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>> KETH DAVIDSON: Can I just ask Aria, are our translator ‑‑ I think we are a little bit early but I think we should make a start if we can.  Okay.  Thank you.

Welcome, everybody, to the first part of the closing plenary of the 2012 APrIGF in Tokyo.  My name is Keith Davidson and this session is part of the taking stock with the Internet issues.  It provides local in country and subregional IGF's and today's panelists will be highlighting the three or four major issues confronting their territory or subregion.  From these summaries and gathering the main issues arising from this A P. regional IGF, it should provide us with a workshop and session ideas for future global IGFs based on the more pertinent issues facing our region.

Thank you, Cheryl, for volunteering for ‑‑ I will introduce a new word for the translators, for being "voluntold" to write down these issues for me.

Some of these local IGF initiatives have not taken place.  The events haven't occurred.  So it's putting some of our panelists on the spot for them to try to predict what the major issues will be.

Let me now introduce today's panelists in order of their presentations, and please forgive my rudeness to our host country Japan who would normally obviously be invited to speak first, but we have a report in from Korea, and from Professor YJ Park, and she has a plane to catch.  So I will invite her to speak first and then we'll go to Japan, Masanobu Katoh, and then we don't have online, Quasi Al‑Shatti, from the Arab IGF, and then Cheryl Langdon‑Orr from the Australian IGF and then Mr. Anu, and then Maureen Hilyard and then Imbran Ahmed Shah and I myself will report on the New Zealand IGF.

This is not really a panel discussion.  It's more a reporting mechanism, but if time does permit, at the end of the session, I will allow a question or two.

So let me more formally introduce YJ.  Professor Youn Jung Park.  She's a member of the steering committee, which is the Korea Internet Governance association.  YJ, the floor is yours for four minutes.

>> YJ PARK: Thank you and good afternoon, and I guess you must feel very exhausted.  I understand this is your last session.  So I wanted to be really brief.

First of all, as Keith introduced, Internet Governance has been a very difficult topic for every stakeholder to make some consensus to set up some kind of multistakeholder forum like Korea Internet Governance alliance.  As you may remember Professor Jung has been working on this field of Internet Governance in Korea for long.  It's been challenging to set up this type of multistakeholder forum.  It was possible for us to have this under the leadership of the person sitting over there.

The program we are planning to have this year.  We are going to discuss four main areas of IGF topics which is like net neutrality in terms of success.  So currently Korea has a very heated debate about who has more responsibility to maintain this network like between this network providers, and then content providers which has been very traditional debate, but also this is realistic debate ongoing.  So that will be very much likely the one of the topic.

And secondly, in terms of openness, our ‑‑ one of the strong presidential candidates, Park Geun‑hye announced if she is elected as president, she will focus on government 3.0, which focuses on more openness, more communication between this government, and the people.  So it can be a very hot topic as well.

And thirdly, Korea is going host the third conference on cyberspace, which is going to highlight security issues on the basis of the World Summit On the Information Society.  So because of that mandate, the security issue can be one of hot topic in the upcoming, the international governance forum in Korea.

Lastly as we all suffer from the role of government in this process, we will have some discussion about what should be the balance in terms of the role of government between the enhance corporation, versus the multistakeholder.  They are the four areas of main subjects.

And lastly, as some of you may know, Korea Internet government alliance expressed our strong interest in hosting it next year in Seoul.  So if it is confirmed in a formal manner, we would like to extend our invitation to you to Seoul so we can have more fruitful discussion next year in Seoul, continuing this Tokyo meeting.

I hope this is the four minute report. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: You have 30 seconds to spare.

Could you all please join me in thanking YJ because she is going to have to depart for the airport.  Thank you, YJ.

(Applause)

>> KETH DAVIDSON: We now move to Japan, and our local hosts and Mr. Toshiaka is the vice chair of the Japan Internet providers association, and the ‑‑ their association has hosted the three IGF since its inception.  So the floor is yours for four minutes.

>> Thank you, Keith.  I will talk in Japanese because you prefer to excellent translator's English than my poor one.

So APrIGF.  This is the third time this we host this type of meet as IGF Japan.  I would like to look back on the history, starting from 2010.  So at the beginning in 2010, from the October 29th to 30th, we had the conference called "Toward Establishment of IGF Japan" in Okinawa.  160 participants.  It was only held on the 30th of October because on the day before, on the 29th there was a typhoon hitting Okinawa.

So UN IGF chair participated and actually he participated in one of the discussions.  And the following year, 2011, we adopted the memorandum of establishment of the IGF‑Japan.  So we formally started the activities as IGF‑Japan.

And the first general meeting, as IGF Japan was held in July from 21st to 22nd of 2011, about 70 participants discussed in this meeting.  And at that time again typhoon hit and this was a heavy rain.  So maybe we have a jinx or always suffer from the typhoon so far.  We talked about what is IGF, and we talked about the disaster recovery after March 11th.  And, of course, we were also hit by typhoon.  So it was quite appropriate to talk about the disaster recovery and also we talked about the Internet critical resources and child pornography blocking and in relation to the freedom of expression.  So we discussed that topic.

And then we talked about the improving the society with the cloud services.  And personal information protection in Japan and the global harmonization.  This is in relation to the EU's ordinance about this personal information protection that was also discussed.

And at the ‑‑ we participated in the IGF in Kenya in Nairobi as IGF Japan, and on the 14th of December, this was a joint open seminar with Nikkei newspaper and there was a report from IGF Japan and we talked ‑‑ we had the IGF Japan in conjunction with the APrIGF.  And so this year, we are having this meeting.

And the other day, there was one session on the cloud computing as IGF Japan.

So for IGF Japan, what we do by definitions, as everyone might no, just like UN IGF, we are the organization ‑‑ it's the forum for discussion and not an independent legal entity.  It's the basic men mum of establishment as a mandate and we have a very broad spectrum of participants from academic circles, civil society and some public sector and senior officials from the governments.  The chairperson of our organization, Mr. Watanabe, the vice chair is Mr. Murai is one vice chair and also Masanobu Katoh is the vice chair.

There are many, many discussions through the different topics and different groups have been permitted for different issues to be discussed and there's some issue groups.  We have five issue groups organized.  One is the illegal contents and protection of personal data.

The second group is around security and digital copy right.  A third issue is around technical platform and cloud computing.  The fourth issue group is about ‑‑ well, they discussed about the IPv6 Internet resources and also the development of region and society by Internet.  Those are five issue groups that have been permitted.

And at least once a year we have the meeting, and discussion has been organized.  The secretariate is by Japan Internet provider association, so that gives you the idea about what we do.  Thank you. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Thank you very much.

Can I have the screen back?  I think while I'm restarting the presentation here, you will note on the screen, as the speakers come up, I have the URL of their specific web site.  So if you are interested in having a look through, you can follow the links on the way through.

I understand our friend from Saudi Arabia is none online yet.  So I think I will move the Arab IGF to the bottom of the list and carry on in order.

So reporting in on the upcoming October Australian IGF, Ms. Cheryl Langdon‑Orr.  She's out of AUDA, and ISOC Australia, the Australian chapter of the Internet Society.  And so sits on the conference planning committee and multistakeholder advisory group for this program.  Welcome, Cheryl.  Can you tell us what you predict to be the major issues on the Australian agenda?

>> CHERYL LANGDON-ORR: Thank you, Keith and I brought my crystal ball with me and I will do my very best.

  Australia is a multistakeholder model and we have a very vibrant and active community of internet related stakeholders and peak bodies.  Here I would include the AUDA, and the Australian communication consumer action network, called ACCAN, which for anyone in ICANN gets very confusing.  The Australian Internet industry association, AIIC.  The support for the multistakeholder model also come from the ministerial level with Australian's communication minister publicly stating in IGFs back in 2009, his commitment to the openness in Internet Governance and we've had some exciting programs such as our public SEA program and anyone can catch me in a corridor and I can wax lyrical about that for a lot longer than four minutes.

We never had a national IGF.  We are fixing that and I'm delighted to announce that on the 11th and 12th of October this year, Australia IGF or AU IGF will be being held.  To help facilitate the engagement of our politicians and policymakers.  It's going to be held in our national capital, that as Canberra.  What we are doing, however, is expecting probably around 300 people.  We're not planning to be a huge event.  We're going to keep it lean and effective.

It is being convened by AUDA with the support of organizations that I mentioned earlier, particularly ISOC AU and the Internet industry association and ACAN but we also have the support of our support of the department of communications and that's the federal department of communications and, yes, we have corporate sponsors, and I'm not going to apologize to that to any list, including those in the civil society world.  Money actually does help make the world go round and they are part of the multistakeholders, end of Cheryl's personal rant.  They are, I will name, Google, Facebook and us registry.  So yes, we have corporate sponsorship.  Your lunch will be provided.

We are keeping it very small and we are going to aim on three of the five areas.  We are looking at security, openness and privacy and access and digital inclusion with a tenancy to use the language of digital conclusion to be a grab bag of many, many factors we would think about access ranging from the disability sector's need to remote and rural.

We have a two‑pager that we will be publishing when the proceeding from this meeting, which will give you detailed ideas on what we are talking about on each of those three and a day or two we should have that web site up.

Thank you. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Excellent.  Thank you, Cheryl.

Our next report comes from the Bangladesh IGF, or as the web site indicates from the Big if.

We have His Excellency Haque Anu.  Chair of Internet governance forum and chair of the Bangladesh ISOC.  Thank you and the floor is yours for four minutes.

>> HAQUE ANU: Thank you very much.  The challenge of the millennium is to visit the society in the developing countries.  In the developing country, the major challenge is to take a political decision.  We are a late starter, and (Audio interference) for the last three and a half years, they have a particular decision to digitize Bangladesh to make Bangladesh digital by 2021.  That was a very bold decision and after that, for the last three years, the ‑‑ the Internet penetration jumped from 2 million to 22 million, and the mobile penetration jumped at least 25%.  It's now almost 56%, 19 million people are using mobiles.

Having said that, the major challenges in the developing society is to digitize the whole schooling system.  We have 20,500 schools, secondary schools, and we have taken a decision to digitize the whole schools with smart classes by 2015, but apart from that, another big challenge is to develop the content, the appropriate content, and here comes bilingualism, translation from English to Bangla language, that's a technical challenge, and an intellectual challenge.

Another thing is the cost will two areas, the bandwidth price is very high and the tax structure is also very high.  We need to reduce the tax of that structure and the price ‑‑ we have a proposal.

As you know, Asia, is the only continent where they are connecting everybody.  As for the US and Europe, Asia is pay three times more in international bandwidth price.  If we can develop it, the Asia information network, then the price of the international bandwidth price will come down at least three times.  So I propose to all ‑‑ everybody, governments and nongovernments to develop this concept, and last is that we have ‑‑ the challenges is to digitize the whole government, the whole government organizations.  The government is giving services.  In the government is not digitized, then if you give Internet, it's no use.

In my country, anywhere in the country, you can use Internet, but because of the lack of digitization of the government, the people cannot access.  So here is another challenge.

Lastly, we have framed certain laws but we need to frame more laws.  In the technology sector, management spectrum is very important and for that still now, we have not been successful in our taking up the decision for technology neutrality.  And how to relate the TV and video of our spectrum for more better use and effective use.

So these are the areas, while we need to take mold decisions and we need domestic care funding and international funding, that should be coordinated.  We hope that by 2021, Bangladesh will be one of the vibrant digital societies of Asia, and we will have a role.  As you know, JP Morgan has predicted by 2022, Bangladesh will be within the 22 largest economies of the world.  So we hope ‑‑ we believe that and we will be a part of the digital world and digital hybrid, and the development of hybrid.  Thank you very much. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Thank you.  That's a great summary.

And now we move a little bit closer to my own geography with a report from Pacific IGF, and we welcome Maureen Hilyard, who is the PIC ISOC chair, and has been a member of PIC ISOC since 2006.  Maureen, the floor is yours.

>> MAUREEN HILYARD: First of all, if I could just squeeze in my sincere gratitude to the Internet Society for enabling me to come and also a big thanks to the ‑‑ our Japanese hosts for a wonderful week.  Thank you very much.

Our very first Pacific IGF was held last year in EMEA, new Caledonia.  We plan to organize another similar IGF at the end of this year, at our annual Pacific INET and this year it will be held in Fiji which ‑‑ and where we will be celebrating ten years of PACINET for PIC ISOC.  We had an first time opportunity to engage in a multistakeholder approach at a local level.  Because of high cost of getting IT personnel together from ‑‑ for these meetings, from 22 different countries across this big, huge immense, expansive ocean, the meeting was held on the weekend between a major energy transport in IT minister's meeting in the first week and the Pacific telecommunications association meeting the second week.  So we held it in the weekend between.

We thought it would be an ideal opportunity to capture a good group of Pacific attenders who would be coming to either of those meetings.  Such are the rare opportunities for the people in the Pacific to attend such events.  We are very grateful to have the support organization like Pacific Internet partners, and they allowed them to attend even the local IGF.

Following this, one active participant was sponsored firstly to present her report about the Pacific IGF to the wider Asia Pacific IGF, which was held in Singapore.  And then subsequently she attended the IGF in Nairobi.

And in order to make the most of Pacific participation at the Nairobi IGF, PIC ISOC created a capacity building opportunity in conjunction with the University of the south Pacific to establish remote hubs across the Pacific region, so that we could actually practice remote participation and involvement in the multistakeholder process.

So we coordinated our own regional online IGF so we could all learn about the process, and get familiar with the equipment and preparation for the Pacific participation in Nairobi IGF the following week.

And PIC ISOC members from at least a dozen of the 22 member countries so we could practice this approach without necessarily be on site in Nairobi.

I don't normally get to travel to too many of these IGF events, mainly due to cost.  So I really appreciate that I can still participate and have a voice if I want to, at this these important meetings and this virtual participation can still be quite inclusive.

And all this by participating remotely, from my little Pacific Island to wherever the meeting happens to be.

Naturally, I'm lucky to be able to do so because we have got quite a good connection on our island, however, I'm aware that not all the countries in the Pacific have the same level of connectivity.

This is coming back to new mere, our first specific IGF, the challenges which emerged from the sharing of perspectives from the shareholders present focused on predominantly ‑‑ predominantly access and every ‑‑ access for everyone and achieving last mile connectivity.  Being such a huge region, with immense expanses of water in between small populations, this creates an enormous challenge for universal access to high‑speed Internet services to all the 22 countries in our region.

Although progress has been made, there's still some under served areas as well as some areas which are considered even too hard to install a telephone, let alone the Internet.  A second important challenge focused on the potential that the Internet gives for development and policy ‑‑ policy related to this, which allows ‑‑ which will allow people across the region to improve their lives and to build their economies in ways that are consistent with local values and cultures.

Thank you.  Was that within four minutes?

>> KETH DAVIDSON: 46 seconds over.  So, yeah.

Thank you, Maureen.

And the points well noted.

We now move to our first online presenter, who is from the Pakistan IGF, Mr. Imran Ahmed Shah, who is the founder, president of the Internet Governance Forum of Pakistan and a member of the Erdu Internet Society and council.  Are you hearing us Imran?  Hello, Imran? 

>> IMRAN AHMED SHAH: Hello.  This is Imran Ahmed Shah from Pakistan.  Can you hear me?

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Yes, we can hear you very well. 

>> IMRAN AHMED SHAH: I'm with the Internet Governance forum of Pakistan.  (Audio garbled).

Last year IGF Pak had IGF remote hub and international ministry in Islamabad and conducted national IGF in the conference along with the government panel discussion among stakeholders current panels of the existing Internet industry, including educators and technologists and specialists.

IGF has the exercise of ISOC Pakistan to check the formation for withing a common hub for initiative and ISOC Pak activities.  We are concerned with the local Internet gTLD, and the local gTLD, which will be announced through ‑‑ we think this will include digitally segments significantly.  (audio garbled).

So promote the idea of Internet for kids and to deliver the best knowledge of the world to the innocent mind.  We also support development of our browser for the kids.  The constitution of the Islamic republic of Pakistan under the policy clause 37 (D) says the State shall prevent the prosecution ‑‑ (Audio garbled) however, the Internet has endless boundaries.  Therefore, the vision for the Internet is required to provide the protection to the children and the kids.  (Audio garbled).

Supporting for the global initiative, IGF Pak has the support to the ministry of ICT and the ministry of science and technology and local technologists.  We are supporting youth initiatives, regional initiatives ‑‑ transmission and professionals and rehabilitation of secure Asia and Japan for 2011 and now secure Tokyo 2012.

We are ‑‑ (audio garbled) we encourage and support the government and the city projects, including ‑‑ (audio garbled).

We are participating if policy developments of secondary level domains.

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Thank you, Imran the ‑‑ excuse me, Imran.  Imran?  Hello.  Could ‑‑ sorry for interrupting. 

I'm sorry.  I have to interrupt.  Firstly, your time is up, and secondly, the Skype feed is not so clear.  It's dropping out.  So I think we'll have to leave it there.  And I note you have emailed me your script, so I will pick up your script and look at any other issues that you weren't able to ‑‑ to provide us.  So thank you very much for that.  And I think our time has come to move on.

I will now provide the report from the New Zealand IGF, which we call our Nethui, it's an indigenous Polynesian word that means meeting.

And in our Nethui was held in Auckland, the 11th of July.  We had 500 attendees exactly.  We had 50 people on the waiting his to try to get in.  We hadn't predicted that we would have so many.  So we only had rooms that would cater to that number.  So it was a big group.

For me, the four issues arising out of the event were firstly the multistakeholder approach to Internet issues is very much alive and thriving in New Zealand.  This engages the wider community, particularly focusing on social and economic impact of the Internet.

Members of parliament were well engaged with 10% of the New Zealand parliament attending of 120 MPs.  Around 10 were there.  Some attended the whole thing, including the opposition speaker of ICT and so on.  I heard a lot of talk today about parliament ‑‑ or politicians not being engaged in the IGF process.  If you have the right topics.  Remember, not of the Nethui was down to my doing.  It was a separate group of people, but the fact that they had the compelling content ensured at that time politicians were in the room and participating and not dominating, I might add.

Issue two was digital inclusion, requiring much more effort.  The market, we cannot leave it to the market to fix the problem.  The Internet accentuates the digital divides with the growing expectation that everyone has access to the Internet.  For example, just applying for a job.  So universal accessibility remains a challenge.

Issue three, society accessible to disruptive technology.  It only slows down the future and better technologies.  Business models that are failing as a result of new technologies should be allowed to fail or at least not allowed to have regulatory relief thereby, allowing new models to emerge and adapt.

Issue four, education is of extreme interest New Zealand, not only schools and universities but open research, collaboration and life long learning.  Most interest revolves using the Internet to improving educational outcomes and teaching the teachers.

And that concludes the New Zealand report.

Do we have quasi Al‑Shatti online? 

No.  No.  Look ‑‑ oh.  That's Quasi? 

I think is going to be too hard.  So I will follow up with Quasi Al‑Shatti on behalf of the Arab IGF, which is being planned and I will get his key issues to also feed into the matrix.

So with that, we will end up with the eight reports from the eight subregional or ‑‑ we have to move on.  Sorry.

So we ‑‑ of all the in country and subregional IGFs, I think eight was all I could identify.  There may be more and I would certainly like to hear more about them.  I have given a list of the links to the IGF events and also the final slide has some links to other Internet Governance things that are occurring globally, regionally and otherwise.

So, yes, my job now will be to synthesize these outputs and raise them on the multi stakeholder group, the MSG to see what further progress we can make on these topics.  There's a much broader range of issues than I anticipated and so there may not be the high degree of commonalty that I thought we would see, but nonetheless, thank you all very much for your reports.

And I think we have five minutes to spare, so if there is a question from the audience or is there any further observations from the panelists? 

>> AUDIENCE MEMBER: Thanks, Keith.  Thank you all for your reports very valuable for me since I was not able to attend quite a few of them.  Just a question from each of the individual perspectives.  You have done your national IGFs, or when you do one as in the case of Australia.  How do you see that integrating within a forum such as this, though?  And how do you think we can get a bit more participation from these localized IGFs that may be taking place that we are not aware of?  Do you have some thoughts on that?  Thank you. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Can I venture to offer an initial response.  I think this is something that the multistakeholder group which is largely self‑appointed by being the noisiest nuances on regional lists but it is something that we have been grappling with, is how to ensure there is firstly across the Asia Pacific region, appropriate representation and that there is' methodology by which we can change people on that group to ensure that it is robust and there is a process in place.

So I think as this group matures, we have to tackle those very issues you have raised.  I thank you for raising them, Raj.

Any other comments?

Thank you, Cheryl.

>> CHERYL LANGDON-ORR: Thank you, Raj.  What from my predictive crystal ball perspective for the Australian IGF, because of the timing of our inaugural IGF, we see our first focus going to Baku and obviously there's some topics that we have put into our program that I very much designed to go to Baku with, with a greater informed knowledge base from our community discussions.

But I would say that that is exactly what we would expect to happen at the next APrIGF.  I, from a personal perspective, see the opportunity to host a regional IGF as a bit like having your national IGF on steroids.  So I ‑‑ I don't think that there is a mutually exclusive.  I would like to see that those countries that do successfully run their own IGFs or Huis would run future runs at future times. 

>> KETH DAVIDSON: Are there any other comments from the panel, Maureen?

>> MAUREEN HILYARD: I suppose from the Pacific view point, we probably won't get to Baku, I think we would rely with having contact at least with the Asia Pacific and I like that it's Asia Pacific.  So, you know, if we can make it perhaps a little bit more Pacific, that would be really good.  But, yeah, this would be probably the group that we would like ‑‑ you know, that's the way it's going to be.  We would be quite happy with that.

And it just means that, you know, the bigger group may not be as relevant for us.

>> KETH DAVIDSON: I think we are going to touch on a subject in the summing up.  You know, where the future regional IGFs should be held.  It's an interesting bit of conversation to come.

Is there anything?  If not, we are two minutes ahead of time.  We started two minutes ahead of time.  It leaves me to thank my panelists very much.  Thank you for sticking to the script and sticking to the time.  It's much appreciated.  Please join me in thanking them.

(Applause)

(Start of closing plenary) 

>> Sitting in this area so you can reach out to the microphone one by one. 

Okay.  So I would like to start the closing session.  As you can see, on the screen, I would like to get a report from all the moderators.  Maximum one minute each.  I'm sorry we don't have enough time for everybody.

And I would just appoint one by one, so please get a microphone.  There are a couple of them around you, and then make a report from your seat.  So the first is the state of IGF which is Professor Ang PengHwa.

>> I will give a brief summaries it's introducing the IGF and some key issues and setting the sage of the discussion for the next few days.  That's it.

>> Thank you.  The second one is Internet for disaster relief and restoration overview.  Mr. Izumi Aizu.

>> Yes, we started to hear from the person next to me.  He has the personal experience of getting in the disaster heavily hit for about a week they didn't have power.  But also he told the story about how to restore the services and then we had from Mr. Takahashi, and also we heard from Bessho about their activities they had prepared before that happened to some extent, that was one lessons.  And then we got more reporting from Taiwan's effort by Mr. Shyu and we concluded to hear from the ministry about the effort after the damage ‑‑ the total damage, how the operators and others worked together to reconstruct.  And then finally, there are certain projects underway to help recover the regional economic society to be built by using ICT.  That's the plenary session on disaster management.  

>> Thank you. 

>> Yes, and the following session, we talked about the great east Japan earthquake and the three municipalities which were damaged by March 11th and the different ‑‑ the situations were quite different in three municipalities.  So we had three representatives.  And one is close to the nuclear power plant, Soma city and the second is Sendai, in the Tohoku region.  Even if they made a number of changes, they received a lot of complaints from the citizens.  Even if they make so much efforts there's always room for further improvements and additional efforts.

>> I don't see the person for the two‑sided mark session.  Somebody?  Thank you.  Push it on.

>> I'm not sure I can summarize in one minute.  We concentrated on the platform, the issues of the platform about what we do about the digital divide and more importantly how you actually finance the getting rid of the digital divide and we talked about the two‑sided economy and also how it's probably more than two sided and there's probably more players than just three.

>> Thank you very much.  The next one is the impact of new gTLD Edmon, please.

>> I want to point out that you missed at least one session, B4, so just on day three, B4 you miss that, when you get there, just take a look.

>> Oh, okay.

>> So, yeah, so the session talked, of course, about the impact of the new gTLDs and looked at the field about 2,000 new gTLD applications.  And some of the basic statistics that came out seems to reveal a pretty strong imbalance of ‑‑ among the ‑‑ the regions from which the applications are coming from, with a very strong presence from North America and not a lot of showing from Latin America and ‑‑ and Africa, and somewhat lower numbers from Asia as well.

That seems to be ‑‑ and the particularly low number of IDN gTLDs as well as the extremely low number of applicants looking for financial assistance seems to be pointing towards a deficiency of the ‑‑ of the ICANN outreach program for this round of new gTLDs, and also an interesting discussion that came about was the ‑‑ the seemingly ‑‑ seemingly that market forces alone, short of free market approach may not be enough to ‑‑ especially given the high cost in the new gTLD applications, not enough to encourage the adoption and the use of gTLDs for underfunded or otherwise some communities.

A couple of things, this also brings about a change in dynamics of stakeholder groups, governments, CCTLDs and registrars are or becoming registries, so the dynamic of the stakeholder groups at the ICANN multistakeholder model is being challenged or actually changed.  I shouldn't say the word challenged.  It's changing.  The mark forces, as I said, may not be enough, and, of course, the basic conclusion is there's much more work to be done at ICANN and this multistakeholder approach in action in a way.

>> Thank you.  The next one is the industry forum global cloud computing and its challenges.

>> Hello.  Various input was given in the session and with was contemplated and intertwined and we tried to break it down to clarify the dependencies of each issue.  And ultimately, the route ‑‑ the root cause seems to be a few.  There are three.  Safety, security and privacy.  Those are three issues.  And the safety, the security privacy, again.  So those are the three basic challenges.

So in order to solve them, solutions and view point to formulate the solutions.  We have to separate those.  So in a way, the rulemaking for the standardization, the best practice sharing, cloud, promotion, those are the things that could be solutions and also how can we formulate the solutions?  For example, we should not forget about the user's perspective, of course, balance is very important.  So those are the view points and they are very important.

And also from the administration, there was a request that the companies and the industries enable to deal with the cross border issues.  So rulemaking, cross border rulemaking is something that the administration of the government should do.  So this morning, we brought these issues.  So we talked with the business executives and so this will be taken up in the dialogue between the US and Japan.

>> Next, is ‑‑

>> Yes, first of all, I need to thank all of my panelists would really cooperate with me.  You know, we finish always the topic in 90 minutes.  And let me summarize.  I think we ‑‑ we talking about ‑‑ we try to talk about a full front, but actually most of the issue is the sovereignty issues.  You know, how the Internet related to the sovereignty issue.  I wish this ‑‑ the Baku IGF we can talk more about this one.

The second one at the same time, we are talking about IPR and the piracy issue.  I took an example.  I think that is also a very important issue, which we go to follow the discussion in the IGF of Baku.

Unfortunately we don't have time to go in detail talking about privacy.  I think that is one problem we are missing and being of course, we don't have time talking about security.  So I think in this 90 minute ‑‑ actually 100 minutes because the people sacrificed their lunchtime for ten minutes for us talking about sovereignty and also the IPR, the issue.  And I like to summarize basically we ‑‑ under the discussion, that we also react with our audience.

I think just a government dedicated to decide the policy is not the ‑‑ the really good way to solve the problem.  I think we must have a really multistakeholder mechanism.  You know, those issues can be resolved by all of us.  It's not one particular stakeholder.  I think we all need this kind of process.  And so hopefully the IGF or, you know, ITU, or the UN can really respect how to do the multistakeholder mechanism much better and listen to the voice of nongovernment sectors.

>> Thank you.  The next one is space for free expression and information.

>> I think our panel went quite interesting.  It was good.  We basically discussed that the regulation to restrict cyberspace, you know, may have had good intention at first, but then having some negative impact that's affecting citizens' rights to free expression and information.

And then we ‑‑ you know, in that struggle, our full panelists have shared some of the case studies on those limitations on free expression and free information online as well as some panelists, as well as the audience have mentioned some challenges that go on with ‑‑ in Cambodia, Vietnam and the Philippines.

What we have found is that in that challenge, we actually are facing more and more to having to discuss limitation on limitations.  So there are new laws emerging to try to restrict and they have good intention at first, probably, but it actually happens to get some negative consequences on the citizens' human rights that must promoted and protected online.  So basically the rights and the freedoms protected offline must also be equally so in cyberspace.

We also realize that we would like to get more government from the region to participate in this APrIGF, as well as have some panel together with us in the future.  Thanks.

>> Thank you.  I don't see Kilnam.  Is there anyone who can speak for him?

No?

Then we'll go to the next one, the next one is Internet governance for development.

>> Yes, thank you.  We had a pretty diverse panel for our session, from really all points of Asia Pacific.  The question we had was, what is Internet governance for development and we were trying to look at some of the big picture issues around that.

The other question posed to the panel, what is the difference between a connected economy and the connected society and what are the issues and challenges.

If we take Singapore as an example as a hyperconnected company, even they have some issues.  Once you become connected, they are also issues.  When you are not connected, there are many more issues.  So we had some best practice examples of how Internet and applications and services that it provides is helping from things like crowd sourcing to crowd policing as one of the panelists explained.

So it was an interesting discussion and I think as we move to connect countries which are just entering the Internet demand and deploying infrastructure, I think there's also a need to pause and think, what happens after you have the access?  What happens after you have the developed infrastructure?  Because then other societal and perhaps socioeconomic issues also start arising.  Again, thank you, to all of my panelists.  It was well presented and thank you to the organizers.  Thank you very much.

>> Thank you.  The next one is yIGF.  Who is going to report?  Oh, sorry.

>> Well, I believe this is an important one we talked beneficiary shoes.  The first one is the public policy or the management of critical Internet resources.  The second one is legal liability of Internet service provider in Japan, and India respectively.  The third one is the business feedback or comments on law enforcement requests on their businesses.  And what has been agreed on the panel is that people from different stakeholder group are aware of the emergence of globalized social norms, developed and implemented by non‑state factors.  So we have a new concept about what is law, including those soft law in the public policies, but people cannot agree on the nature, the characteristics and the effects of these newly emerged social norms in the global internet, and in conclusion, all the stakeholders, the panelists agree that the ultimate transparency and the multistakeholder governance principle should be applied in the development of these new laws.

I thank all the panelists, thank you very much for the interesting discussion. 

>> So next, sorry, it's yIGF.

>> I will sum up the yIGF camp for him we had 12 people join us.  We implement the UN model and the participants experienced role playing for ‑‑ for multistakeholder group, which are government, parent and teacher, NGO and business sectors.

In the format of the camp is composed of four internal meetings, whereas the participants are access representative from the same multistakeholder group.  One external meeting they are representing different multistakeholder groups, just as a real UN IGF.  And so it also follows by a presentation.

So through the camp, we have cross over the language barrier on the topic and we also reached the consensus that education should be in the part of the discussion and youth voice is not typically neglected.  This is the first year that we opened the discussion fully to the participants of APrIGF.  I would like to thank you this opportunity to join us and sharing your generous support for the yIGF camp.  We will continue our work in contributing to the development of the Internet and promoting youth participant in the IGF process.

And just as an advertisement, we have opened our Facebook page, which is www.facebook.com/yIGF Asia.  You can join us and continue the cooperation.  Thank you all.

>> The next is critical Internet resources, professor?

>> Okay, yeah, we had four speakers.  We talked about IPv6 deployment in Japan, the progress made in the area of the big push after the Japan earthquake.  He also presented some interesting databased on the survey conducted by the ministry.

Then Erik Kline from Google, who shared detailed traffic analysis of actual deployment in a nutshell, the actual measured deployment is very low of IPv6.

Next we have Kuo, would talked about v6 deployment in Taiwan and using the Lexa 1,000 web sites.  And final speaker was Geoff Huston, of the coo chief scientist from APNIC, who focused on the APNIC lab strip down of v6 deployments for all the Asia Pacific economies.  Geoff stressed that the Internet can break if v6 is not deployed ‑‑ is not transitioned to.

The questions from the audience concentrated on the role of lettering involvement to encourage v6 deployment, what went wrong and impact on mobile Internet on industry projections.

The conclusion, the industry does not look very far ahead.  So although the problem had been known, the issue is being addressed aggressively only recently.

The problem is most used and may be widely recognized.  There are fixes but this will lead to long‑term problems.  So the community must look long term and transition to v6.  Thank you.

>> Thank you.  The next is international public policy and Internet Governance issues pertaining to the Internet.

>> Thanks very much.  So we looked at the evolution of Internet Governance arrangements.  I won't go through panelist by panelist, but I will draw what each of the panelists said.  We agreed the open and multistakeholder approach, and the free flow of information are important principles to be preserved as Internet governance processes evolve.  There was recognition that given policy issues asserted to be addressed at the global level and at the national level, depending partly on the geographical impacts of those policy.

We didn't deny that there is a place for governmentalism.  At the same time, there was concern that any treaty that forces governments to do something that they don't want to do, may also risk vulcanizing the Internet.

It was states that Member States at the ITU already have wide powers to regulate in ways that impact the Internet, however, proposed amendments to the ITRs could further entrench and extend those powers.  Of the institutions in which policy is made are not adequately inclusive of multistakeholder and the ITU is seen as one of these.  While there is a general trend towards multistakeholder in Internet Governance, stakeholders currently locked out need to have a long term strategy to extend their influence.  Thank you very much. 

>> The next is B4 open data policy development in Asia.  That should be Mr. Kitter?  Oh, sorry.  Ms. Kitter.

>> Not on the list, but, okay, in our session, on open data policies development in Asia, we had a real multistakeholder mixture of government representatives from Thailand and New Zealand and business, academia and civil society representative.  We were talking about the what is the current state and development of governments opening up data, and making it available in reusable format.  This is a relatively new topic in Asia, and New Zealand probably is one of the first adopters since 2008, New Zealand and Australia.  And most other countries are currently experimenting at a low level, maybe with the exception of Korea and Japan, because they are OECD members and they are OECD members to this information.

It has many implications, legal implications, technical, but also cultural and economical impacts are important.

Last week the world bank had an open meeting with 3,000 delegates online and there was virtually nobody from Asia.  And this is the very first time that we have open data forum at the IGF.  And we believe there is still a lot of work to do, particularly on the policy development area.  It's not enough to open data sets.  You need to have the accompanying policy to have the redress mechanism if data is not available.  Thank you. 

>> The next is protection of children from cybercrimes on the Internet. 

>> We talked about the characteristics of the laws in Japan, for example, filtering and blocking status quo and the challenges were discussed, and also the stakeholders of Internet, actual behaviors were presented in our session.

And if I may summarize the presentation, in Japan, in order to protect the children over the Internet, there is a legal issues, a sensitive legal issues and being of course, to protect the children, we do have regulations and laws, however, for the Internet, the protection of the children, there's no legal framework to force such protection and also the Internet connection provider, and the mobile providers, the Internet stakeholders are taking the voluntary measures to protect children.  That's to say is voluntary measures are in Japan.

After the session, they were some technical questions asked about the legal framework.  There were some points of clarifications and also the content over the Internet, for example, inspecting the content or the monitoring of the content, how do we protect those people who are doing those works was pointed out.

And at the end from the moderator, there was a linkage mentioned in relation to the child labor.  Thank you very much. 

>> Hi, we grabbed a few slides but actually we used them at the presentation.  And we had three big take aways from this panel, one, of course is the cyber security, the cyberspace is full of risks.  The fact is those risks are pretty well known.  The question is what are we going to do about it?  It's an urgent as we move from 2.5 to 5 billion, the need for global multistakeholder involvement becomes all the more important.

The message is a global call to action, especially important in Asia, because Asia is where the growth is.  Asia is innovating.  Asia is changing very, very quickly and that's where global growth really depends.  If you can switch to the next slide.  And so these are really recommendations, food for thought.  Just a few headlines, practice makes perfect.  We think we need more national and regional level cyber drills to meet threats and manage recovery.  We need more attention to regional protections it doesn't matter if the advanced countries are safe, everybody needs to be safe if we are going to protect the system.

Information sharing, we kicked around the idea of a regional clearinghouse.  We really thought that educating the public is key, particularly as we move from 2.5 to 5 billion.  The tools are available.  What we need to do is drive awareness, particularly as new people are coming online, they need to be taught how to use the Internet safely.  We neat private/public partnerships.  The private sector thinks they know how to do it and the government thinks they know how to do it.  Nobody is talking to anybody the way they should.

Peculiar thing, how cyber security is related to piracy.  The fact is if you are using software from some mace that you don't know much about, you are really opening yourself up to potential problems.

The other thing is that cybercrime is a crime.  We need to be sure it's treated as a crime uniformly across the region.

Finally, as we begin to put an emphasis on this, the government has to invest.  Rather than spending your money on fighter planes and tanks, people need to recognize and governments in particular, the cyber security is national security.  So we had a great discussion, really just beginning to talk and hope that we can continue this in future forums.  Thanks.

>> Thank you.  The next is civil society in Internet Governance.  Mr. Yap.

>> Hi.  We had a good discussion, a very rich discussion.  Basically, the main challenges highlighted in terms of challenges faced by civil society in Internet Governance policy decision making.  First is the back of financial support for civil society to participate in all.  The second is the technical barriers.  A lot of our issues are technical, and it's a steep learning curve for civil society in engaging the issues.

The third the knowledge about IGF itself is very little known to the civil society circles about IGF, the process, and also there is an absence of government officials in these meetings so that also impact on the policy making with the absence of engagement with government officials.

And even on the government side, they also face limited resources and hence a lot of them also only focus on the global IGF and not the other regional or national IGFs.  So in a sense, probably, you know that is also maybe civil society should focus on the global IGF rather than the other levels.

And the effectiveness of IGF also was discussed in terms of influencing policy and what is the impact to the national level.

And NGO's impacts itself was also discussed and we also acknowledged that there's been a very limited impact.  There was one example, the law making in US and until Google and Facebook actually put out a statement through their services that actually suspended the law being passed in the US Congress.

Now, the suggestions put up by the panelists, one, engage on equal footing so we can have a more level discussion.  Remote participation is one way to ensure wider participation, but it also has weaknesses.  The whole process of IGF should be to utilize ICT tools for widest participation, as well as for discussions.  So we can get the priority of the agenda and the social media such as Facebook, you know to encourage more participation.  Even though they will not be able to come.

And then involve different levels of governments in IGF so municipal governments, local governments, and not just the federal or central government, and whole government participation was also proposed when you cannot get all the governments to participate, but at least the host government of IGF, you know, should have more participation.  And also knowledge should be done between IGF and it is not just global IGF.

Focus on national level.  So this is in relation to IGF to engage governments at national level because this is a level where we have law, by the governments that have real impact on the society, and in conclusion, significant still a good forum that involve civil society, but all of us need to work together to improve the IGF forum.

In terms of the impacts of the forum on the ground reality, thank you.

>> Thank you.  And the last is the national and regional IGF activities.  Keith, please.

>> Yes.  Thank you.  We've just concluded our session in the last 30 minutes, and it was a report in from the eight subregional or in country IGFs around the Asia Pacific region and we really only heard 6.5 of the eight presentations so we are still synthesizing from it, the common themes and issues and the view of this session is to try and highlight the specific issues arising for the region that are common and should be taken forward, either to further Asia Pacific regional IGFs or on to the global IGF arena.  So we'll continue to do some work on that and thank you.

>> Thank you.  So I would like to spend ten more minutes for discussion and comments of what you would like to see in the future APrIGF and what improvements you can make and what you expect to be the coordination the Asia Pacific and the global IGFs.  So if there's anybody with comments or questions, please come up, please. 

Yes.  Can you come down? 

>> I'm from APNIC.  I'm going to read the comments and remarks from Paul Wilson that unfortunately couldn't make it to the ‑‑ to the IGF due to a sudden illness.  He sends his regards everyone and he has been following the remote participation and asking questions and engaging in different conversations with different people.

So here it is.  Internet organizations, such as APNIC have supported the IGF process intensively and since its inception.  Actually, they narrowed the collective of the RARs and have doubled its financial support this year.  We find the IGF is the best forum to discuss and learn about a wide array of topics.  It is where the Internet Governance agenda is being set.  It is a trend setter and a place where old and new debates are happening.  IGF has moved from being a compromised solution coming out from WSIS, to an established process.  It is the best incarnation of the principles and a multistakeholder dialogue.  We should keep it alive and ongoing respecting the original foundations.  The increased financial contribution of the NRO, demonstrates our belief in the IGF as a collective responsibility of all the stakeholders.

IGF has proved to be influential as a reference point and repository of essential information that should be considered in policy making information.  As some have said, the IGF is not a meeting for decision making but it is a meeting that many decision makers attend.  And that's the way we, the ARAs and the technical community in general want it to stay.

We would like to thank the hosts and acknowledge the success of an Asia Pacific IGF.  APNIC will support the regional processes and the collection to the global IGF.  We need to build stronger bridges between national and region and global initiatives and I encourage you all to check the information society innovation funds and awards and apply for Brants to make this a reality.

>> Thank you.  Some other ‑‑ yes, please.

I think there was somebody from around here first.  Was it you?  Okay.

>> Just a thought for potential improvements to the way we work.  I think my reflections on the three days here is that some of the very best comments, some of the best take homes that I have got from this event have been the comments from the floor, not from the panelists.  It's been, you know, some of the questions have been really pointed and really made me think.  And so to me, I think what I would like to see more of for APrIGF is much more interaction, much less panel discussion but more facilitated and use the multistakeholder model for us to gather and harness the divergent raise of opinions not a select few.  So that's my input.  Thank you.

>> Thank you very much. 

Yes.

>> Hi.  What I saw delightful was we invited one local guy for the disaster area for the first day and he stayed and stayed and he really enjoyed other topics.  It was not expected but he could share a lot more than originally expected.  So that shows some real good potential, I think.

Thanks.

For the future perhaps that we tried this year to almost for the first time make the open call for participation.  So many of the excellent proposals we received, we were not sure if it works and how you select them.  You can really come to Tokyo which is pretty expensive, I think, especially now that the yen is going up for you guys, unfortunately.  We didn't have much funding support, which should be in place, especially for the folks from the developing countries and also from some civil society, or some small island nation government folks sometimes.

But we couldn't really say make it a reality.  We are very difficult situation financially.  So I was really glad that this style worked, but I think we cannot risk there that we should make it much more open.

There's some good question about the openness and the transparency of the organizers and where the money comes, the usual society questions and I think we should address that in a constructive manner in the next round.

And I'm also in charge of the MAG or I'm a member of MAG and I have to carry this to Baku.  And going to Baku is another challenge for us, especially the last year in Nairobi and two years ago in Vilnius were both a little bit too far from Asia Pacific or we feel like ‑‑ actually flying from Baku to Istanbul, it's not too far.  It's like going to Spain, but psychologically you may feel too far.  We feel that we have the responsibility to sort of liaise to make good input to that process.  So that's another thing I wanted to tell.

>> Thank you.  Thank you.  And the gentleman over there?  Go ahead. 

>> Yeah, just a follow‑up the keys.  The first thing I would suggest that we want to make this a meeting continue every year, you know, I would suggest we have ‑‑ we have ‑‑ we have to have, you know, some kind of financial committee and we know how much would be needed.  And then I think the financial committee and we can, you know, looking around where is the reliable sponsorships.

And so in that case, we can go much more ‑‑ you know, broad area instead of just for, you know, for example, like the first year in Hong Kong and do a lot of financial sponsorship, raising the finance, and last year in the Singapore, need to get all kind of sponsorship and money and, you know ‑‑ and this year for Japan, it's the same thing.

So I was really strongly suggest we might be ‑‑ we prepare much earlier to I have a financial committee and to work now and I think we can find here a lot of, you know, like APNIC, ISOC, you know, several of the organizations, maybe they can give us some kind of estimate and know ‑‑ we know, you know, we have a certain money and then we can ‑‑ for example, we can go to the developing countries, have APrIGF, not only into the place, but they can afford it.  I think they deserve such a situation.

The second one is to follow Keith.  I think maybe we should have more dialogue instead of a long speech, you know.  Make a speech reporter and then allow the, you know, the dialogue between the panelists and the audience all together.  I think that is a good comment about it.

>> Thank you.  We already ran out of time, but I think I saw one previous ‑‑ yeah.  So please. 

>> Hi, thank you.  Yeah stand, I sit, I stand.  There's comments that I heard from a bunch of people attending the session that they make a comment about, like ‑‑ probably the participation could be, like, more improved if we could stream into the side or maybe on another separate projector screen inside the room as well.  So, like, people can, like ‑‑ would cannot really be here can participate with comments.

My own observation, just a quick one, I just saw one slide, like a few minutes ago appear there.  So if I was the actually one that says ‑‑ the recommendations, it's the one that's actually has been presented in the session ‑‑ at the beginning of the session.  So I'm not sure whether that's really recommendation from the session or from the presenter.  That's ‑‑ that's my observation.

So, I mean, if it's ‑‑ I mean, so ‑‑ yeah, that's basically it.  I think the IGF session shouldn't be used in a way that ‑‑ like, anyone's agenda or whatever, and try to present it as, okay, this is a result from the discussion of multistakeholder or whatever like.  That so that's my observation.  And probably that's not true.  I'm not saying that's the slide, it's not reflect the idea that gathered from the discussion.  I just thought probably okay at the beginning of the session and add in maybe we stick with the same idea.  That's also a possibility as well.  Thank you. 

>> Okay.  Last one, please.

>> Absolutely the last comment.  This is my first chance to participate in a forum of this sort, and I think that the level of the discussion and the engagement was truly astounding.  I came here trying to meet some of my academic counterparts in the region and I must say I not only had a chance to meet with them but we had a real chance for dialogue.  I have been watching here in Tokyo to see how the organizers worked extremely hard.  I want to give my personal thanks and thanking university and Mr. Watanabe, would really shared and drove this method and being of course, you without whom it would not be.  So thank you very much.

(Applause)

>> So I would like to invite Mr. Watanabe for final remarks.  There?  Okay.  Either way. 

>> I came here for just to say thank you.  Did you enjoy the last three days?

>> Yeah! 

>> Okay.  Good.  I'm very glad to here that, you know, that response.  Thank you very much.

Anyway, Japan was not so active in IGF activity.  We ‑‑ we had the trial just two years ago in Okinawa.  Just two years ago, and first day I was so ‑‑ honestly speaking, I was ‑‑ and if we could succeed in this forum or not, but thanks to the big effort of the Asia Pacific region multistakeholder steering committee of this forum, which was ‑‑ is which is head by Professor.  Thank you very much.

And Aoyama Gakuin University, thank you for opening this up.  And our sponsors, and also so many individuals and the small organizations which support us in their own way.

Anyway, may I just say if you can call it successful, it's successful.  Thank you very much.

And finally, I have to come up here.

(music) 

(Applause)

This is our special thanks to you.  Thank you very much. 

>> Thank you.

>> Thank you very much. 

>> Thank you Watanabe San and thank you everyone for joining us and all of your support, actually, you make this happen and make it successful.  So please continue to support the APrIGF next year as well.  Thank you. 

(Applause)

>> Anyway, thank you very much, everybody to support us.  Thank you very much. 

(Applause)

Professor, could you come up to say some comment? 

>> Okay.  So, well, I had a list of names of people to thank, but Watanabe San has done that, so I will cut it short and say thank you all for all of your hard work.  I'm very worried for you frankly, because in our meetings, every day he's there.  He says, oh, for many weeks there's no progress, and finally it all came together.  I guess that happens when we do something like this on an international scale.  I thank you all for your ‑‑ for all the contributions.  Certainly, Watanabe San, I'm really, really impressed with your contributions here and you worked very, very hard.  I want to thank these gentlemen who worked very hard.

(Applause)

So we have made the APrIGF more formal, with the papers and so forth, reports even and we have reports previously on the web site but this will go to the IGF as well.  So I want to thank you all again and see you all next year.  Thank you.  Bye. 

>> I would like to make the final announcement about the closing reception.  So please go down as soon as possible to the first floor and there will be our staff who will guide you to the taxis and then the taxi will let you off at the tower and there you will see some more staff would will guide you to Google's dining room.  So please follow the instructions very seriously, because it's not an easy way to go.  And there are a lot of security and things that we have to pass through.  Thank you. 

(End of session 18:15) 

