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In what year did your NRI host its first annual meeting, or if not yet held, in
which year does it plan to host the first one?

3/39

Initial surge between 2006 and 2008, reflecting the early global expansion of the IGF model.
Growth continued at a steady pace throughout the 2010s, with new NRIs emerging every year.

A renewed wave of establishment after 2016, peaking around 2019-2025, suggests increasing global engagement and recognition of NRIs’ role in

digital governance.
Overall, the cumulative trend highlights consistent, long-term growth, indicating a maturing and expanding NRI ecosystem worldwide.




How many meetings has your NRI hosted so far?

23%

19%

None yet 1-2 meetings 3-5 meetings 10-15 meetings 15+ meetings 6-10 meetings



Are all four major stakeholder groups represented in your NRI's
multistakeholder organizing committee?
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No,18%

v’ Government
v’ Civil society

v’ Technical
community

v’ Private sector




If 'No', which stakeholder group(s) are not currently represented on
your multistakeholder organizing committee?

6/39

Private Sector,46%




How many members does your multistakeholder organizing
committee have?

49%
28%
18%
5 o“.'o .

3 meetings 4-6 meetings 6-9 meetings 10+ meetings
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Do you have a regular community endorsement process for
selecting the multistakeholder organizing committee?

No,42%




Do you have Terms of Reference for the selection and
operation of your multistakeholder organizing committee and
the role of the neutral secretariat?

Yes 42%

No, but we are developing it 42%

No 16%



Does your multistakeholder organizing committee have a good
gender balance?

58%

39%

3%

10/39

No Yes, but it needs improvement Yes, there is strong balance
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Does your multistakeholder organizing committee include young
people?




What is the usual timeline for the call for issues orinputs in ..
your bottom-up agenda-setting process?

2 o.,'a - l . I
e

2-3 month 1 week Up to 2 weeks Other Up to 1 month



How do you decide on the final agenda for your NRI annual
meeting?

17%

eholder committee decides on the community-submitted priorities

=r commitiee breaks into thematic groups to set the agenda




Does your NRI conduct community-centered thematic intersessional ., .
work in addition to organizing the annual NRI meeting?

68%

Yes, occasionally

Not yet, but planning to

No




What is your NRI preferred form of intersessional work you work ...
or plan to work on?

Awareness raising and engagement webinars ] .
School on Intemet governance e -
Capacity development workshops e -
Thematic/strategic working groups - E«=8
Publications I
Open massive course R i

Other awareness meetings with different multistakeholder JJJj 22

Youth IGF B =
Women IGF B =
Training on digital issue B =
‘Webinars . 2%

Promoting further opportunities in Internet governance . n0y,

Focus group discussions B =



What is the average number of participants at your NRI's
annual meeting?

46%
21%
18%
.1 6% .

Over 350 participants Less than 100 participants 200-250 participants 100-150 participants



What is the average duration of your annual meeting?

44%
37%
16%
4 o“.,o .

Over 3 days 3 days 2 days 1 day



Select forms of outputs captured at your annual NRI meeting ==

79%

len reports produced by rapporteurs

74%

al media postings

Icast 47%

30%

natic messages

iIscripts 30%

stream / Streaming / Live TV broadcasting / media cover on TVs .5%
orts . 4%
n recording I2’\:

as our source to collect all informations on the sessions I2°\:
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Do you feel your NRI is well recognized within your
community?

@ Yes

® No
¢ Maybe




How would you rate the participation of decision-makers in your
NRI?

@ High participation

@ Moderate participation
© Low participation

@ Not sure




What is your NRI most common funding mechanism?

tary + in-kind support 2%

e annual meeting

"
8’?

onors + Institutional/In-kind

o
&

most costs directly) 9%

N N
.a:‘

»nal partners only

rs (voluntary contributions only) 189%

21%

ind other donors (mix of direct funding and voluntary contributions)

n kind / Institutional partners 23%
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Do you feel your NRI has solid local funding support?

@® VYes

@ VYes, it is good but can be improved.

& No, we are solely funded by
international donations.
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What do you consider the most important and tangible impact of your
NRI at the local level?

All options 839%

Building multistakeholder dialogue and cooperation 82%

79%

Raising awareness and knowledge sharing

Influencing national digital policy discussions 66%

Strengthening local community capacity 598%

Fostering youth engagement 52%

Marginalized groups engagement

e
)
3’:‘



Examples of impact

Policy & Governance Impact Awareness & Knowledge Sharing
Establishment of Parliamentary Tracks officially recognized by Public policy research presented at national and international IGFs,
national legislatures. influencing digital inclusion debates.
New data protection, child online protection, and Al policies National communiqués formally submitted to ICT ministries and
adopted following multistakeholder consultations. heads of state for policy adoption.
Digital Policy Committees created within parliaments to review Online knowledge platforms and open-access resources created to
telecom, privacy, and cybersecurity laws. share outcomes of dialogues.
Government accession to [CANN and regional Internet bodies Media coverage and stakeholder webinars expanded public
following NRI engagement. understanding of Internet governance.
Internet exchange points (IXPs) launched to improve local International cooperation restored stakeholder recognition for
connectivity and reduce costs. technical communities in global processes.

Youth & Community Empowerment
Youth IGFs and leadership programs established, inspiring alumni to found new national initiatives.
Capacity-building sessions organized for students, government staff, and marginalized groups.
Annual youth exchanges and regional training programs launched to strengthen digital participation.
Youth representation embedded in multistakeholder advisory groups and event planning committees.
Increased participation of women and underrepresented groups in policy discussions and governance roles.




What do you see as the most important impact of NRIs at the global*~
level?

cal and regional perspectives to the global IGF
1 platform for all stakeholders’ participation
legitimacy of global IGF processes

iversity and inclusivity in global debates

g 1o agenda-setting

youth participation in |G discussion

J grassroots insights with global policy discussions

gether stakeholders within‘among regions (connecting networks)



How would you assess your NRI community’s participation in the anndal
global IGF?

@ \ery active (regular moderators/
speakers, visible contributions)

@ Moderately active (occasional
moderators/speakers)
) @ Limited (mostly attendees, few speaking
Rm——— | roles)

@ Minimal or no participation

@ |n the last years limited because of
funding issues on participating in IGF
meetings, mostly meetings participatin...




What could be improved to strengthen NRI contributions at the globat™
IGF?

gistical support for participation
j opportunities for NR| representatives
of NRI| sessions in the IGF program
ing and training for NRI speakers/moderators
ation in organizing NRIs collaborative/main/coordination sessions
dination between NRIs and the |GF Secretanat
sial support (considering developed vs. developing NRIs)

minology / improve communication



Are current and past IGF MAG members from your respective NRI community
active with your NRI?

@ VYes
® No
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Does the IGF Secretariat participate in your NRI’s annual meetings?

@ VYes
® No
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Do representatives of the international community participate in your NR
annual meetings?

@ Yes
® No
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Other spaces within the Internet governance ecosystem where your NRl is
active

WSIS Action Lines CANN Giobal Digital Reglonal / internet Society Technical Ewropean NetMission!  CGlbr/ NIC.br
Implamentation Compact (GOC) Subreglonal IGFs (ISOC) / Globa community  Commission HLIG  DigRal Rights [Brazllan IGF
and WIS Forum (EuroDIG, Encrypion organizations  (High-Level Group  Asla-Pacific host)
SEEDIG, APTIGF, Coaltion (IETF, RIRs such  on Internet Forum
SEA IGF, eto) a5 LACNIC, ARIN, Govemance)

RIPE NCC)
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Are NRIs meaningfully contributing to agenda-setting and decision-making at
local level, or is this limited to tokenistic participation?

<

@ Meaningful contributors in both agenda-
setting and decision-making

@ Somewhat meaningful, but still limited

) Mostly tokenistic (included but with little
influence)

@ No real role
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Which Internet governance areas are regularly represented at your NRI agen
in the past three years?

das

Environmental Sustainabdlity and
Economic Issues and Development Technical and Cperational Topics Cimate Change

rsecurtty and Trust

Artificial Inteliigence (Al)

Arcess and Meaning*ul
Connecthvity

_roarmas Tannhesasmcecs ar M



How does your NRI help connect and engage stakeholders at the national.level
in the lead-up to, and during, the global IGF?

ructured Assisting or supporting national
g., Brazil Advisory group estabilshment GFs (e.g., Canbbean Engaging intemational companies Conducting preiminary nationaNotes on challenges (COVID-1¢
n) (multl-stakeholder polcy group) coordination) (2.0., Meta, TKTok, Google)  sessions (2.9, 31 Lanka IGF) reorganization effors)

Raaching out 10 various
expert/thematic networks to ralse
awarensss and Invitea thhem 2 jon

our NRI

|‘|
il

Creating specific moblle phone
(WnatsApp/Telegram) groups for
Nformal, faster exchangses

Reguiar outreach 0 universities,
SCnools, and other educational
InstRutions

Inviting stakenhoiders 1o subscrite
%0 open maling lists and foliow

socla medla chanrsis



Do you assess the situation of vulnerable and marginalized groups in your NRI
and broader digital ecosystem, and adapt your engagement strategy to promote
their inclusion?

@ Yes
@ Yes, but not enough

@ No

)




Vulnerable and marginalized groups in your NRI

People living in  People with Women Youth Indigenous LGBT/ Children / Child  People in
rural and disability people LGBTQIA IGF participants conflict zones
remote areas Community



Which sectoral or professional backgrounds do you feel could be better
represented at your NRI’s annual meeting?

hsanns I Legisiators o ,
Judiciary / Legal professionals

(including judges, courts)

Legal and regulatory
professions (lawyers,
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How do you see your NRIs role in global digital ecosystem post 20257

@ As sofar
@ Better recognition by our Government

@ Multistakeholder advisory role to our
Government

@ Recognition by all stakeholder as the
place for the country to discuss digital...

@ Somewhat recognized by some
government agencies

@ Vision beyond 2025+ Recognition by all
stakeholder as the place for the countr...




If the IGF mandate is not renewed after 2026, what could NRIs do in_

response?
NRIs stand ready to continue inclusive, multistakeholder Internet governance - sustaining dialogue, cooperation, and advocacy at

national and regional levels, ensuring that the IGF’s legacy endures beyond 2026.

Continue and Strengthen Local/Regional Action

« Maintain national and regional IGFs and dialogues.

» Foster cooperation, capacity-building, and knowledge sharing.

« Adapt to operate independently while preserving inclusivity and transparency.

Strengthen Coordination and Networks

» Build stronger regional alliances or inter-regional coalitions.

» Develop new joint platforms for collaboration and advocacy.

» Align with regional/global organizations (e.g. AU, ITU, UNESCO, UNDP).

Preserve and Evolve the Multistakeholder Model

» Uphold IGF principles at local levels.

» Create community-led or hybrid frameworks to sustain Internet governance discussions and foster multi-stakeholder
engagement.

Advocate and Influence Policy

» Collectively lobby for renewal or a successor framework.

« Position NRIs as anchors of continuity in digital governance.

« Use outcomes to inform national and regional policy decisions.

Risks & Realities Noted

* Loss of global coordination, legitimacy, or funding.

» Fragmentation across NRIs without a unifying IGF structure.





