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Internet governance is a complex, highly interdependent process, which, in the past twenty 
years, has produced a rich norma8ve framework: that norma8ve framework, which rests on 
collabora8on, inclusiveness and par8cipa8on without permission is grounded on the 
mul8stakeholder model. In fact, one cannot discuss Internet governance outside of 
mul8stakeholder par8cipa8on.  

The Internet and multistakeholder governance are tightly interwoven. The Internet is a by-
product of a pure collaborative process between engineers, individuals, government 
agencies and businesses. It emerged because this different set of people shared a common 
goal despite their often diverse and distinct viewpoints; that goal was to create a network 
that would be decentralized and could respond to any type of failure. As Internet pioneer 
David Clark has stipulated, the ultimate design goal for the Internet is to ensure that 
“communication must continue despite loss of networks or gateways” and that “the 
Internet must permit distributed management of its resources”. In the Internet’s design, 
there is no single point of failure and network operations are decentralized.  

It is this very design that the first and second round of the WSIS processes, in Geneva in 
2003 and in Tunis in 2005, recognised when they agreed that the future of the Internet 
could only be guaranteed through a collaborative process.  

For almost two decades, mul8stakeholder governance has been the model that has 
facilitated the par8cipa8on of a broad community of stakeholders that comprise the 
Internet. It has been its constant companion; a model, which has managed to inspire 
people, allow them to be ac8ve contributors and, most importantly, open the door to voices 
that usually find it hard to be heard. People of different geographies, backgrounds and 
cultures have been coming together for years figh8ng for the same cause: an open, 
inclusive, collabora8ve and free Internet that allows them to discuss issues pertaining to 
security, human rights, connec8vity, new and emerging technologies and a host of other 
challenges. Their views may oSen be at odds, yet this is the very thing that makes the 
mul8stakeholder model strong and resilient: difference of opinions is celebrated because it 
is seen as advancing the model; not as undermining it. 
 
This is exactly what is at stake in the forthcoming years: the ability of people to speak up; to 
relate; to par8cipate; to be part of something they feel passionate about and have vested 
interests in. It is, therefore, under this historical light that one must consider the en8re 
Global Digital Compact process; and, it is under this procedural light that the Secretary 
General should place the Global Digital Compact 



place we want to go. Unfortunately,
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