Informal consultation on WSIS implementation and follow-up: 2 May 2005

Meeting summary

· Although the meeting was convened at relatively short notice, the idea of holding informal consultations open to all stakeholders was generally welcomed.

· The agenda was adopted and the background documents were introduced by the secretariat.

· The deadline for further comments on chapter one and four of the Tunis Final Document(s) is May 31st. The WSIS Bureau may establish a new Group of Friends of the Chair, if there are sufficient comments to discuss. 

· The ITU Council would be able to send a contribution, either to the Group of Friends of the Chair or directly to PrepCom-3, if it chooses to do so.

· Civil society representatives urged that a formal multi-stakeholder dialogue on implementation and follow-up be established within the WSIS process.

· CCBI, representing the private sector, while welcoming the chance for dialogue, urged that ITU’s WG-WSIS should not assume that ITU will be given a role in WSIS implementation and that any proposal should be conditional upon the decisions of PrepCom and the UN Secretary-General.

· Switzerland presented a proposal based around two documents to be noted at the Tunis Summit:

· A stocktaking implementation document

· A stakeholder commitments document.

The proposal received broad support. There was some discussion over the possible need for criteria for stakeholders making commitments, to ensure they are real. The topic will be further discussed in the WSIS Bureau on May 13.

· Several basic underlying principles were proposed for the implementation process. On many of these, there was agreement:

· Any implementation mechanism must have a multi-stakeholder character. This is an essential characteristic of the WSIS process. Some commented that the mechanism by which WGIG was established might be a good model for a multi-stakeholder process, though not all agreed.

· The implementation must be carried out at a national level, as well as regional and international levels. Therefore, Member States should press ahead with creation of national dialogues for implementation.

· The WSIS implementation and follow-up must be closely aligned with other global frameworks, notably of the achievement of the goals expressed in the Millennium Declaration.

· On other questions, however, there was less consensus:

· Some felt that it is necessary to make a basic distinction between follow-up (of the WSIS process) and implementation (of the WSIS action lines). 

· Some argued that there should be an “implementation mechanism”, which should be decentralized and based around multi-stakeholder teams. Others felt there was no requirement for such a “mechanism”.

· Some favoured nominating an overall coordinating body to avoid duplication between the stakeholder teams. The coordinating body could comprise several organizations. Others expressed the view that there was no requirement for a coordinating body.

· Some felt that the text describing implementation and follow-up should be simpler, with each of the UN agencies carrying out those actions that lie within their respective mandates and competencies. 

· Some felt that reference should be made to UN Resolution 57/270, on integrated and coordinated follow-up to the outcomes of major UN conferences and summits in the economic and social fields.

· It was stressed that the WSIS is in many ways unique, because it is a single Summit in two phases and because it has been organized, from the start, as a multi-stakeholder process. Therefore, we have a chance to be innovative in developing an approach to follow-up and implementation.

Following this meeting, the results of this discussion shall be reported to the ITU Working Group on WSIS.
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