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ICANN
Moderator: Gisella Gruber-White
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9:00 am CT
Coordinator:
Recording has now started. Please proceed.
(Maryann Bakoshi):
Thank you. Good morning, good afternoon, good evening. This is the NCSG monthly call on 23 September 2014. On the call today we have Rafik Dammak, Klaus Stoll, (Maria Masil), (Rudy Vansnick), (Stephanie Parrin), Robin Gross, (Tom Lafanco), Robin, Avri Doria. And from staff we have Nathalie Peregrine, Benedetta Rossi, and myself, (Maryann Bakoshi). We have apologies from (Carlos Guiteres), Magaly Pazello. I would like to remind all participants to please state your name before speaking for transcription purposes. Thank you so much. Over to you, Rafik.
Woman:
Hello? We can't hear you, Rafik.
Rafik Dammak:
Hello. Yes. I'm here, yes. So I was saying first let's welcome (Maryann) in NCSG. She's our support and she's also going to be support for NCUC and NPOC. And this is her first time to manage our call. So welcome and good luck.


So as usual for the meeting we will go through the GNSO council agenda and then we go to discuss about any update about ICANN policy, working groups, public comment, and we end up with any other business. So, (Maryann), can you please switch to the GNSO council agenda, please? Thanks.


Okay so I think first I don't see any - for the public comment agenda I don't see any topic there, so that's okay. And we may go to Item Number 4, which is discussion about the letter to the ICANN NGPC regarding the proposed unification of GNSO (unintelligible), acronyms and Red Cross identifiers. So I think this is the letter and if someone from the GNSO council, our NTAG councilor can maybe explain about this letter and give a kind of briefing so we can understand what's the issue here. So I think we have only Avri and Klaus in this call from GNSO council. Klaus, Avri, are you on the call?
Avri Doria:
Yes I'm on the call.

Rafik Dammak:
Okay.

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. Yes it's going to be interesting. Oh I started to echo something awful, so somebody should mute. I don't have that much to say about this one. I think, as I think we spoke about this last time, I think we have a very confused process here. I think - oh actually I think it's quite clear. We have a very ill-fitting process that basically says the GNSO has to suggest changes to its own recommendations before the board acts on them.

So we're going through this process, and at the moment I really think we're at a point where the GNSO needs to decide whether we approve of these recommended changes to our recommendations and we send it on. There have been various interpretations in the GNSO council of this process. There are some like me who argue that I have to want this change to vote in favor to it in terms of sending it back, whereas others have argued that no we don’t really have to want it, we just have to want it to be considered. And so I have a feeling that the vote will, you know, when we finally get to a vote on starting a new policy development process, it'll come down to that.


I have not paid a lot of attention to the issue since the last meeting. I don't think we have a vote on it this time. I think it's still conversational, and, you know, I'm not sure where we're going with yet, you know. But that remains to be seen from the discussion. That's about it for me on this one at the moment.

Klaus Stoll:
Hello this is Klaus. Hello?
Avri Doria:
I hear you.

Rafik Dammak:
Yes. Go ahead, please.

Klaus Stoll:
Can you hear me?

Rafik Dammak:
Yes. Yes we can hear you. Please go ahead.

Klaus Stoll:
Thank you. Sorry I've got some technical problems here. Back in the U.S. means technical problems. I just - I agree with Avri. This is our potboiler recurring. On the other hand, just not to replicate Avri but I think we should be aware that this is a topic which potentially can be very significant because it defines a relationship between the GNSO and part of the GAC and things. So I think we have to keep a very, very close eagle eye on it. That's all.
Rafik Dammak:
Okay. Thanks. Okay so, thanks for this briefing, but. Any questions from others about this? Any clarification or comment?

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. I'd add one more comment based upon what Klaus said. And what I think we're doing, as I said, is we're using an ill-fitting process to deal with an issue. I do believe that we have a process concern that the council should spend a little time framing about how to deal with changes in recommendations based upon board feedback. And as Klaus says, this defines a way of working with the board that allows the council to make recommendations, the board to try and deal with it, but if they issues to come to the council so that we can continue the discussion.

We do not have good processes for doing that at the moment. That's part of the whole, you know, accountability issues that we're having in terms of how the board deals with these problems that it gets itself in. So I really think that there's something here for the SCI, the oh God, the standing committee on improvements that's essentially -- this obligation to always remember what things stand for is exercising my brain -- the standing committee on improvements, which is essentially the committee that talks about processes and details, I think there's something that needs to be talked about.

I think that group is a good place to start that discussion to see what comes of it. But we definitely have a process issue here that we need to resolve well, in addition to the substantive issue that needs to be dealt with somehow. Thanks.
Rafik Dammak:
Okay. Thanks, Avri. So you - I guess you will ask this in the meeting, I mean in the council call to send a request to the SCI?

Avri Doria:
Depending upon how the conversation goes, yes I'll probably suggest that at some point in the discussion. Whether we'll get far enough to actually send it there or whether that kicks off oh okay, Avri, you've suggested that, why don't you and some others, et cetera, frame it, you know. So we'll see what comes of it.

Rafik Dammak:
Okay thanks. So I saw - I see in the chat that (Stephanie) has a lot of questions, maybe if you want to ask now, and so if others have any - others have any comments or questions this is really the best time since we are covering this topic.
(Stephanie Parrin):
It's (Stephanie). I mean really my questions are about the whole GNSO process and how everybody thinks it might be broken and what discussion has been - that's kind of a long conversation, which, you know, I think would be better after I get my training on this, which is coming up soon. So maybe around the time of L.A. Because we have other stuff on the agenda and we don't have time really to spend walking me through it. That's kind of what I'm thinking about. Does that make sense?
Rafik Dammak:
Yes, (Stephanie). Avri, you want to say something?

Avri Doria:
Yes. This is Avri. Yes I think that's good. We do need to talk about it. I quibble about saying the process is broken, I would argue that the process needs some further development. But that just might be a semantic and attitudinal difference between the way we're looking at. I think it would actually be good, given that we have a bunch of new council members coming in, either before L.A. or perhaps somehow in L.A. but, you know, to have an extended discussion on, you know, processes and living in the council.

And I think it would be a good thing perhaps for us to look at scheduling another call for that focuses on, you know, survival in the council and its processes and its issues and questions, and a meeting that focuses on the council members but is open to the whole NCSG that may be interested in this issue and something to focus on. But I certainly don't think we can go into detail at this meeting. Thanks.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. That's really good suggestion. I think we can have - we can all learn something good. While we have I think more than two weeks before L.A. meeting but we can organize something and, yes, we can schedule that, so yes. Yes, Klaus?
Klaus Stoll:
I think that Avri's suggestion is very good. I just would like to make one point. I don’t like to have this kind of conversation, which in a way are very personal and very to the point, being conducted online. I think if we have a conversation we should have it face to face. That's all. Thank you.

Rafik Dammak:
Sorry, Klaus, what did you say it should be done?

Klaus Stoll:
Sorry, what I tried to say if we have a meeting like Avri suggested, which I support, it should be not conducted online but face to face.

Rafik Dammak:
Okay.

Avri Doria:
Hi. Can I comment?

Rafik Dammak:
Yes, Avri.

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. I think that, you know, perhaps there are - certainly we should talk face to face, but not everybody will necessarily be face to face. Certainly a lot of the membership who, NCSG membership, who might have an interest in these issues might not be available for a face to face. So perhaps, you know, we need to have both and perhaps, you know, for those issues that people feel are sensitive and personal, I, you know, I certainly think that those can be had in a face-to-face environment. But I think there's a whole lot of this in terms of understanding, in terms of how it works, in terms of people's viewpoints that can certainly be done in an open way.

Now, you know, we may decide that that's a meeting that, you know, we don't necessarily want transcribed, I don't know, but I think that one of the things that's been exemplary about NCSG as it attempts to be as open as possible with as much archive and record and an ability for people to catch up things later. So while I'm always happy to have face-to-face discussions about the personal issues, I think there's a lot to be talked about in the open and perceptible online environment. Thanks.
Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. Well I think, I mean having this call which we open, archive it, transcribe it and so on is we're talking about, I mean about the process and explain how it works and so in, it kind of really can be useful later to be used as material that people can listen and try to understand. So I mean I don't expect someone to understand all of the GNSO process and procedure in just one call. It's kind of a learning curve to go through but at least having this call is the beginning just to first to brief the new councilor but also to kind of to record this, and we use it for all memberships.

So we still also have face-to-face meetings. Maybe if someone wants to ask more specific question is not a problem. That can be done ad hoc, but just maybe the only issue is that it's not - cannot be, how to say, scale it out, and that's the only issue and then shared with other groups. So anyway, so in this topic of - I mean this letter, we hear I mean the briefings from the councilor but again, we got maybe some suggestion how to go and try to improve the process. Other than that, is there any other question, comment? Otherwise we should move to the next item. Okay.


Well the next item is about the GNSO liaison to the GAC. So I think it's along the same item like last time which was about to appoint the liaison. But this is just kind of what's the purpose, kind of to discuss with the liaison, something like that?
Avri Doria:
This is Avri. Yes that was my impression, that we picked one and he's going to start doing it so let's have a chat.
Rafik Dammak:
Okay. Yes that’s good. I mean just (unintelligible). Do we have a kind of a question that we think we should ask him or some I would say guidance? Okay. Well I think this is not really controversial topic, so if nobody wants to comment further we can move to the next item, which is about the PDP working group and the inter-registrar transfer I think, Part D.

So I recall that Avri shared the report this week or last week, and the main conclusion the report has consensus and there will - I mean she didn't emphasize any issue there. And the report was shared, but I guess, yes. But to hear me maybe can be I mean helpful, and I say just the presentation now. And this conference call is mostly about I mean updates, so there is no motion on that, so. But anyway, about this IRTP part D, so any comment on this? Any thoughts?
Avri Doria:
This is Avri. I can say a little bit, you know. Yes I've been in the IRTP groups. I (unintelligible) with group C and was co-chair I think in that one, and this one I'm a member of the group. We have talked all the way through definitely. You know, the balance has been reached I think fairly good, and there was a very strong At Large ALAC participation in this too, worrying about users and registrants and the processing of complaints and stuff.

And I think a good balance has been struck to clean up, you know, some of the rules to make sure that things are locked through the various processes so to make sure that one doesn't lose a registration, you know, without being able to take some recourse. So, you know, I think unfortunately I think that through the course of A through D, some new issues that weren't on the list have resurfaced and may need to be another IRTP PDP or effort again at some point.


So I have very little more to add to it. I do recommend than when people see groups like these, they're great ones to go participate in to basically learn. I've learned an immense amount about what goes on inside registries and registrars when, you know, we are registering, when we are getting our authorization codes so we can transfer and what happens and the differences between when individuals do it versus when brokers do it, and understanding that aspect of the registration process since we are a registrant user representative group I think is useful.

And in this case I think a good balance has been struck between the processes and the heaviness and processes of the registrars and registries with protection of registrants through the transfer dispute resolution process, the TDRP. So, you know, I don't have anything to add.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. Yes I think well it's important to know. I don’t think it was controversial, the working group, anyway that this will all work smoothly. So anyway, I think the council call will be a good opportunity to hear the updates. Yes. I also saw that (Stephanie) was asking about the IRTP acronyms, so yes. Well okay. Any questions, comment here?

Avri Doria:
Sorry. IRTP, inter-register transfer policy. And the D means it's the fourth one in the series.

Rafik Dammak:
Yes. So it was - I mean the work was created in four parts.
Avri Doria:
Yes. That was a whole lot of stuff to be done. So there's an A and B, which are already in implementation. C is going into implementation now, and I think it's the first one that actually has an implementation review team, which is the new PDP, policy development process, mechanism that came in, you know, in the last pass of PDP revisions.

So a group that's actually going to watch the implementation and deal with issues that come up. And I'm sure IRTPD will have its own implementation review team, though the group has not discussed that yet from my memory. Although I missed the last meeting which was yesterday and, you know, have not listened to the call yet. So maybe that meeting did decide on a implementation review team, but I don't know.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. Okay thanks. Yes. Well I think you gave a exhaustive briefing about this and good introduction for those who want to understand how a PDP is working, and also you mentioned about the new approach to have review team and so on. I think there are some documentation about the whole process in the GNSO worksite. I think it - maybe I will try to share those documentation later with council but also with the rest of membership. So yes, it can be really good reading.


Okay. So we might now I think move to the next item, which is about updating CIP sequence around new gTLD status reports. And I think Avri again you shared the report and you aggressively really explained several points about the report and so on to the list. But if people have any question here or they want to comment or to add something that will be I guess can be helpful. Okay guys, any comments? Anybody want to add something?

Okay. So if there is no question or comments I think we may move to the next item. I think for today we may really finish early our call since the agenda is small about update. There is no motion and how to say it's not kind of - doesn't raise a lot of discussion here, but anyway. So the next item is the cross-community working group to develop a transition proposal for (unintelligible), naming-related functions.

I think on the last council call the charter was approved, and we got an action here to do from our side, which is to appoint a representative from NCSG to this working group. This at the policy committee level, and I really hope that we will close this and send an appointment. It was supposed to be that we sent the name on the 15th of September. We are already late so I think we - it's one of the stuff that we need to close quickly, but anyway. Any comment, any question here?
Rafik Dammak:
And...

Avri Doria:
I...

Rafik Dammak:
What’s the - yes, Avri? Yes.

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. Just one comment. I’m really hoping that we do make the decision before the meeting on Thursday and have sent it in.


And I know this is kind of in our, you know, PC sort of hiatus when we’re, you know, don’t have either our PC chair or PC alternate chair calling the consensus. I’m obviously self-interested since I’ve put myself forward to be that name.


I think the PC is almost at a consensus on it. But since neither our chair nor alternate chair has actually called the consensus we’re sort of in this limbo state.


So I would certainly like to see us complete that. And I’d also like to see us get our PC, Policy Committee, back to being more functional. Thanks.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. And I think it’s not just about this. We have several task. I sent several email the last days really asking the chairs to act.


And for that we have Rudy here on the call. So I think that can be an action for him so to take after this call and to initiate the call for consensus.


I think that (Stephanie) want to speak. Yes, (Stephanie). Please go ahead.

(Stephanie Parrin):
I was just going to say that I think for these things, especially when we’re late, we don’t do ourselves any favors. And I’m speaking as someone who’s perpetually late. So I’m not casting stones from a glass house. I do this with a deep sense of guilt. I do it all the time.


But we must try to minimize the extent to which we’re late. And it seems to me if Rafik sends a reminder and we’ve been talking about this for like two weeks, can a third person not just put up their hand and say okay, nobody’s responded in 48 hours.


I vote Avri as the nominee, let’s get on with it and send it in because I think we need some deadlines for the policy committee. We can’t wait. You know?


And as you say this isn’t the only issue. There’s a couple of other ones as well.


And I don’t know about everyone else. But if I’m not responsible I don’t have it in a (B App) system. You know?


I don’t watch over my neighbor’s workload. And I’m not either the chair or the vice-chair. So I’m not keeping track of this. And when I look up and think gosh, I thought I voted on that two weeks ago, you know, it’s discouraging for volunteers to participate.


Okay. That’s all I want to say.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks (unintelligible).

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. If I can add, in the last PC I was the alternate chair. And indeed I did quite often call the consensus votes when our chair - our consensus - not votes but our consensus timeouts and when the chair wasn’t available to do it.


In this PC, since I’m neither the chair nor alternate chair I have avoided stepping on their prerogative by trying to force the issue. And especially in a case where I am the subject of something I certainly wouldn’t presume to call it.


But I agree with (Stephanie). We really do need, you know, a chair, an alternate chair, to keep us moving, to be the ones that call the clock and call the 48 hours, you know, because the rest of us have all said sure, it’s okay with me. But we haven’t had that definitive process. So we really do need something to happen.


Granted, after, you know, the new council members enter and become formal members of the policy committee we will go through a new choosing of PC chair and perhaps vice-chair or alternate chair. The only thing that the charter calls for is the chair. You know? Then we’ll be in a different situation one hopes. But at this point somebody’s got to do something.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. I think Rudy is taking - making commitment that he will making the call for consensus.


So Rudy, we have several task. I think you - if you can check them and then make the call for consensus, so on then.


I mean it’s really time to - I mean to be honest I’m - I was obviously frustrated because we also - another issue, we got volunteers to draft comments and was receiving kind of email, what’s happening and so on. So yeah.


Anyway let’s work to improve this. I mean it can be a topic for how to see how it can improvement, having two chairs, supposed to. But maybe it’s - maybe there was some miscommunication confusion.


But anyway, okay. We have commitment from you, Rudy, to do this well before 20, so - 20 UTC so this is, I guess, in, yeah, less than six hours.


Okay. No question here. Any comment? Okay, good.


So let’s move to the next item which is the report of the ICANN board working group and the nominating committee. So I think the comments is still open. I mean public comment’s still open.


I tried to ask a former NomCom representative to share their thoughts because they have some experience I mean in the NomCom and to work on draft. So we don’t have this yet. But I’m just - I think also we had the discussion in NCSG at least however.


Anyway, so - but - so if people want to share idea, thought, question, comment here it’s - they are welcome. Okay.


Well somebody will have really small (unintelligible) call today. Okay. So I see no hands up. Okay. So basically we issued the - of the last - I think, yeah, before last item which is about the planning for L.A.


Yeah. Thanks, Avri, share the schedule.


I’m not sure about the GNSO council schedule itself and if there with - there was any change to the format. Probably they are keeping the same skeleton.


Also we will have in the Friday after the meeting induction day for all councilor, the new and out - I think the outgoing councilor. It’s - there was the experience last year in Buenos Aires to really have new councilor to - I think to understand and to - I think it’s good exercise for - exercise of team-building. And so I’m not sure if the new councilor already made their travel arrangement to be there or not.


Anyway we are missing - I’d say we don’t have every detail about the GNSO schedule itself. Avri or Klaus, did - I mean do we have a draft of the GNSO schedule in L.A. yet or it’s not ready?

Avri Doria:
This is Avri. I haven’t seen it yet but I haven’t gone looking. I’ll take a look now to see if it’s out but I have not seen it.


(David)’s not on the call? (David) would know.


I’ll look. But I haven’t seen one yet.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, Avri. Yes, (Stephanie)? Please go ahead. (Stephanie)?

(Stephanie Parrin):
Can you hear me?

Rafik Dammak:
Yes we can.

(Stephanie Parrin):
Sorry. I’m having microphone problems.


Okay. Just so everybody knows, (David) and (Cathy) and (Amer) are on the PPSAI -- that’s the privacy proxy accreditation working group -- where we’re having a breakdown on the issue of reveal versus publish. So, you know, they’re - that’s why they’re not here.

Rafik Dammak:
Thanks, (Stephanie) for...

(Stephanie Parrin):
So they’re probably...

Rafik Dammak:
Yeah. (Stephanie), just a point, I mean maybe if you please double-check because when I checked on the schedule last time for the - I mean for these - for - I mean for the - in the calendar I didn’t find it. So that’s why. Otherwise I won’t organize a conference call here. But...

(Stephanie Parrin):
Check the calendar...

Rafik Dammak:
Yes.

(Stephanie Parrin):
Because this is a regular, regular thing. It’s every single week at 10 o’clock on Tuesdays or 10 o’clock Eastern Standard or whatever it is, ETC.


So obviously whoever updates the calendar doesn’t put it in which real - which speaks to my question. It’s really hard to plan for the L.A. meeting if the agenda doesn’t come out till today. How do you guys manage because I’ve got innumerable things going on that I’m having a hard time keeping track of?


Obviously it’ll be great now the schedule’s out. But we’re getting tight. You know?

Rafik Dammak:
Well...

(Crosstalk))

Rafik Dammak:
How to say? First we try to get the GNSO - I would say the GNSO schedule itself cause that’s to guide us. And we have our own schedules that I will chair so to try to highlight which session, which NCSG session so.


But back to the conference call - NCSG conference call time float. I think from no one you will receive the total pool from (Miriam) so we can - we will try to select - to check which - the most convenient timeslot for - well we try for most people want to attend. So we’ll check with her and we will give like maybe three or four timeslots. And we will select - we will, after having this total pool to select one. And so we’ll try to - we will try to avoid any collusion. So - but yeah. So that’s kind of - that’s what we will do from now.


Okay. And (Miriam) will chair the schedule we had for - we have for L.A. Is it drafted schedule? Okay. So just wait a few seconds. He will share it.


So basically we’ll have the same meetings, policy committee meeting in Saturday, our NCSG constituency day meeting, executive committee meeting. And also we will have a meeting this time that changes. The meeting with ALAC will be in the morning of Monday, quite early, so I think 7:30. And I asked for a breakfast.


So let’s see. I know that’s quite early. But we didn’t find any free timeslot in the ALAC calendar.


There were some changes, GNSO schedule itself. And there was conflict with their position - the GNSO (unintelligible) position.


We also have a cocktail reception with ICANN board in Saturday - not Saturday, Sunday, just after our policy committee meeting. So - and also we will keep the same - I mean kind of practice we had before is to have a meeting with the board directors for the (CCSD) and ccSO, (Bruce) and the new elected board director, Marcus Kumar. And also we have - we’ll have (Bear Grantu).


So there’s another meeting we will have. I think it will be in Thursday morning.


So this is basically the - okay. So you have the schedule in the Adobe Connect. It’s quite small.


But (Miriam), can you share, please, the link so everybody can check it - I mean at least have access?


So yeah, this basically what I was explaining now. So this is the schedule we’ll have. Yeah.


And I also sent to the list asking for three topics we want to talk, discuss with the ICANN board in the usual meeting with them in Tuesday. So we will have - I mean we tried to collect as much as possible proposal. And then we would have another kind of pull - pulling process to select the top three. So please, if you have any suggestion or idea for a topic, please share that in the list.


And so in the next day we will collect them. And we will have the pulling. Okay?


So any question here, any, I mean, comment? Okay. Okay.


So, you know, what do you think of - but talking about L.A. meeting with all of my - was any other business item? But we can go back to the previous part of the agenda which is about the policy update and public comment and briefing from working group.


So for public comment, as we said - I said, we have some draft in the PC. So hopefully with the consensus call we can send them.


We - one, it’s about the GAC. But it’s some that it still needs some rework because we got several new input. So that can be done later.


We have for the council of Europe report. It’s just - it’s waiting for a consensus call. And yeah, so okay.


But for those involved in working group, any update that you want to share with us here? Okay. Okay. Well I think that’s okay. So the quiet - it’s a quiet call today.


Anyway, so I think we already finished. Yeah. Yeah, (Stephanie). Please go ahead.


(Stephanie)? (Stephanie), can you speak? (Stephanie), I think you need to unmute yourself.

(Stephanie Parrin):
It’s not responding. It’s not responding. Can you hear me now?

Rafik Dammak:
Yes.

(Stephanie Parrin):
Hello? Yeah. Okay.

Rafik Dammak:
Hello. We can...

(Stephanie Parrin):
Sorry.

Rafik Dammak:
Hear you.

(Stephanie Parrin):
It must be hanging. Okay, good.


I just wanted to - just for everybody who’s not on the call there’s a really important privacy proxy working group going on where really important stuff’s happening. So we had to figure out who was going to do this call.


Secondly I’m curious as to how we’re going to organize because I think the - at least in my opinion the human rights report from the council of Europe, there’s a really important issue that we want to talk about, we want to raise with the board. And it looks like Lee Hibbard has been unable to get a room.


Is that like the end of the world? Can we not meet in a bloody restaurant or something like this? We really need to move on that report I think. It would be a terrible loss of an opportunity if we didn’t. So that’s one thought.


My other thought is there’s supposed to be a Whois, everything about Whois meeting, going on in Los Angeles. And I mean I hate to be a one-trick pony but there - I just participated last week in two webinars on the EWG report. There were no questions about privacy. There were no sort of major issues raised by civil society there. And then frankly there weren’t - I mean Evan Leibovitch was there but that was about it for civil society.


So I’m deeply concerned that that report is going to get back-channeled through a non-transparent process. And if civil society doesn’t demand that a few of the problems get fixed we’re going to be stuck with a massive incursion into human rights in the form of what that report represents. I don’t think I’m exaggerating.


So I’m afraid that that - all things we’ll miss. It’s supposed to be an all-day session? But I haven’t been able to see it on the agenda. So now that the agenda’s out it’s got to be here somewhere.

Rafik Dammak:
Yeah. Yeah, (Stephanie). Thanks.


So first of all the council of Europe comments, so I - that I was talking about and we have that in the PC and hopefully we’ll have the call for consensus today and we can give that some meted hopefully the next days.


Regarding the Whois I heard that from the GAC chair. What’s her name -- I forget -- the Canadian representative? I forget her name. Sorry, Heather. Yeah, Heather.


So she talked that it was a suggestion from the GAC. They wanted to have a full session about Whois. I asked her about the days and if we - I mean if we - that’s kind of cross-community, I mean, organization. But they didn’t get (unintelligible) after that.


So I’m not sure about what is - what kind of - I mean update there. But I will maybe try to ask there, I mean, to get more details because there is nothing on the schedule with - there.


But they also said it’s important because if they are talking about Whois and what is happening in ICANN we need to have the German rewrite and the privacy dimension there. And I see that they (Bill) wants to comment.


Yes, (Bill)? (Bill)? (Bill), can you speak up? So I’m not sure. We cannot hear you, (Bill), so can you unmute yourself?


Okay. So - anyway, so (Stephanie), I would try to check with Heather as that’s my understanding that the - it was really a GAC proposal so to see what kind of update we can get from there.


So any other comment or question? Okay.


So we have less than three weeks before L.A. meeting and a lot of work to be done prior to that. So please, if you need any help for the travel support, please send me email so we try to raise the travel constituency and check what’s happening - constituency travel and check what is happening there.


Anyway so guys, if you have really no further comment or question or topic to suggest I think I will end that to close the call for today. Okay? So being no comment or hand rised (sic) so I think we can adjourn the call for today.


Thanks, everyone, and see you soon in L.A. and also online. Bye-bye.

Woman:
Okay. Bye-bye. Thanks, all.

(Stephanie Parrin):
(Unintelligible). Hang on. The system is not responding, Rafik. Like it takes you five minutes to get your hand raised so - let alone unmute your microphone.


We need a strategy to respond to the EWG report. If we wait until L.A. I think it’s too late.


I - there - in the back channel there has been some discussion about a board/GNSO working group being formed. We need to at least come up with a common position on how we feel about the report. Basically nothing’s happened and I realize I am a one-trick pony here. I just spent a year and a half on the bloody thing. But it is really important for a number of fundamental rights.


So can we start a working group of people who care about the EWG report?

Rafik Dammak:
Okay. (Stephanie), I think (Amer) already shared the information about this board/GNSO working group. So I think discussion already started on the list how we should cope with that.


And so for the other - I mean the comment about the expert working group report, kind of you are suggesting an ad hoc working group, yes. I mean you can send this request to the mailing list and clearly asking for volunteers that they can commit and spend time for the coming two weeks to have something before L.A.


And as you said you - we need to talk about strategy. So maybe if you can explain it there, your concerns and what you see as an approach, so we can go from there so to go with some action from here.


So what do you think?

(Stephanie Parrin):
Okay. That’s what I’ll do now. That’s what...

Rafik Dammak:
Yeah. I mean...

(Stephanie Parrin):
I’ll do.

Rafik Dammak:
Yeah. We can get people, I guess, like (Tammy) and so on. And responding to (Bill), yes, we cannot hear you. We cannot hear you at all so we tried to ask you to speak up many times.


Okay, anyway. So I was going to adjourn this call. But anyway, so - okay. So I think it’s - we should - okay, let’s adjourn the call for today. And please stop the recording. Thank you.

Woman:
(Damon), you can stop the recording now. Thank you very much.

END

