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Data Collection

Davis, Davis and Gardner (1941)
e Similar strategy

Free recall survey

e Administered during in-depth interviews
at events

Results cannot be generalized
beyond CIP






















Interpersonal network (A)

428 individuals
(nodes)

617 relationships
(in and out-
degrees)

Exhibits typical
Skewed d IStri butlon Number of links

¢ Out-degrees O In-degrees

umber of individuals
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Interpersonal network (A)

Node Region Issue Degree  Closeness Betweenness

Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov
UNProcess; Priv & Sec

Priv & Sec; IntGov

IntGov

Priv & Sec; F/OSS

IntGov

CommRights

Human Rights

IntGov; UNProcess

IntGov

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

36.4121
33.6341
33.4967
32.8000
31.5385
31.4417
31.3695
31.0136
30.9902
30.6886

33.7271
16.3705
14.4208
6.3333
5.0180
5.3284
12.9074
5.6950
7.7176
9.6265




Interpersonal network (A)

North America
Africa
Latin America




Affiliation Networks

What?

o Relationships between two different kinds of
nodes (e.g., individuals and events)

Why?
o [dentify whether network types (A, B and C)
impact structural positions of individuals

e Identify mobilizing events and organizations in
the advocacy network

e Identify common ideas, structural deficiencies
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Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov
UNProcess; Priv & Sec

IPR; IntGov

Priv & Sec; IntGov

CommRights

IPR

Development

IntGov

IntGov

IntGov

IPR; IntGov

UNProcess; Development

UNProcess; Priv & Sec

IntGov

Development; Gender; Priv & Sec; IntGov
IntGov; UNProcess

Media

Priv & Sec; F/OSS

Human Rights

IntGov

Development

IntGov

IntGov; UNProcess
Human Rights
UNProcess; Priv & Sec
Media

Priv & Sec; F/OSS
IntGov

Priv & Sec; IntGov
IPR; IntGov

Betweenness

Betweenness
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Initial Conclusions

Different measurements found for:
Person-person (A)

Person by organization (B)

Person by event (C)

New organizational form in CIP
advocacy?

Some characteristics of new form

e Short path distance, issue inclusion

o Skewed regional distribution, in-degree




Initial Conclusions, cont.

Prevalence of internet governance
and related institutional linkages
o Additional familiar (useful?) issue frames

WSIS was a mobilizing event for CIP
advocacy; unclear whether current org
forms and network structure can sustain
the relationships developed there

What holds the interpersonal network
together?




