
 

UK views on the WSIS+20 Elements Paper 

 

Summary 

We welcome the publication of the Elements Paper. The headings of the Elements 
Paper generally provide a good overview of the issues. It recognises the progress 
made and the urgent need to connect the third of the population that is still offline. 

We are concerned, however, that the paper is backwards-looking in some areas, 
particularly on Internet governance, and it does not take into account the agreements 
reached in the GDC, particularly on Internet governance, data and AI. 

The paper also does not fully reflect the need for an inclusive, multi-stakeholder 
approach, which has been essential to the WSIS process since its inception. 

 

Detail 

We welcome the emphasis on sustainable development, environmental impacts, 
bridging digital divides, an enabling environment, human rights and capacity building. 

We welcome the references to supporting marginalised communities. However, the 
zero draft should have a dedicated section on the gender digital divide and the need 
to support women and girls. This issue requires joined-up focus and should not be 
dotted briefly around various other sections. It would be helpful to see a reference to 
UN Women. 

The zero draft should fully reflect progress made in the GDC and not re-open 
agreements that were made less than a year ago.  

Our comments on specific sections are: 

●​ Environmental impacts. We welcome this section. It could be expanded to 
include the positive benefits of ICTs to the environment (eg. online meetings 
leading to reduced travel) and the increasing problem of e-waste. 
 

●​ The enabling environment. This should be expanded to include critical elements 
of an enabling environment issues such as competition, affordability, 
independent and predictable regulation and proportionate taxation.  
 

●​ Human rights and ethical dimensions of the Information Society. We believe the 
text does not fully set out internationally recognised human rights. This section 
should refer to the issues of online censorship, internet shutdowns, independent 
media and the need to protect journalists, media workers and human rights 
defenders. We would also like to see a formal role for UN OHCHR.  

 



 

 
●​ Building confidence and security in the use of ICTs. This should say more about 

promoting cyber resilience as a part of the WSIS development agenda. 
Cybercrime and State Behaviour in Cyberspace are addressed at the UN level 
through processes which are separate to the WSIS and the WSIS review should 
not duplicate them.  
 

●​ Internet governance. We’re surprised that this section does not reflect the 
agreements in the GDC, which recognised that “Internet governance must 
continue to be global and multistakeholder in nature”.  We are sorry that it 
re-opens an old debate about enhanced cooperation. It does not recognise the 
work of two CSTD Working Groups on this issue or that the IANA transition has 
now  addressed the motivation that some had for this specific term. 
 

●​ We think the paper should recognise the many calls for an extended or 
permanent mandate for the IGF and formally recognise the role of local and 
regional IGFs, which play such an important part in promoting inclusion. It is also 
surprising that the WSIS Forum is not mentioned. 
 

●​ Data governance. We do not believe there should be a section on data 
governance. This was already dealt with in the GDC less than a year ago and we 
should now allow the CSTD Working Group on Data Governance to complete its 
work.   
 

●​ Artificial Intelligence. This section is unbalanced and it should reflect more 
accurately what was recently agreed in the GDC. For example, the GDC said the 
governance of AI should be “multistakeholder”, but that is not reflected here. The 
GDC says the UN has an “important” role to play: it is not clear why the Elements 
Paper says it is “essential”. The zero draft does not need new proposals on AI 
while we are still implementing the initiatives from the GDC. 
 

●​ Monitoring and measurement. We agree this is important and support the 
development of roadmaps for each of the WSIS Action Lines, linking up to the 
SDGs and the GDC initiatives, to be developed by UN agencies.  

We note the Member States at the CSTD recognised the importance of integrating 
the initiatives of the GDC into the WSIS process. We fully support that and hope that 
the zero draft will fully reflect this agreement. 

 

 


