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IMPACT
Scoring guidance 

Low impact

the topic is relevant to a small subset of ccTLDs, or other groups (inside or outside ccNSO) are better placed to
deliver. 

Medium impact

the topic is relevant to many ccTLDs but action is not urgent, or IGLC adds value primarily through awareness-
raising rather than direct support. 

High impact

ccTLDs across regions face this issue now and need IGLC support to navigate it (e.g. new regulations naming
DNS providers, active legislative processes, governance developments requiring ccTLD participation). 
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IMPACT

If IGLC delivers on this topic, how directly does it help ccTLD managers in 
your region respond to current and emerging challenges? 
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Future of Internet Governance

Sovereignty

Online harms

Resilience

Low impact High impact

Results
Options Average value on a range from 1 (Low impact) to 3 (High impact)

Future of Internet Governance2.4

Sovereignty 2.4
Online harms 2.3

Resilience 2.2
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EFFORT
Scoring guidance 

Low effort 

can be delivered through existing IGLC meeting structure, member contributions, and staff support (e.g. sharing
updates, newsletter contributions, curating existing materials). 

Medium effort

requires dedicated sessions, speaker coordination, document drafting, or cross-committee liaison (e.g.
organizing panels, writing explainers, coordinating with GAC or TLD-OPS). 

High effort 

requires new infrastructure, sustained multi-meeting workstreams, external partnerships, or technical
development (e.g. building platforms, establishing ongoing monitoring programmes, joint statements requiring
consensus). 
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EFFORT

What resources, coordination, and sustained commitment does IGLC need 
to deliver meaningful results on this topic within the next 12 months? 
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Future of Internet Governance

Sovereignty

Online harms

Resilience

Low effort High effort

Results
Options Average value on a range from 1 (Low effort) to 3 (High effort)

Future of Internet Governance2.2

Sovereignty 2.5
Online harms 2.0

Resilience 1.8
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Prioritisation across all topics



Which topic, if IGLC does not act on it in 2026, would represent the 
greatest missed opportunity or risk for ccTLDs? 
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Future of IG Sovereignty Online Harms Resilience
Results

Option Score
Future of IG 7

Sovereignty 12
Online Harms1

Resilience 3
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On which topic does IGLC add unique value that no other group within or 
outside the ccNSO can provide? 
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Future of IG Sovereignty Online Harms Resilience
Results

Option Score
Future of IG 4

Sovereignty 8
Online Harms0

Resilience 3
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