Written Statement by Civil Society entities on the Multi-Year Program of Work of the Commission on Science and Technology for Development 
Civil Society considers the decision to entrust the Commission on Science and Technology for Development with the task of monitoring of follow-up to the World Summit on the Information Society a challenge and an opportunity.  We recognize that, consistent with the follow-up to all major United Nations conferences, an intergovernmental body is charged with overseeing implementation of agreements.  We believe that, in addition to its formal role, the CSTD can innovate in the key area of multi-stakeholder participation in follow-up that was clearly given a priority in the Tunis Agenda.

The information revolution will define the 21st century economy and society.  The Internet has already accelerated globalization beyond all previous predictions, the fastest growing technological innovation that the world has seen.  The Internet drives trade and commerce, provides openness to ideas, makes government more accessible and accountable at all levels and can be a vehicle for achieving the Millennium Development Goals.  The Internet is also a challenge, because most international policy regimes are affected by it in ways that can conflict as well as be mutually supportive.

As importantly, no group or institution can claim to manage the essentially borderless Internet.  The capacity of governments individually to regulate is limited, much of the growth and investment is propelled by the private sector, civil society and academia are key sources of innovation and use.  Civil Society has been a major actor in both the preparations and follow-up to WSIS, including the multi-stakeholder Internet Governance Forum and the Global Alliance for ICT and Development.

Multi-year program of work
The Commission’s task in monitoring follow-up needs to be defined carefully. Like most international plans of action the Geneva and Tunis outcomes of the WSIS are complex and cover a wide-variety of actions to be taken.  Dealing with them systematically would require that they be broken down into themes around which information could be organized and policy discussions facilitated. The outcome of the Geneva part of WSIS was the Action Lines, while the outcome of the Tunis part was recommendations on Internet governance and on financial mechanisms.  The Action Lines can be further divided between policy issues and ICT applications.  There are eight ICT Applications in the Geneva Agenda each somewhat specialized.  Much of the work in the area of Internet Governance is expected to take place in the Internet Governance Forum, while much of the implementation work will be undertaken by specific international organizations like ITU, UNDP and the World Bank and within the multi-stakeholder Global Alliance for ICT and Development.

The Commission should deal, at each session, with three themes: one Action line, one ICT Application, and a policy issue from either Internet governance or financial mechanisms.  The latter two could alternate years.  Since Internet governance is essentially a policy issue, it would meet the criterion of having a policy discussion one year, and since financial mechanisms are essentially operational, this would meet the criterion of dealing with operations in alternative years.  Similarly, some of the Action Lines are essentially policy-based, while others are operational.

The model of structuring the Commission’s work around themes will only be effective if the themes are well-prepared in advance.  The theme model has been used in the follow-up of other conferences.  The same should be done for the Commission.  

There would be at least two themes from the Action Lines and ICT Applications.  Partnerships could be determined to organize preparatory themes (which could involve as many preparatory activities as necessary).  The results of these preparatory activities could be made available to the Commission as a starting point for its discussions.  The results of the Internet Governance Forum’s work in the previous year could also feed into the Commission as input into its deliberations.  For example, the results of the IGF in Rio in 2007 could feed into discussions at the Commission in 2008.

The approach in defining the work programme should guarantee that the dynamic and fast-evolving nature of issues related to the information society be recognised in the CSTD activities. The work of the CSTD should also not exclude emerging issues related to the information society. Therefore, in addition to the main focused themes of a structured CSTD program of work, a certain degree of flexibility should be maintained so that all issues to be addressed in the course of the period going till 2015 could be meaningfully considered when necessary. 

During the intersession period preceding the 1st year of the CSTD biennial cycles, inputs should be received by the CSTD Secretariat from Action Line facilitators and other stakeholders involved in the implementation of the WSIS outcomes, with the view to “identify obstacles and constraints encountered” in the implementation process on issues/applications going beyond the main themes of the on going CSTD cycle. 
Therefore the UN Secretary General report to the CSTD on the System Wide follow up to the World Summit on the Information Society should include:

· A comprehensive analysis of the main themes of the CSTD biennial cycle, based on the review and assessment of the progress at the international and regional levels in the implementation of action lines, recommendations and commitments contained in the outcome documents of the Summit; This analysis should be based on inputs on activities received from the Action Lines facilitation process, the IGF and the other stakeholders involved in the implementation process.
· A compilation of contributions and inputs identifying specific obstacles and constraints encountered identified in the implementation of WSIS outcomes (1st yearof the biennial cycle) or actions and initiatives to overcome them and important measures for further WSIS implementation (2nd year of the CSTD biennial cycle). 
The involvement of different institutions and stakeholders is a key element of this model.  Each theme and session would have its partners and since the themes would be known in advance, appropriate partners could be identified in advance.  Civil society stands ready to contribute to this process and to help ensure that the CSTD performs its role successfully.

	Table 1.  Possible Structure of the main Themes in Commission sessions 2008-2015

	Years of biennial cycles
	Policy Issues
	ICT Applications
	Internet Governance / Financial Mechanisms

	2008-2009:

11th and 12th sessions
	• Access to information and knowledge
• Cultural diversity and identity, linguistic diversity and local content; and 
• Media
	• E-learning 
• E-science


	• Internet Governance

• Financial Mechanisms

	2010-2011:

13th and 14th sessions
	• Information and Communication Infrastructure

• Building confidence and security in the use of ICTs and Ethical dimensions of the Information Society
	• E-agriculture 
• E-health 
	• Internet Governance

• Financial Mechanisms

	2012-2013:

15th and 16th sessions
	• Capacity Building

• Enabling environment
	• E-business
• E-employment 

	• Internet Governance

• Financial Mechanisms

	2014-2015:

17th and 18th sessions
	• The role of public governance authorities and all stakeholders in the promotion of ICTs for development 

• International and regional cooperation

	• E-government
• E-environment 

	• Internet Governance

• Financial Mechanisms

	
	Overall Appraisal




Working methods
Working methods of the CSTD should reflect the multi-stakeholder approach of the WSIS system wide follow-up. This would apply to all WSIS follow up related in-session and intersession processes taking place within the mandate of the CSTD.
Noting that the question of CSTD working methods in the system wide follow up to WSIS will be addressed during the up coming 10th session, we expect that all discussions and consultations in this regard would respect the principle of multi-stakeholder approach, inclusiveness and transparency. 
