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Dear Mr. Chairman, distingushed delegates,

I thank you for the opportunity to discuss with you the further development of interaction among governments and civil society, in particular during PrepCom3. 

WSIS, we all know this, is an innovation. The multistakeholder approach has never before practisized by an UN Summit. There is no model. We have entered new territory. 

If I am looking backwards to PrepCom1, I can see a lot of progress. In the beginning of the WSIS process civil society was unorganized and not really prepared for a structured dialogue with other stakeholders. On the other hand, there was a lot of mistrust by a large number of governments, that the invitation to civil society could be misused and produce turmoil, trouble and inefficiency. 

One year later this has changed on both sides. Civil society is well organized and has demonstrated its capacity for a serious and efficient dialogue. Its structures - the CS Plenary, the CS Content and Themes Group, the more than 25 CS families and caucuses and the CS Bureau - is a workable mechanism. On the other hand, we have noticed that governments have acknowledged the value of substantial contributions from civil society which added value by expertise and specific knowledge to the intergovernmental process. 

Civil Society was rather satisfied with the opportunity during this InterSessional meeting. We could speak every day, more then three hours in four days. And we have noticed that the chair has seen this as a valuable contribution, a constructive input to the difficult negotiations. 

However, if it comes to the latest version of the Declaration, there is some frustration among many members of civil society. A lot of input is not reflected in the present version of the document. And some fundamental ideas, which has been documented in part B of the previous documents, have disappeared. This is partly understandable, because what is said nine o’clock in the morning, is forgotton already four o’clock in the afternoon, if the relevant paragraph is negotiated. 

In the spirit of constructive engagement we would propose the intergovernmental bureau a further developed mechanism for an improved interaction among civil society and governments during PrepCom3.  We believe, the interaction could be more efficient if speakers of civil society can speak clearer and directly to the points, which are under discussion. We know the rules of procedure and we know also, that civil society has no negotiation rights. What we propose is a mechanism, which would fit into the rules of procedures but improve efficiency and produce more legitimacy and credibility to the final documents.

We propose the following procedure for PrepCom3: If during PrepCom3 the Chair of Working Group 2 starts the negotiation of a special section of the documents, she invites for a limited period of time  - lets say 15 minutes – input from civil society. During this period, the negotiations are formally interrupted. Speakers of civil society could speak directly to the relevant paragraphs with all their expert knowledge. After the 15 minutes, the chair would formally reopen the negotiations and governments could try to find the relevant language by being aware what the special interests and concerns of civil society are. In practice, this would be a “stop-and-go-negotiation-process”. 

Practically speaking, we have about 10 chapters in the declaration. This would mean in total a speaking time of 150 minutes for civil society. This is less than we have here in Paris, but the time could be used much more efficient and the interaction would be more concrete and intense.

We know, that the negotiation process is very complex and time consuming. We do not want to make life more difficult for governments. We see us as partners, who can offer some special expertise and knowledge with regard to concrete questions  which could even help governments to find easier solutions to complex questions.

Such a mechanism would be also an innovation, which would demonstrate the world, that the multistakeholder approach is not only a lip service. It would be a new type of partnership, which would build more trust and led to shared responsibility in the following processes of implementation of the decisions, taken by WSIS. The winner would be everybody. And the legitimacy and credibility of the final document for the public at large could be further enhanced and improved. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

