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A summary of the meeting will be prepared after the forum and will be reported to the IGF Baku.

Session Report
	Session Name:
The Future of Internet : Where we go? And how?

	Moderator:
Kuo-Wei Wu

	Summary of Presentations

	
	Title: The Future of Internet : Where we go? And how?
Summary : as the issue described below.


	
	Issues which reached a common view : We tried to discuss the issues about “Sovereignty, Piracy and IPR, Privacy and Security” as the article from the “Vanity Fair” described. And we also touch the “monopoly’ issue on the internet based on functions. 



	
	Issues where opinions varied: For “Sovereignty”, we recognize the culture difference among region, nations, people, and more. Majority of panelists and audience looking for dialog among different stakeholders (governments, private sectors, civil societies,..). There is one audience asking “what is the role of government here”? Basically, no one in the panel questioned about “the role of government” no matter in treaty organizations or non-traditional international organizations. What we asking is “the dialog and working together to resolve the issues we are facing”. And we believe “process” is an important “outcome” of dialog, although few asking for “legal form”. But we understand we can not have reasonable and workable “legal form” before good communication and dialog. Or the wrong policy will bring “big harm” to “single interconnected space” as internet we enjoy today which not only in social exchange, business practice, economic development, even the possible “new civilization” for next generation. How we can protect the success of internet bring to us, it will the key for all in developing “new world” for tomorrow.

We also tried to figure out “what is the best mechanism to resolve internet issues we have today”? Multi-stakeholder mechanism or traditional treaty organizations or governments’ agreement only. We discussed about local and regional cases, such as PIPA/SOPA in US congress, ACTA in European Congress, and some Asia local government legal practice to resolve problems, such as spam, app/consumer rights, internet monopoly, IP address allocation/assignment policy, security concern and privacy issues. We recognized the government traditional policy development process or treaty agreement with communicate or dialog with all the stakeholders. It will generate “hard to execute the legal practice”, “broke the one single interconnected internet space into fragmentation to harm the internet, economy, human communication, social experience sharing, and many”, either the government or treaty organization will lose the credibility or generate “harm” to community, economy, society, and the development of civilization. At the same time, we understand the victims under the current internet space. How to develop a remedy for those victims. It requires dialog and communication from different parties and groups. We are optimistic from previous WSIS and IGF meetings, we all learned lots. And we encourage people to have patience, and “Rome was not built in a day”.



	
	Summary : We strongly suggest :

1) to continue IGF platform for dialog and communication among different stakeholders, 

2) to enhance and expand the IGF model into region, nation, and community to recognize “process learning” is an important outcome. Sometime “process” is more important than “a quick under preparation policy decision”.  

3) any policy making have to consider the possible or potential harm to “the single interconnected internet space”

4) No single nation, no single society, no single institution, no single treaty organization can solve complicated internet governance issues today. We have to bring all together to enhance communication, dialog, and exchange idea and thru the process to improve or resolve issues we have today.



	
	Issues where opinions varied: For “Sovereignty”, we recognize the culture difference among region, nations, people, and more. Majority of panelists and audience looking for dialog among different stakeholders (governments, private sectors, civil societies,..). There is one audience asking “what is the role of government here”? Basically, no one in the panel questioned about “the role of government” no matter in treaty organizations or non-traditional international organizations. What we asking is “the dialog and working together to resolve the issues we are facing”. And we believe “process” is an important “outcome” of dialog, although few asking for “legal form”. But we understand we can not have reasonable and workable “legal form” before good communication and dialog. Or the wrong policy will bring “big harm” to “single interconnected space” as internet we enjoy today which not only in social exchange, business practice, economic development, even the possible “new civilization” for next generation. How we can protect the success of internet bring to us, it will the key for all in developing “new world” for tomorrow.

We also tried to figure out “what is the best mechanism to resolve internet issues we have today”? Multi-stakeholder mechanism or traditional treaty organizations or governments’ agreement only. We discussed about local and regional cases, such as PIPA/SOPA in US congress, ACTA in European Congress, and some Asia local government legal practice to resolve problems, such as spam, app/consumer rights, internet monopoly, IP address allocation/assignment policy, security concern and privacy issues. We recognized the government traditional policy development process or treaty agreement with communicate or dialog with all the stakeholders. It will generate “hard to execute the legal practice”, “broke the one single interconnected internet space into fragmentation to harm the internet, economy, human communication, social experience sharing, and many”, either the government or treaty organization will lose the credibility or generate “harm” to community, economy, society, and the development of civilization. At the same time, we understand the victims under the current internet space. How to develop a remedy for those victims. It requires dialog and communication from different parties and groups. We are optimistic from previous WSIS and IGF meetings, we all learned lots. And we encourage people to have patience, and “Rome was not built in a day”.
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