

We recognize and agree that ICANN views its mission as narrowly focused on technical, security, and stability issues. However, we perceive that ICANN has become a de facto public policy setting body. This statement is by no means intended as a criticism of ICANN; on the contrary, this situation has developed because of a vacuum in public policy setting by the international community, and ICANN has necessarily stepped in to fill the void.

Saudi Arabia strongly subscribes to the international agreements of WSIS, as stated in the Geneva 2003 Declaration of Principles (article 49) and the Tunis 2005 Agenda (article 35); in particular:

“We reaffirm that the management of the Internet encompasses both technical and public policy issues and should involve all stakeholders and relevant intergovernmental and international organizations. In this respect it is recognized that:

a) Policy authority for Internet-related public policy issues is the sovereign right of States. They have rights and responsibilities for international Internet-related public policy issues.

b) The private sector has had, and should continue to have, an important role in the development of the Internet, both in the technical and economic fields.

c) Civil society has also played an important role on Internet matters, especially at

community level, and should continue to play such a role.

d) Intergovernmental organizations have had, and should continue to have, a facilitating role in the coordination of Internet-related public policy issues.

e) International organizations have also had and should continue to have an important role in the development of Internet-related technical standards and relevant policies.”

Following the Tunis summit, on 21 November 2005, ICANN issued a statement of support, including:

“The WSIS process has highlighted the important role that governments have to play in public policy issues related to the Internet and as an evolving body. ICANN welcomes discussion related to the development of the existing mechanism for governmental participation. ICANN looks forward to dialogue during its upcoming international meeting to be held in Vancouver, where among the topics of discussion will be how the role of ICANN’s Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) could be improved within the existing multi-stakeholder mechanism, and what measures need to be taken to make our cooperation more effective, including ensuring the participation of developing countries. “

Both of the ICANN documents of September 2008 limit the GAC role to advisory status. This advisory role is clear from the technical perspective. However, we believe that the Internet governance model should consist of the collaboration of two distinct, harmonized, and non-interfering roles: the technical role so laudably filled by ICANN; and the public policy setting role agreed by WSIS. Unfortunately, the WSIS agreement has not been implemented to date, and the ICANN/GAC model has filled this void.

Notwithstanding the activities of the Internet Governance Forum established at the Tunis summit, we believe that effective resolution of international Internet-related public policy issues can only derive from the Enhanced Cooperation Process as described in articles 67 to 70 of the Tunis Agenda:

67. We agree, inter alia, to invite the UN Secretary-General to convene a new forum for multi-stakeholder policy dialogue. 

68. We recognize that all governments should have an equal role and responsibility for international Internet governance and for ensuring the stability, security and continuity of the Internet. We also recognize the need for development of public policy by governments in consultation with all stakeholders.

69. We further recognize the need for enhanced cooperation in the future, to enable governments, on an equal footing, to carry out their roles and responsibilities, in international public policy issues pertaining to the Internet, but not in the day-to-day technical and operational matters, that do not impact on international public policy issues. 

70. Using relevant international organizations, such cooperation should include the development of globally-applicable principles on public policy issues associated with the coordination and management of critical Internet resources. In this regard, we call upon the organizations responsible for essential tasks associated with the Internet to contribute to creating an environment that facilitates this development of public policy principles.

We believe that only such an Enhanced Cooperation Process can adequately deal with key issues such as:

· Transparency and equity in Internet management;

· Bridging the digital divide;

· Multilingualism and multiculturalism;

· Universal access to the Internet;

· Fairness of pricing and affordability.

There is renewed interest and activity to ensure the implementation of the Tunis agreements on the Enhanced Cooperation Process, which should have been started in the first quarter of 2006, and we call upon ICANN to support the international community in this endeavor.

Regarding internationalization of ICANN’s technical and operational role, we agree that appropriate steps should be taken to strengthen and facilitate ICANN’s relationships with its international multi-stakeholders. The location of the headquarters and any branch locations are important only insofar as they further this objective, are agreed by the relevant international advisory committees, and maximize ICANN’s effectiveness in its global role.

