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Dear Co-Facilitators of the WSIS+20 Review process,

We, the undersigned youth leaders from the Asia Pacific (APAC) region, sincerely appreciate the
opportunity to provide input to the WSIS+20 Zero Draft. Asia is experiencing the largest Internet
growth globally—driven by rapid digital transformation, technological advancements, increasing
digital infrastructure investments, and a large youth population now coming online.

Facilitated by NetMission.Asia,' this joint letter is the result of more than 120 written comments
received from 26 youth leaders across 18 economies in the APAC region during a community
consultation period held from 3—15 September 2025, as well as a 2.5-hour live discussion and editing
session with 17 youth on 24 September 2025.> This process reflects the strong interest and
commitment of young people in the region to contribute meaningfully to Internet Governance and the
WSIS+20 Review process.

It is encouraging to see the acknowledgement of youth in the Preamble and the decision to make the
Internet Governance Forum (IGF) a permanent forum of the United Nations. However, we urge
meaningful change in several areas to ensure that the critical perspective of youth is represented in
global digital governance.

Recognizing Youth as a Distinct Stakeholder Group Beyond Beneficiaries

We support the recognition of the importance of inclusive and broader multistakeholder participation.
However, we urge that this recognition be explicitly extended to youth in (105) and (120) given the
insufficiency on youth recognition. WSIS+20 Review is a pivotal moment to integrate youth
leadership structurally as co-creators to ensure a sustainable and inclusive multistakeholder model, and
to enable the next generation to participate meaningfully in decision-making at all levels. Without
deliberate, meaningful inclusion, youth perspectives risk being treated as secondary or optional rather
than integral to the governance of “our” digital future.

Youth are more than beneficiaries, we are active contributors. The work of Youth IGF initiatives and
the contributions of young people over the past decade demonstrate the value of an inclusive,**’
bottom-up multistakeholder environment like the IGF. It is encouraging to see the work of 170+
National and Regional IGFs were applauded in (113) and the commitment to reinforce the

intersessional work and support national and regional initiatives in (117) and (118).

However, it is disheartening to see the lack of explicit recognition and commitment to support
sub-regional and Youth IGF initiatives across (113, 117-118) in the Zero Draft. The use of terminology
such as “national and regional initiatives” in (117) obscures the unique efforts of all “NRIs” (which,
according to the IGF website, stands for “National, Sub-Regional, Regional, and Youth IGF
initiatives”). This risks perpetuating the false impression and reinforcing misperception that
sub-regional and youth contributions are not recognized in IGF history.°
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€ We urge an immediate adjustment of (113, 117-118) and related instances in the Zero Draft to
explicitly recognize the work and commitment to reinforce and support all “NRIs” through an
acronym or terminology that is inclusive of “National, Sub-Regional, Regional, and Youth IGF
initiatives”.

€ We request that youth be explicitly recognized as a distinct stakeholder group in (3), (105) and
in all instances where stakeholder groups are enumerated to describe ongoing multi-stakeholder
participation and meaningful representation.

€ We call for the creation of leadership pathways by encouraging governments to include
next-generation leaders in their delegations to key digital governance fora and by establishing a
Youth Council to support WSIS Action Line facilitators, the WSIS Forum, the IGF, and other
related multistakeholder initiatives.’

Closing the digital divide with gender, linguistic & cultural diversity

7. The digital divide remains a pressing challenge for youth in our region. Unequal access to affordable
devices, connectivity, and education, as highlighted in (12), (18), (28), continues to limit our ability to
fully benefit from social and economic development and civic participation. This is further
compounded by risks such as job displacement from emerging technologies like generative artificial
intelligence (Al), the spread of misinformation and disinformation, and insufficient efforts in digital
literacy education.

8. We support the goal of (32) to connect the unconnected and improve the quality and affordability of
connectivity, and we welcome commitments to ensure women and girls have equal opportunities in the
digital society (13, 92). However, inclusive participation of equity-deserving groups, particularly from
women, girls, and individuals of diverse religions and sexual orientations, as well as the importance of
diverse linguistic accessibility through Internationalized Domain Names (IDNs) and Universal
Acceptance (UA) need to be emphasized prominently in bridging the gap in the digital divide. Access
to the Internet in more languages enables a larger number of non-English speaking stakeholders
worldwide to connect to the digital society.

9. While it is encouraging to see global progress in Internet access in (21), it fails to capture the reality of
the persistent digital divide between urban and rural or remote communities, especially in Pacific
Island nations and conflict zones. Overlooking the reality of the digital divide in (31) risks leaving
people vulnerable to misinformation, exploitation, and social marginalization due to an unrecognized
digital literacy gap.

€ We urge revision of (21) to include gaps in Internet access between urban and rural or remote
areas, especially in Pacific Island nations and conflict zones, to capture both progress and
persisting inequalities.

€ We urge extending (11) and (18) to include linguistic accessibility through IDNs and UA as
essential to linguistic diversity, inclusivity, and cultural participation online.

€ We urge broadening the framing of capacity-building in (31) to also acknowledge the risks of
digital exclusion, such as vulnerability to misinformation, exploitation, and marginalization,
and highlight the need for targeted digital literacy initiatives.



Building Responsible Innovation and Equity for Future Generations

10. We welcome the Zero Draft’s recognition of barriers faced by developing nations in (5) and

I1.

commitments to children and youth in (14), alongside efforts to leverage digital technologies for
environmental sustainability and energy efficiency in (50-54). However, the draft falls short in
explicitly addressing the challenges the next generation faces, including climate-related existential
threats and financial, technical, and institutional constraints that limit youth participation in
governance and innovation. Collaboration with all stakeholders in established Internet Governance
forums is critical to advance a sustainable digital infrastructure and economy for a
development-oriented and human-centric future.

Environmental impacts from growing energy consumption, e-waste, and unsustainable digital
infrastructure disproportionately affect vulnerable communities, especially youth in Pacific Island
Nations and rural or remote areas. Rapid Al development, concentrated in a few countries, risks
amplifying global inequalities, sidelining even non-English languages (both widely spoken and
non-dominant), and Indigenous knowledge. Explicit youth inclusion, combined with extending the Al
research initiatives in (100) to empower youth perspectives and participation in responsible
innovation, could foster more people-centered, equitable, sustainable, and inclusive technologies,
environmental management, and governance systems.

€ We urge the acknowledgement of youth as next-generation leaders facing systemic barriers
alongside other marginalized groups in participating in digital governance in (5).

€ We urge that youth-focused capacity building be included and opportunities expanded for youth
to engage in monitoring, research, and advocacy on sustainable digital practices.

€ We urge the recognition of independent environmental impact assessment framework(s), such
as the Ecolnternet Index (EII), and committing to optimize Internet and digital infrastructure
for energy efficiency.®
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The individuals listed below endorse and associate themselves with the recommendations and
perspectives presented in this response to the Zero Draft:

—

O ©® N vk WD

N NN N N N N N N = o e e e e e e
0 9N L kA LN R, O O N R W NN = O

29.
30.

31.
32.
33.

v/ Jenna Fung, Hong Kong SAR / Canada, Asia Pacific Youth IGF & NetMission.Asia

v/ Bea Guevarra, Philippines, Philippines yIGF & NetMission.Asia

v/ Socheata Sokhachan, Cambodia, Youth IGF Cambodia & NetMission.Asia

v/ Evin Ashley Erdogdu, Tiirkiye / United States, DotAsia Organisation

v/ Dean Mark Molde, Philippines, Southville International School and Colleges

v/ Au Yi Teng, Singapore, Nanyang Technological University

¢/ Sammakara Mak, Cambodia, National Institute of Science, Technology and Innovation
v/ Hino Samuel Jose, Indonesia, ASEAN Youth Forum

v/ Jasmine Ko, Hong Kong SAR, Hong Kong Youth IGF

. ¢/ Bhavisha Sharma, Fiji, YIGF Pacific

. ¢ Sione F.Likiliki, Tonga, YIGF Pacific

. ¢ Ahmad Umair Suhaidi, Malaysia, Internet Society Malaysia Chapter

. ¢ Filimoni Pelenato, Samoa, Samoa Information Technology Association, Top Tech Samoa Ltd
. ¢/ Barkha Manral, India, India Internet Research Organisation (IIRO)

. ¢ Shivalika Jayshree Dutt, Fiji, YIGF Pacific

. ¢/ Zainab Fayyaz Cheema, Pakistan, UET Lahore

. ¢ Hailan Wang, China / Germany, Youth IGF & Technical University of Munich

. ¢ Bibek Silwal, Nepal, Youth IGF Nepal & APIGA Nepal

. ¢ Zin Myo Htet, Myanmar / Thailand Youth IGF Myanmar & Chiang Mai University
. ¢ Om Prakash Sharma, Nepal, acAlberry Technologies

. ¢/ Ankita Rathi, India, Internet Society Delhi Chapter

. ¢ Azeem Sajjad, Pakistan, Internet Society Islamabad Chapter

. ¢ Eunseo Lee, South Korea, Dankook University

. ¢ Saanvi Saraswat, India, Youth IGF

. ¢ Sherry Shek, Hong Kong SAR, Independent digital policy researcher

. ¢ Raj Pandey, Nepal, Kathmandu School of Law

. ¢/ Gustirani Amelia Retmono, Indonesia, DotAsia Organisation

. ¢ Songo Nore, Papua New Guinea, SNOB Consultancy, & Inaugural ICT Board for Morobe

Provincial Government in PNG

v/ Atta ul Haq, Pakistan, Youth Association for Development (YAD), Quetta

v/ Jaewon Son, South Korea / Germany, Institute for Technology Assessment and Systems Analysis
(ITAS), Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT)

¢/ Muhammad Farhan Shahmi bin Abdullah, Malaysia / United Kingdom, University of Cambridge
v/ Taimur Shahzad, Republic of Pakistan / South Korea , Jeju National university

¢/ Prerna Chhetri, Bhutan, College of Science and Technology
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' Md. Mahedi Hasan, Bangladesh, APrIGF MSG Member & Fellow of Internet Society
v Andrea Melyn Catalan, Philippines, Mapua University

v/ Nawal Munir, Pakistan, Asia Pacific Youth IGF & NetMission.Asia

v/ Edward Tsoi, Hong Kong, Al Safety Asia

v/ Luke Teoh Rong Guang, Malaysia, NetMission 2021-2022 Ambassador

¢/ Qurra Tul Ain Nisar, Pakistan, NetMission 2021-2022 Ambassador

v’ Kristina karki, Nepal, NetMission 2024-2025 Ambassador

¢/ Sarah Lam, Australia, Monash University

v/ John Gilbert D. Ora’a, Philippines, PH yIGF & Internet Society PH

v’ Joysa Kaushik, India, National Forensic Sciences University Delhi Campus & Internet Society
Mumbai, Delhi.

v’ Jose Carmelo B. Cueto, Philippines, Internet Society Philippines

¢/ Rilla Gusela Sumisra, Indonesia, NetMission 2019-2020 Ambassador

+ Ibni Inggrianti, Indonesia, Bandung Institute of Technology

v/ Athena Tong, Hong Kong / Japan, Research Centre for Advanced Science and Technology,
University of Tokyo

¢’ Kenneth Leung, Hong Kong / United Kingdom, NetMission’s Asia Pacific Policy Observatory,
HKyIGF

v Pham Huyen Trang, Vietnam, Vietnam network of People living with HIV

v/ Tayyaba Iftikhar, Pakistan/Canada, Internet Society Islamabad Chapter

¢/ Rafi Uddin, Pakistan, NetMission 2025 Ambassador

¢ Sarai Faleupolu Tevita, Samoa, Pacific Islands Chapter of Internet Society

v/ Ashutosh Maharaj, Fiji, Fiji National University

v/ Swaran Ravindra, Fiji, Fiji National University

v Jasbindar Singh, Fiji, Fiji National University

v/ Phyo Thiri Lwin, Myanmar, NetMission 2020-2021 Ambassador

¢/ Saima Nisar, Pakistan / Malaysia, Xiamen University Malaysia

v/ Alex Tsang, Hong Kong SAR, HKyIGF 2025 participant

v/ Chan Ka Wing, Hong Kong, The Chinese University of Hong Kong

¢/ Sadichchha Silwal, Advocate, yIGF Nepal

¢/ Po-Yu Chen, Taiwan, yIGF Taiwan

¢/ Guntur Ramadhan, Indonesia, NetMission 2020-2021 Ambassador

¢/ Dahyun Chung, South Korea, Ewha Womans University

v’ Vicky YANG, Laos, National University of Laos

¢ Mandy Chan, Hong Kong SAR, NetMission 2018-19 Ambassador

v Stella Teoh, Malaysia, NetMission 2021-2022 Ambassador

¢/ Anika Vashisth, India, Enate India and ISOC Mumbai

¢/ Archit Lohani, India, LL.M. Candidate in Law, Science & Technology
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