Re:  What can be done to assist in the evolution of a more widely informed participation from all regions from all interested stakeholders, including governmental representatives?
There is value in learning from other successful models.  The United Nations Development Programme's Asia Pacific Development Information Programme (UNDP-APDIP) sponsored a five-week multi-stakeholder on-line forum on Internet Governance that focused on priorities for the Asia-Pacific Region
; that forum attracted 180 informed participants from 27 countries in the Asia-Pacific Region.  
Topical open Discussion Forums of limited duration that yield summary documents have value.  Not only do they engender participation, but they produce results.  ICANN used to use such a tool – in ICANNspeak it was called a “Working Group”.  
ICANN no longer has any open “Working Groups” that informed participants may join (as this successful, limited duration, fully-open model has been replaced by the stakeholder-only, never-ending, pedantic “Task Force” model).  
By restricting participation in discussion groups to only select representatives of constituencies, ICANN no longer has access to that vibrant exchange of ideas that naturally emerges when broad informed participation is made possible.  
In recent years ICANN has acted to minimize discussion opportunities for informed participants.  It terminated the DNSO General Assembly, it shut down the Off-topic Public Forum, it failed to provide participatory mailing-list discussion opportunities for the At-Large via the ALAC, and it eliminated the Working Group.  
Having waved the “You’re Not Welcome Here” sign for many years, ICANN is now asking for guidance on enhancing participation…  folks, you can’t have it both ways…
� � HYPERLINK "http://igov.apdip.net/undp-apdip%20forum%20summary.pdf" ��http://igov.apdip.net/undp-apdip%20forum%20summary.pdf� 





