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Submission #6

Name  Uirá Porã

Organisation Instituto Brasileiro de Politicas Digitais

Email address uira@culturalivre.org

Country/region Brasil/Nordeste

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Intergovernmental organisation
Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Journalism/media
Individual capacity
Hackers network

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights To have the devices and eletric power to run an internet node

Openness The governance of ethereum spectre need to be local or territorial bazed, and not
national wide based.

Accessibility We need laws to protect the ditribuited model of the Internet

Multistakeholder
participation

For true participation, we need easy and secure identification

Cross-cutting indicators Internet capacity is to be fully used.



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Identification and communication plataforms

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  Dr. David A. Bray

Organisation Harvard Visiting Executive In-Residence

Email address david.a.bray@gmail.com

Country/region USA

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Intergovernmental organisation
Internet technical and professional community
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Individuals have a locus of control over their own digital identity and data that they produce,
vs. governments or industries.

Openness Individuals are free to choose how open they are with their data, governments and industries
have a similar choice.

Accessibility Individuals have more choices for internet network access and the internet is available to
people of all abilities and languages

Multistakeholder
participation

Individuals have a locus of control over their own digital identity and data that they produce,
vs. governments or industries.

Cross-cutting
indicators

Individuals are free to choose how open they are with their data, governments and industries
have a similar choice.



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Do individuals feel like they have a locus of control over their digital identity data and
data they produce?

Openness Do individuals feel like they have a locus of control over their digital identity data and
data theay produce?

Accessibility

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Individuals have a locus of control over their own digital identity and data that they produce,
vs. governments or industries.

Openness Individuals are free to choose how open they are with their data, governments and industries
have a similar choice.

Accessibility Individuals have more choices for internet network access and the internet is available to
people of all abilities and languages

Multistakeholder
participation

Individuals have a locus of control over their own digital identity and data that they produce,
vs. governments or industries.

Cross-cutting
indicators

Individuals are free to choose how open they are with their data, governments and industries
have a similar choice.

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Recommend the UN engage Vint Cerf's "People Centered Internet" initiative. https://peoplecentered.net/
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

For part of Vint Cerf's "People Centered Internet" initiative. https://peoplecentered.net/
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

For part of Vint Cerf's "People Centered Internet" initiative. https://peoplecentered.net/



7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

The most important question we should be asking is: Do individuals feel like they have a locus of control over their
digital identity data and data theay produce?
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here. people_centered_internet.jpg

(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/people_centered_internet.jpg)

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/people_centered_internet.jpg
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Name  Ben Akoh

Organisation University of Manitoba

Email address umakoh@myumanitoba.ca

Country/region Manitoba

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Rights to educational technologies and infrastructure

Openness

Accessibility Access to knowledge and information in rural communities

Multistakeholder participation Involvement of indigenous peoples in educational and cultural policy processes.

Cross-cutting indicators

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights Rights to educational technologies and infrastructure

Openness

Accessibility Access to knowledge and information in rural communities. Access to Infrastructure in
rural communities

Multistakeholder
participation

Involvement of indigenous peoples in educational and cultural policy processes.

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Indicators should focus on advancing the equality between indigenous people in rural areas and learners in urban
areas. 

A useful indicator is:
The quantity of male and female learners with access to the internet per capita in the rural/Indigenous community
compared to those in urban areas.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

In the classroom.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? For policy processes.

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  Sivuyile Sviggy Sesi

Organisation Internative Digital @756Writing

Email address Mavidge1@gmail.com

Country/region South Africa

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Constitutional rights

Openness Economy and society

Accessibility Freedom and monitoring

Multistakeholder participation Cooperation and synergy

Cross-cutting indicators Ubuntu



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Self help

Openness Self help

Accessibility Self help

Multistakeholder participation Cooperation and tolerance

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Man and children use more of the free provided internet
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

To protect my ownership activities
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Fairly

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.

Please indicate here if you do NOT want your contribution to be published on the UNESCO Internet Universality Indicators
consultation platform.



Personal information

Questions

Submission #20

Name  Eang seanghong

Organisation RULE

Email address hongrule@gmail.com

Country/region cambodia

Gender male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.

Please indicate here if you do NOT want your contribution to be published on the UNESCO Internet Universality Indicators
consultation platform.
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Name  Mei Lin Fung

Organisation People Centered Internet

Email address mlf@alum.mit.edu

Country/region United States

Gender Female

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights 5

Openness 4

Accessibility 3

Multistakeholder participation 2

Cross-cutting indicators 1

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights NAACP has explored econ rights in the US that could be extended in global indicators -
http://bit.ly/RightToEconOpportunity

Openness Corporate Accountability for a Free and Open Internet - Ranking Digital Rights Index -
http://bit.ly/RDRIndex

Accessibility There are many kinds of access, we need to track as many as we can -
http://bit.ly/AccessIndicators

Multistakeholder
participation

The post Millennium Development Goals report set out a useful framework
http://bit.ly/MultiStakeholderIndicators

Cross-cutting
indicators

UN Sustainable Development Goals -17 categories, 230 sub indicators - Example -
http://bit.ly/cross-cutting-INDICATORS

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Geo-spatial mapping of rights - information layers easily accessed by local people especially
community leaders, researchers

Openness Geo-spatial mapping of rights - information layers easily accessed by local people especially
community leaders, researchers

Accessibility Local Community involvement in balancing tradeoffs in benefits and costs and risks. To raise
digital literacy: Re-Invent Library

Multistakeholder
participation

Local thru National leaders must lead ROAM initiatives utilize Network Improvement Tools
http://bit.ly/NetworkedCommunities

Cross-cutting
indicators

Bridge Divides: Local-Global; Individual-Community; Civic-Commercial with Network Tools
http://bit.ly/NetworkedCommunities

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

It is critically important to assure the protection and safety of the most vulnerable in society - as the Internet becomes
more accessible globally, we could be ushering "lambs to wolves" as Cyber Criminals, Terrorists and cyberbullying
elements has now had almost 25 years to develop sophisticated frauds & scams, terrorist recruitment and training
techniques, cyberbullying skills to entrap those newly coming to the Internet. Already dangerous for those who have
been on the Internet, it is extremely dangerous for the unprepared digitally illiterate and innocent. Women are included
in this category as in many societies they have been kept out of the public discourse and when the Internet is



accessible in their homes, they experience what could be an overwhelming global invasion, with few resources or
support to understand how to deal with the incoming information. 

The IEEE is leading important discussions through their standards organization
https://standards.ieee.org/develop/indconn/ec/ead_brochure.pdf 
and in the Internet Inclusion Advancing Solutions Series in Washington DC and Delhi, India 
https://internetinitiative.ieee.org/events/conferences/internet-inclusion-advancing-solutions-16-october-2017

Reports and indicators in the US are listed here: https://www.ncjrs.gov/internetsafety/cyber.html 
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

For all the projects we are involved in through the People Centered Internet, we will strive to maintain the indicators so
we can monitor our progress towards ROAM
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

I hope we will have a geo-spatial mapping framework in an accessible and friendly usable way for all of us (primary
school students to Professors, mayors and prime ministers, carpenters and homemakers to politicians and civil
servants) to track the indicators in any particular country, province or community – early on, there will be many missing
gaps – as we all start to work on this, we will begin to see the joint result of our progress. 
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

We need a strategic, operational and tactical approach and methodology that allows us to develop and evolve the
indicators framework. The US Dept of Defense invested in an initiative on the Future of Health where some tools were
developed for Network Leadership (1,2) and Networking communities so they could improve together (3,4) Links to
these tools are provided below. UNESCO could reach out to www.100MLIVES.ORG which is taking forward this work in
global communities around the world having within www.IHI.org already set up a national US network of improvement
communities to improve health serving 30 million people.
1. Network Leadership Competencies http://bit.ly/NetworkLeaderIcons
2. Network Leadership Paper published with US Dept of Defense authors http://bit.ly/NetworkLeadershipPaper
3. 8000 Communities operating as a Network of Improvement Communities - http://bit.ly/NetworkedCommunities
4. Learn Innovate Forecast Test - Feedback model for evolving and improving - http://bit.ly/LIFTModel
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.

gcig_rdr_corporate_accountability_index.pdf
(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/gcig_rdr_corporate_accountability_index.pdf)

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/gcig_rdr_corporate_accountability_index.pdf
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Name  A De Silva-Mitchell

Organisation

Email address amalidesilva@yahoo.com

Country/region UK/SriLanka

Gender F

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong? Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Fairness, minimum rights , rights to data correction, protections, privacy, , UN Human Rights,
Disabled Persons, Children's etc

Openness Freedom of expression , collaboration , royalty free minimums

Accessibility universal , egov must serve every person, no language barriers , hearing any income , any
gender, disabled, elder kids access

Multistakeholder
participation

must be inclusive and seek view points with open data inputs

Cross-cutting
indicators

SDGs, happiness, lack of fear, freedom of expression ,

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights see: https://cyber.harvard.edu/wsis/DeSilva.html

Openness see:https//cyber.harvard.edu/wsis/DeSilva.html

Accessibility see:https//cyber.harvard.edu/wsis/DeSilva.html

Multistakeholder participation see:https//cyber.harvard.edu/wsis/DeSilva.html

Cross-cutting indicators MDG+SDG+free net and isoc..values , creative commons , open source abilities

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights bottom up surveys from grass roots first hand feedback

Openness survey ordinary people not the head of the ngo, thd teacher etc but man on the side of the
street , random person at bus stand e

Accessibility grassroots feed back ..random person on the road

Multistakeholder
participation

have good visible presence on web and seek blogging and feedback from all ..access in
libraries for anyone

Cross-cutting
indicators

ask the ordinary man and woman , keep updating , enhancing and adding to, main idea can
a person get their life done with ease

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Safe environments are key
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Provide feedback, as a benchmark , allow for integration across standards , integrate in to professional standards ,
develop detailed values for application as relevant , build structured and inclusive policy for the future
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? As above

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Attainable , realistic , mile stones , level of sophisticated access to information and it's analysis and presentation ,
identifiable , understandable , value added , accountable , relevant , supported , universal human rights focused,
human focused , AI vs simple ICT comparatives. Keep eye on AI robots crossing human needs ..time lag of
development between communities and how to keep minimum integration . Ethics. Cultural differences . No one left
behind or forgotten must be key ...
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  Ashwini Sathnur

Organisation United Nations Development Programme

Email address ashwiniashis@yahoo.com

Country/region India

Gender Female

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Intergovernmental organisation
Internet technical and professional community
Individual capacity
International Organization

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Inclusive rights

Openness Accessibility features provided to all the specially - abled persons thus bringing about
Inclusive Development

Accessibility Accessibility standards and guidelines as described by the ITU for hearing impaired
persons in the air transportation

Multistakeholder
participation

Public - private partnership



Cross-cutting
indicators

Internet, Mobile handset devices availability, mobile handset devices affordability, ICTs,
Inclusive Solutions achievement

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Empowerment

Openness Availability

Accessibility TTY devices

Multistakeholder participation Industrial Cooperation

Cross-cutting indicators Internet availability, Internet pricing

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Database security

Openness Cyber security

Accessibility Awareness building in universities and educational institutions

Multistakeholder
participation

Building more quantity of partnerships and collaborations with ICT solutions providers

Cross-cutting indicators Partnerships criteria, cyber security index, database index, educational institutes ranking
methodology

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Certain types of illnesses are prone gender - wise. That is, the illnesses could be either induced in women, or in
youngsters or in children with age within the span of 5 - 10 years. Depending on the type of illness, various types of
accessible solutions on the Information and Communication Technologies is provided. Hence the Accessibility Index is
one example of the indicators that would be utilized in such situations.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Once the indicators have been developed, it has to be brought into implementation guidelines for the institutions by
the government at the community - level. When implementation is enforced, there would be a requirement of



awareness building in the society, for the indicators' successful adoption and utilization.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

Once the main institutions have implemented the indicators, then these indices are cascaded to the utilization by the
partnering and collaborating agencies. Thus stakeholder implementation would translate to be considered mandatory.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

I would be able to perform activities such as knowledge building wherein I could collaborate with UNESCO in bringing
about the effective development of the indicators framework.
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here. icts_and_inclusive_education.pdf

(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/icts_and_inclusive_education.pdf)

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/icts_and_inclusive_education.pdf
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Name  Angoda Emmanuel

Organisation Lira Town College

Email address angodaemmanuel@gmail.com

Country/region Uganda

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Intergovernmental organisation
Private sector
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights The rights of users especially children should be safeguarded

Openness The Internet should be viewed as a tool to facilitate openness

Accessibility The Internet should easily accessible to all who wish to use it, including uneducated.

Multistakeholder participation All people s

Cross-cutting indicators



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Rights are not followed

Openness Theres some opennes, together with misinformation

Accessibility Only in urban areas

Multistakeholder participation Only rich and educated

Cross-cutting indicators Yes, we have people of all backgrounds

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Human rights should be upheld

Openness Open data should be encouraged

Accessibility Should be increased

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

The rights of children should be upheld.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

The ability of government to guarantee the rights and freedoms of its citizens.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Yes

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

The internet should be open for all categories of people, irrespective of one's wealth or status
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  Emmanuel Habumuremyi

Organisation Ministry of Information Technology and Communications

Email address emmahab2008@gmail.com

Country/region Republic of Rwanda

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Internet technical and professional community
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Promote Internet as a utility

Openness Promote License free applications

Accessibility Promote broadband for all

Multistakeholder participation Promote digital literacy for all

Cross-cutting indicators Promote ICT as an enabler of alll sectors of social economic life

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights Number of citizens with access to the internet

Openness Number of open source applications used in service delivery

Accessibility Number of school delivering education through smart schools

Multistakeholder participation Existing partners/stakeholders framework in policy formulation

Cross-cutting indicators Number of sector strategies integrating ICTs in dailyactivities

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Limited knowledge among people who are supposed to advocate on internet rights.

Openness Valuable solutions are costly for people with little means.

Accessibility The cost of access in not yet affordable for citizen with limited means.

Multistakeholder participation Private sector involvement in remote areas need to be strengthened.

Cross-cutting indicators Internet Governance in unclear.

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Compared to males, there still limited number of females who have access to online information; There is limited
knowledge on how to protect children online.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Using this in policy and impact analysis.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Consider the framework in their policy

and strategy formulation.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Consider consulting and seeking formally views from governments, civil society and public sector before validation of
the framework.
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.



Personal information

Questions

Submission #40

Name  Malisa Richards

Organisation Internet Society Guyana Chapter

Email address malisarichards25.2008@gmail.com

Country/region Guyana - South America

Gender Female

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Medium Priority

Openness High Priority

Accessibility High Priority

Multistakeholder participation High Priority

Cross-cutting indicators Medium Priority

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Indicators/Pages/HRIndicatorsIndex.aspx

Openness http://www.openness-project.eu/library/reference-book/sp-indicators

Accessibility https://www.hel.fi/static/hki4all/esteettomyysmittaristo/accessibility_indicators.pdf

Multistakeholder participation ICANN

Cross-cutting indicators http://www.who.int/life-course/publications/gs-Indicator-and-monitoring-framework.pdf

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in
your country, region or area of work?

Rights https://gy.usembassy.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/117/2016/09/Final-Guyana-DRG-Assessment-Public-Version-March-2016.pdf

Openness http://www.oecd.org/officialdocuments/publicdisplaydocumentpdf/?cote=DSTI/ICCP(2015)17/FINAL&docLanguage=En

Accessibility http://1e8q3q16vyc81g8l3h3md6q5f5e.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/A4AI-2017-LAC-Affordability-Report_Online.pdf

Multistakeholder
participation

https://www.cepal.org/sites/default/files/events/files/the_forum_of_countries_of_latin_america_and_the_caribbean_on_sustainable_development_regional_platform_for_the_2030_agenda_and_the_sdgs_-
_romain_zivy_-_eclac.pdf



Cross-cutting
indicators

http://eulac-focus.net/assets/dms/WP02_Dl_01_PSR_Cross-Cutting_Topics.pdf

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with gender and with children and young people? None

5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been developed? Unsure

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? At this point I can't give a true reflection for Guyana

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  John Samuel

Organisation

Email address johnsamuelwrites@gmail.com

Country/region

Gender

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Privacy, Access

Openness Transparency

Accessibility Multilinguality, Inclusivity, Diversity

Multistakeholder participation Decentralized approach

Cross-cutting indicators Right to Explanation

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights Constitutional Right to Information

Openness Constitutional Right to Information, Transparency reports by corporations

Accessibility Accessibility laws and regulations that ensure websites are accessible to all persons,
regardless of their disabilities

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting
indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Measuring number of internet access denials and privacy violations

Openness Mandatory transparency reports for all organizations

Accessibility

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting indicators No such transparent mechanism is currently available to explain personalized user
experiences on websites

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

There is a growing interest among young people to build a gender-neutral and gender-inclusive experience on the
web. Yet there are no clear guidelines at national and international levels. There is a need to create awareness on how
such internet experience can be built.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

1. Multilingual and inclusive by design: Websites are gender-inclusive and targeting diverse users from different
multilingual backgrounds.
2. No surprises to users: All users must have the options on any website with personalized user experience on why
they see what they see.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Stakeholders will implement and verify

their conformance to the framework



7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #46

Name  Olufemi Samson Adetunji

Organisation Federal University of Technology, Akure, Nigeria

Email address osadetunji@futa.edu.ng

Country/region Nigeria

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Internet should be a right not a privilege. This will make governments of countries especially the
developing ones to make reasonable efforts towards this effect

Openness Online materials such as academic works should be open-accessed but internet connections
should not be open due to security issues. Also, restrictionc in countries should be minimized to
allow more service providers into the sector especially in the developing countries

Accessibility There is a large gap between internet access in rural and urban areas. In Nigeria, the rural areas
are neglected totally.

Multistakeholder
participation

There should be people's participation in this. Adequate sensitization of the public through
interest groups, trade unions etc



Cross-cutting
indicators

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #49

Name  Hichem REZGUI

Organisation E-Energy Magazine

Email address hichem.hse@hotmail.com

Country/region Algeria

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Intergovernmental organisation
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights education, employment; youth self development, culture and tourism

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights

Openness

Accessibility Archeoligical analysis, politics & ideologies

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights fake news on the social medias

Openness getting the right informations

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

It was soon clear thousands of people were unintentionally sharing articles full of misinformation.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Facebook for exemple is trying to do something about that. It is testing a new feature called the "i" button. When
clicked, it gives the reader more information about the article they are reading.

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

The idea is to give people context about their news sources, so they can decide if articles are from publishers they
trust, and if the stories themselves are credible.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Unlike many news organisations, we haven’t put up a paywall – we want to keep our journalism as open as we can.
Such kind of electronic journalism takes a lot of time, money and hard work to produce. But we do it because we
believe our perspective matters – because it might well be your perspective, too. If everyone who reads our reporting,
who likes it, helps to support it, our future would be much more secure.
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #50

Name  ALEKSANDRS

Organisation LATVIJAS VEGA / sia /.

Email address ALEKS.S6@INBOX.LV

Country/region Latvia, Riga.

Gender Mail

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Full agree

Openness Full agree

Accessibility Full agree

Multistakeholder participation Full agree

Cross-cutting indicators Difficult for me



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Difficult for me

Openness Difficult...

Accessibility Difficult...

Multistakeholder participation Difficult...

Cross-cutting indicators Difficult...

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Difficult...

Openness Difficult......

Accessibility Difficult...

Multistakeholder participation Difficult....

Cross-cutting indicators Difficult...

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Which I am in the community every day, such I am on the Internet. The difference is not.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Now it is difficult answer for me.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

When is the some TOPIC, there are STAKEHOLDERS. Further everything depends on the level of education, private
experience and the culture of communication of stakeholders.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Thanks for chance to be among the PEOPLE of GOOD WILL. It is important for the real victim of real apartheid of the
21st century.
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here. my_proposal_for_world_hum-n_summit.jpg

(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/my_proposal_for_world_hum-n_summit.jpg)

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/my_proposal_for_world_hum-n_summit.jpg
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Submission #53

Name  uwaigbe benjmin

Organisation VOGUISH WIFI

Email address ben@voguishwifi.com

Country/region nigeria

Gender MALE

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Private sector
Individual capacity
etc

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Minor

Openness Minor

Accessibility Minor

Multistakeholder participation Minor

Cross-cutting indicators Price of minor: Retail price of minor

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights Like i said earlier indicators are minor. The task will meet us halfway.

Openness we need to stick with the familiar indicators(ROAM)

Accessibility This is where one needs to really pay attention to customers/buyers.

Multistakeholder participation It must be implemented because through it we get accountability.

Cross-cutting indicators Price of Energy:Retail price of Energy(Minor)

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights This is quite attainable, however in my African region there's progress on Internet
Freedom.

Openness if only there could be a decentralized system e.g block chain tech.

Accessibility the complexity will be broken down even to the least on the Food-chain.

Multistakeholder
participation

The government has a way of associating with special ideas.

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

In the modern world PG..could work for children...arranging orientation seminars for young people..on how to
exercising human rights on the internet under the UNDHR scheme..Social medium can create that equilibrum regarding
gender discrimination.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

From the basic knowledge...application will be necessary here..thereby encouraging the user
experience..simplified...Simplify,Simplify.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

Every stakeholder is willing to embrace new technologies, however care has to be taken because complexity will only
create more confusion. It has to be Simple enough because stakeholders have the market/customers they hope to
satisfy.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Do not underrate any opinion.



8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here. could_work.pdf

(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/could_work.pdf)

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/could_work.pdf
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Submission #54

Name  Daniel Chong

Organisation none

Email address d3kcy1@gmail.com

Country/region Malaysia

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Internet technical and professional community
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Freedom of choice

Openness Net Neutrality

Accessibility Elderly, lower income, working class, rural population

Multistakeholder participation User friendly government websites

Cross-cutting indicators Data Cost, connectivity

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights unknown

Openness unknown

Accessibility unknown

Multistakeholder participation unknown

Cross-cutting indicators unknown

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights unknown

Openness unknown

Accessibility unknown

Multistakeholder participation unknown

Cross-cutting indicators unknown

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

I teach modules related to Internet Cultures to college students.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

This is a very vague survey. It should be sent to targeted groups and individuals with clear guidelines.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #57

Name  Muhammad Shabbir

Organisation Internet Society, Islamabad Pakistan Chapter

Email address mshabbirawan@gmail.com

Country/region Pakistan

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Human Rights, Civil Rights

Openness

Accessibility Accessibility for PWDs

Multistakeholder
participation

Bottom-up consultations and inclusion of concerned stakeholders in decesion
making

Cross-cutting indicators

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights

Openness

Accessibility W3C's Guidelines on web accessibility WCAG2.0

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility Lack of accessibility standerds and willingness of the indestry and developers to follow
these

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.

Please indicate here if you do NOT want your contribution to be published on the UNESCO Internet Universality Indicators
consultation platform.
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Submission #60

Name  Zakir

Organisation

Email address zakirbinrehman@yahoo.com

Country/region Pakistan

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Online Safety and Security, Online Childrent Safety,

Openness Access to open internet, net neutrality, sustainable internet model

Accessibility Accessability for persons with disabilities, accessability for marginalized communities,
accessability for remote and rural communities so as to connect the next billion

Multistakeholder
participation

collaboration and corraboration,

Cross-cutting
indicators

digital divide, localized content, open internet, cyber security, IoT security



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights cyber security, online safety, privacy,

Openness net neutrality,

Accessibility digital divide, multilingual intenret

Multistakeholder participation capacity building to encourage multistakholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators capacity building, secure, stable and resiliant internet, DNS security, IoT security

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights More legislation in the area of cyber security in light of global trends and best
practices.

Openness A detailed study in order to assess the local market in terms of openness.

Accessibility Collaboration among different stakholders in order to ensure the benifits for
everyone.

Multistakeholder
participation

capacity building

Cross-cutting indicators cyber secirity, digital divide, localized content

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Online children security. 
Tackling online violence against women.  
http://www.intgovforum.org/cms/documents/best-practice-forums/539-draft-jp-bpf-women/file 
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

By sharing it with the local community at different platform and event. Also, by arranging sessions specifically on this
very subject.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

Through multistakholder participation in different initiatives, events and capacity building activities.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.



8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #66

Name  Lokesh Gujjarappa

Organisation None

Email address lokesh.gujjarappa@gmail.com

Country/region India

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Right to access, content in local language

Openness Service providers should not restrict access to any content

Accessibility Removal of cultural barriers

Multistakeholder participation Must and local stakeholders must be part of local decision making bodies

Cross-cutting indicators Improving literacy, skills, infrastructure access

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights Right to privacy, right to confidentiality, right to data protection

Openness No restrictions on sites

Accessibility Local language content

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Rights of girls to adopt internet and use it

Openness Open content and net neutrality

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation Grassroot level participation is still lacking

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

In my view content should be available in native language, this will boost access. There is inherent gender inequality
which need to be considered. One prominent indicator i would suggest is access to Internet of indigenous population.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Conducting workshops with indigenous youth population about internet, rights, privacy, data protection etc.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? This will help monitor progress over

time.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Include indigenous population access to Internet as a special indicator
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  ALEKSANDRS

Organisation LATVIJAS VEGA, sia

Email address ALEKS.S6@INBOX.LV

Country/region Latvia

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Private sector
Individual capacity
Civil society part with exile rules

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights 100% agree

Openness 100% agree

Accessibility 100% agree

Multistakeholder participation 100% agree

Cross-cutting indicators I don`t understand this correctly .

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

I have not experience............
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

I don`t think about that and have not my opinion.
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Just as a " listener " only.

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Name  Sivuyile Sviggy Sesi

Organisation Internative Digital www.news24.com/user/mavidge1

Email address Mavidge1@gmail.com

Country/region South Africa

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Intergovernmental organisation
Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Making a living.

Openness Free will

Accessibility Multi making a living accessible

Multistakeholder participation Collaboration, cooperation and synergy



Cross-cutting indicators Making income.

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Free economy

Openness Doing what suit and serve you

Accessibility To have mult income making stream for all

Multistakeholder participation Joint ventures taking place

Cross-cutting indicators A pool of income accessable

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Self help, and open for independance

Openness No unnecessary interuption

Accessibility Ownself accessible use

Multistakeholder participation Cooperation and tolerance

Cross-cutting indicators Able to present own projects

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

More women are getting jobs and better opportunities, children play with it to get used. I saw other children doing
training.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Doing public education programmes, and sharing on networking
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Learning and applying, getting used to

take it further.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Help me with free internet provision to help others



8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.

Please indicate here if you do NOT want your contribution to be published on the UNESCO Internet Universality Indicators
consultation platform.
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Name  Sivuyile Sviggy Sesi

Organisation Internative Digital www.news24.com/user/mavidge1

Email address Mavidge1@gmail.com

Country/region South Africa

Gender Male

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Government
Intergovernmental organisation
Internet technical and professional community
Private sector
Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Making a living.

Openness Free will

Accessibility Multi making a living accessible

Multistakeholder participation Collaboration, cooperation and synergy



Cross-cutting indicators Making income.

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights Free economy

Openness Doing what suit and serve you

Accessibility To have mult income making stream for all

Multistakeholder participation Joint ventures taking place

Cross-cutting indicators A pool of income accessable

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights Self help, and open for independance

Openness No unnecessary interuption

Accessibility Ownself accessible use

Multistakeholder participation Cooperation and tolerance

Cross-cutting indicators Able to present own projects

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

More women are getting jobs and better opportunities, children play with it to get used. I saw other children doing
training.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

Doing public education programmes, and sharing on networking
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework? Learning and applying, getting used to

take it further.
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

Help me with free internet provision to help others



8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here. sesi.pdf

(https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/sesi.pdf)

Please indicate here if you do NOT want your contribution to be published on the UNESCO Internet Universality Indicators
consultation platform.

https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/webform/sesi.pdf
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Submission #102

Name  Courtney Radsch, Ph.D.

Organisation

Email address cradsch@gmail.com

Country/region United States

Gender F

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Academic
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights freedom of expression and anti-censorship

Openness interoperability and anti-censorship

Accessibility multilingualism

Multistakeholder
participation

ensuring adequate support for civil society engagement from historically under-
represented communities

Cross-cutting indicators freedom of association



2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?

Rights network shutdowns; censored platforms; due process for content or account removal;
transparency and accountability mechanisms for public and private sector internet actors

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting
indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights reporting by Internet Referral Units on number of accounts referred for takedown; sites/pages
removed under the "Right to Be Forgotten"/delisted

Openness

Accessibility availability of content for the vision impaired or other disabled communities; availability and utility
of translation services; % of content in various languages; cost of access and this cost as a % of
average monthly income

Multistakeholder
participation

Cross-cutting
indicators

IP, URL or other blocking by government

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Online harassment of women
Online sexualized threats against any user
Online harassment of children/cyberbullying
# and % of women who are represented on the boards and executive management teams of internet companies
# and % of women who blog or are active on citizen media



5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

as an assessment tool; in advocacy with governments and private sector
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #107

Name  Günther Cyranek

Organisation Independent Consultant

Email address guenther.cyranek@gmail.com

Country/region Germany/ Europe

Gender m

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Academic
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights access to information, freedom of expression

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation participation of users in participatory design

Cross-cutting indicators inclusion of gender aspects and relevance of youth

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility access at appropriate rate in cities and country side without divide

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators most important is still disparity related to gender in use and content production

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

Useful for national evaluation of development of Internet access, progress for bodies to support open society by
providing an inclusive society using Internet channels
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

tool for advancement of democratisation of Internet in contrary to governmental control
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

The Universal Internet indicators should be used to develop an openly informed and informing society ready to
communicate as competent partners in participatory fora
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

- Guaranty of net neutrality should be reflected in the Internet indicators;
- Hidden spaces of Dark Net have to be addressed for corruption, weapon dealing,...;
- hate speech, 
- professional fake news propagating has to be adressed
8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.
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Submission #108

Name  Nashilongo Gervasius

Organisation Internet Society Namibia Chapter

Email address engervasius@hotmail.com

Country/region Namibia

Gender Female

How would you define the stakeholder community or communities to which you belong?

Civil society
Journalism/media
Individual capacity

1. What are your priorities for issues that should be addressed through the Internet Universality
framework in each of these five categories?

Rights Women Rights Online, Privacy

Openness Security, Usability

Accessibility Availability, Affordability

Multistakeholder participation Internet Governance, Internet Rights, Internet Freedom

Cross-cutting indicators Rights, Policies, End Users, Protection

2. Are there are any existing indicators with which you are familiar that you think it would be useful to
include in the ROAM indicators framework?



Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation

Cross-cutting indicators

3. What do you think are the most important gaps in data/evidence required for monitoring Internet
Universality and the ROAM principles? What approaches do you think could help to address these in your
country, region or area of work?

Rights

Openness

Accessibility

Multistakeholder participation Women - Data on usage

Cross-cutting indicators Digital Literacy - across sector approach

4. What experience or views do you have of indicators relating to the Internet which are concerned with
gender and with children and young people?

In Namibia - such data largely lacks however it is necessary to inform policy in issues of accessibility and cost.
5. How do you think you might use the indicator framework for Internet Universality once it has been
developed?

For Policy prepositioning
6. How do you think that other stakeholders might use the framework?

Regulator - to enforce on regulatory framework
Policy - To build on changes and review  
Public for comparisons 
General Education 
Determining of Internet Indicators
7. Please add any other comments that you think will be helpful to UNESCO in developing the indicators
framework.

8. Please upload any documents that you think will be helpful here.


