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Data CollectionData Collection

�� Davis, Davis and Gardner (1941)Davis, Davis and Gardner (1941)

•• Similar strategySimilar strategy

�� Free recall survey Free recall survey 

•• Administered during inAdministered during in--depth interviews depth interviews 

at eventsat events

�� Results cannot be generalized Results cannot be generalized 

beyond CIPbeyond CIP



Figure 2: Interpersonal network (A)
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Interpersonal network (A)Interpersonal network (A)

�� 428 individuals 428 individuals 

(nodes)(nodes)

�� 617 relationships 617 relationships 

(in and out(in and out--

degrees)degrees)

�� Exhibits typical Exhibits typical 

skewed distribution skewed distribution 

Figure 1: Frequency of Interpersonal 

network links (log normal scale)
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Table 2: Centrality measures of Interpersonal network (A) by closeness[1]

[1] Analysis was done on complete network, two disconnected nodes were removed. 

Interpersonal network (A)Interpersonal network (A)

Node Region Issue Degree Closeness Betweenness
A.4 EU Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov 7.5610 36.4121 33.7271
A.124 NA UNProcess; Priv & Sec 5.1220 33.6341 16.3705
A.116 NA Priv & Sec; IntGov 4.1463 33.4967 14.4208
A.120 EU IntGov 3.9024 32.8000 6.3333
A.117 EU Priv & Sec; F/OSS 4.3902 31.5385 5.0180
A.119 AP IntGov 3.9024 31.4417 5.3284
A.67 EU CommRights 4.3902 31.3695 12.9074
A.218 EU Human Rights 3.4146 31.0136 5.6950
A.47 EU IntGov; UNProcess 4.3902 30.9902 7.7176
A.132 AP IntGov 4.6341 30.6886 9.6265



Figure 3: Scatterplot of individuals by degree measurements
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Affiliation NetworksAffiliation Networks

�� What? What? 

•• Relationships between two different kinds of Relationships between two different kinds of 

nodes (e.g., individuals and events)nodes (e.g., individuals and events)

�� Why?Why?

•• Identify whether network types (A, B and C) Identify whether network types (A, B and C) 

impact structural positions of individuals impact structural positions of individuals 

•• Identify mobilizing events and organizations in Identify mobilizing events and organizations in 

the advocacy networkthe advocacy network

•• Identify common ideas, structural deficienciesIdentify common ideas, structural deficiencies



Figure 5: Actors affiliated by Events (B)



Figure 6: Actors affiliated by Organizations (C)



Table 3: Interpersonal network (A) by betweenness scores

Node Region Issue Betweenness
A.4 EU Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov 33.727
A.124 NA UNProcess; Priv & Sec 16.370
A.33 NA IPR; IntGov 14.600
A.116 NA Priv & Sec; IntGov 14.421
A.67 EU CommRights 12.907
A.53 NA IPR 11.977
A.126 AF Development 11.777
A.153 EU IntGov 10.491
A.132 AP IntGov 9.626
A.182 NA IntGov 9.488

Table 4: Top 10 Actors affiliated by Events (B) by betweenness scores

Node Region Issue Betweenness
A.33 NA IPR; IntGov 1.9085
A.259 AP UNProcess; Development 1.7741
A.124 NA UNProcess; Priv & Sec 1.6725
A.120 EU IntGov 1.4190
A.4 EU Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov 1.2083
A.47 EU IntGov; UNProcess 1.1693
A.239 NA Media 1.1243
A.117 EU Priv & Sec; F/OSS 1.1125
A.294 EU Human Rights 1.0972
A.329 LA IntGov 0.9142

Table 6: Top 10 Actors affiliated by Org (C) by betweenness scores

Node Region Issue Betweenness
A.155 AF Development 18.6746
A.119 AP IntGov 9.5258
A.47 EU IntGov; UNProcess 8.9983
A.218 EU Human Rights 6.0784
A.124 NA UNProcess; Priv & Sec 5.5280
A.109 NA Media 3.8367
A.117 EU Priv & Sec; F/OSS 3.0127
A.182 NA IntGov 2.8325
A.116 NA Priv & Sec; IntGov 2.7925
A.33 NA IPR; IntGov 2.4786



Figure 4: Event's individual affiliation network



Figure 7: Organization's individual affiliation network



Initial ConclusionsInitial Conclusions

�� Different measurements found for:Different measurements found for:

•• PersonPerson--person (A)person (A)

•• Person by organization (B)Person by organization (B)

•• Person by event (C)Person by event (C)

�� New organizational form in CIP New organizational form in CIP 

advocacy?advocacy?

�� Some characteristics of new formSome characteristics of new form

•• Short path distance, issue inclusion Short path distance, issue inclusion 

•• Skewed regional distribution, inSkewed regional distribution, in--degreedegree



Initial Conclusions, cont.Initial Conclusions, cont.

�� Prevalence of internet governance Prevalence of internet governance 
and related institutional linkages and related institutional linkages 

•• Additional familiar (useful?) issue framesAdditional familiar (useful?) issue frames

�� WSIS was a mobilizing event for CIP WSIS was a mobilizing event for CIP 

advocacy; unclear whether current org advocacy; unclear whether current org 

forms and network structure can sustain forms and network structure can sustain 

the relationships developed therethe relationships developed there

�� What holds the interpersonal network What holds the interpersonal network 

together?together?


