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INTRODUCTION 
 
1. We recognize that it is now time to move from principles to action, considering 

the work already being done in implementing the Geneva Plan of Action and identifying 
those areas where progress has been made, is being made, or has not taken place. 

2. We reaffirm the commitments made in Geneva and build on them in Tunis by 
focusing on financial mechanisms for bridging the digital divide, on Internet governance 
and related issues, as well as on implementation and follow-up of the Geneva and Tunis 
decisions. 
 

FINANCIAL MECHANISMS FOR MEETING THE  
CHALLENGES OF ICT FOR DEVELOPMENT 

 
3. We thank the UN Secretary-General for his efforts in creating the Task Force 

on Financial Mechanisms (TFFM) and we commend the members on their report. 
. . . 

INTERNET GOVERNANCE 
. . . 

 58. We recognize that Internet governance includes more than Internet naming 
and addressing. It also includes other significant public policy issues such as, inter alia, 
critical Internet resources, the security and safety of the Internet, and developmental 
aspects and issues pertaining to the use of the Internet.  

. . . 
60. We further recognize that there are many cross-cutting international public 

policy issues that require attention and are not adequately addressed by the current 
mechanisms. 
 61. We are convinced that there is a need to initiate, and reinforce, as appropriate, 
a transparent, democratic, and multilateral process, with the participation of governments, 
private sector, civil society and international organizations, in their respective roles. This 
process could envisage creation of a suitable framework or mechanisms, where justified, 
thus spurring the ongoing and active evolution of the current arrangements in order to 
synergize the efforts in this regard. 

. . . 
67. We agree, inter alia, to invite the UN Secretary-General to convene a new 

forum for multi-stakeholder policy dialogue. 
68. We recognize that all governments should have an equal role and 

responsibility for international Internet governance and for ensuring the stability, security 
and continuity of the Internet. We also recognize the need for development of public 
policy by governments in consultation with all stakeholders. 
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. . . 
70. Using relevant international organizations [e.g., the United Nations], such 

cooperation should include the development of globally-applicable principles on public 
policy issues associated with the coordination and management of critical Internet 
resources. In this regard, we call upon the organizations responsible for essential tasks 
associated with the Internet to contribute to creating an environment that facilitates this 
development of public policy principles. 

. . . 
72. We ask the UN Secretary-General, in an open and inclusive process, to 

convene, by the second quarter of 2006, a meeting of the new forum for multi-
stakeholder policy dialogue—called the Internet Governance Forum (IGF). The mandate 
of the Forum is to: 
 

a) Discuss public policy issues related to key elements of Internet 
governance in order to foster the sustainability, robustness, security, 
stability and development of the Internet. 

b) Facilitate discourse between bodies dealing with different cross-
cutting international public policies regarding the Internet and discuss 
issues that do not fall within the scope of any existing body. 

c) Interface with appropriate intergovernmental organizations and 
other institutions on matters under their purview. 

d) Facilitate the exchange of information and best practices, and in 
this regard make full use of the expertise of the academic, scientific and 
technical communities. 

e) Advise all stakeholders in proposing ways and means to 
accelerate the availability and affordability of the Internet in the 
developing world. 

. . . 
77. The IGF would have no oversight function and would not replace existing 

arrangements, mechanisms, institutions or organizations, but would involve them and 
take advantage of their expertise. It would be constituted as a neutral, non-duplicative and 
nonbinding process. It would have no involvement in day-to-day or technical operations 
of the Internet.  
 


