Mr. Chairman,

Thank you very much.

I will speak on behalf of the European Union and its 27 Member States.

Firstly, I would like to focus on the preparations for this year's IGF. We welcome that the preparations for this year's IGF are already progressing. In this context we commend also the MAG for the work it has done so far. We think that the structure of the present draft agenda allows to address a wide range of issues, in line with the IGF mandate agreed upon during WSIS. This is very welcome, as no topic should be a priori excluded from discussions at the IGF. 

We welcome in particular that a space is foreseen to take account of national and regional IGF activities. The EURODig meeting has recently taken place in Madrid. We trust  that the messages from this event will be also fed into the global IGF. We encourage all organizers of national and regional dialogues to provide their input into the global IGF. This growing replication of the multi-stakeholder format pioneered by the IGF is not only fulfilling the objectives of paragraph 80 of the Tunis Agenda, but also the best illustration of the value of this process: a major concrete outcome of the IGF is the demonstration of the viability and benefits of multi-stakeholder interaction. 

At the same time, we would like to encourage all those involved in the preparations for sessions at the IGF to join their efforts and avoid repetitions of sessions on identical subjects. We are sure that one of the benefits of the IGF is bringing together stakeholders that might not have met otherwise and hold different views. Therefore, it might be better to have a wide variety of views in one session rather than several sessions looking at the same topic from different angles with the obvious risk of repetition and overlap. Encouraging mergers between workshops addressing similar issues and improving the relationship between workshops and main sessions should be a major focus of the preparation of this year’s IGF. 

As within the European Union, we are already aiming at coordinating ourselves in this respect, we note that this is not an easy task, but we would see value in placing efforts towards this goal.

Mr. Chairman, please allow me some words about an issue that is not directly related to the organisation of this year's IGF, but which is nevertheless pertinent to our exchanges.

I would like to take this opportunity to highlight once again that the European Union, like the overwhelming majority of speakers at the consultations in Sharm El Sheikh, is absolutely convinced that the Internet Governance Forum should be continued beyond its initial time frame of five years. Its comprehensive mandate and main characteristics, in particular its non-binding multi-stakeholder character are the core foundations upon which we can all develop the IGF further, while keeping with the spirit of the practices we have collaboratively developed during its first five years. .

More than ever, the Internet Governance Forum, in its working and functioning is and has to remain multilateral, multi-stakeholder, democratic and transparent.

We note that that the Tunis Agenda, in its paragraph 111, requests the United Nations General Assembly to make an overall review of the implementation of WSIS outcomes in 2015. We therefore consider that the IGF should be renewed at least until the overall WSIS review foreseen in 2015.

We believe that while the UN GA will take the ultimate decision on the continuation of the IGF, both CSTD and ECOSOC should be involved in preparing this decision. 

It is important to distinguish the question of the continuation of the IGF from more organisational questions. The former should be the only topic addressed in the UN spaces such as the CSTD, ECOSOC and UN GA. The latter should respect the spirit of the Tunis Agenda mandate, as well as the operating modalities that have progressively emerged. Further evolutions of the IGF working methods should therefore be discussed among all stakeholders through IGF's self-organizing processes. We support  to hold the traditional stock-taking exercise on methodology that normally takes place every February at an earlier date, for instance in November. 

This will be a unique opportunity for Forum participants to draw lessons from the first five years, examine the articulation of the national and regional exercises with the global event and, more generally, to discuss in a multi-stakeholder format possible further improvements of the IGF working methods.

In particular, we think that there is certainly more room for increased outreach and visibility in the IGF. The IGF is such a useful and beneficial platform that it would be indeed deplorable if it was not made more widely known. We think that it would be particularly beneficial to further encourage and increase participation from developing countries, youth, policy makers including Parliamentarians and businesses. This way the IGF can inform and impact debates and decision-making processes in other fora and organisations. We believe that the past meetings of the IGF have demonstrated that the IGF provides added value to debates elsewhere rather than duplicating them.

We are confident however that the exchanges within IGF structures allow a good platform to address the question how to increase outreach and visibility. Regarding improvements to visibility, it could be useful to transmit the summary of the chair to a wider range of fora and at the same time add a non-negotiated synthesis of the meeting, including where possible on-site reports from workshops and other sessions. 

In the context of enhancing outreach, we welcome very much the work undertaken regarding remote participation. Contributions should be made accessible to wide variety of public using captioning and multilingual sessions may be considered. While it might not replace actual participation at the meeting which should be therefore also further fostered, it does certainly contribute positively to making the exchanges at the IGF known to a wider public and to feeding those discussions with even more voices. We believe however that it is a task for every participant to contribute towards those goals, visibility and outreach.

One of the prerequisites for allowing more outreach is the openness of the IGF and therefore we see value in maintaining it, in particular with respect to participation as well as with respect to the topics addressed. It should remain a forum where discussion on all issues relating to Internet Governance is encouraged and welcomed.

I would like to take this opportunity to deeply thank the IGF Secretariat and the Chair of the Multi-stakeholder Advisory Group for the remarkable and efficient work they do in helping bridge differences and organize this unique gathering.  

Finally, I would like to express gratitude to the government of Lithuania for hosting this year's IGF. Following the first IGF in Athens, we welcome that the IGF is coming back again to the European Union. We are committed as in previous years to work with all stakeholders in order to contribute to the success of this year's meeting.

At the same time we are already looking forward to the meeting after Vilnius. In this regard, I would like to warmly thank Kenya for already offering to host the 2011 IGF.
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