Business Constituency Member Call

Wednesday 9 November 2005

NOTES FROM CALL (revised)

Present

Rick Anderson

Ron Andruff

Neal Blair

Chris Boam

Marilyn Cade

Grant Forsyth

Catherine Gabay

Gary Hills (Secretariat)

Heather Shaw

Philip Sheppard

Apologies:  Alan Miller, David Fares

1. Vancouver agenda

MC: outlined the Vancouver schedule. 

- Board and Council session on strategic plan and gTLDs

- Workshop on Verisign settlement (proposed)

- Workshop on IDNs

- Workshop on privacy issues and WhoIs (possible)

- Constituency Day including the cross-constituency meeting

- Public Forum including a session on the Verisign settlement

- Workshop on WSIS.

Check the ICANN web site for latest timings.

Ron A: asked about the proposed BC outreach session in Vancouver. 

GH: had received confirmation from Tourism Vancouver that they had issued invites to key contacts the day before.  It was agreed that Gary would send information to BC members so they could also forward invitations to key Canadian contacts.

Action Gary

2. Upcoming Council Agenda items

· WhoIs task force has an uncertain future as its progress is slow.

· Council is preparing its own Strategic Plan to fed into the future ICANN planning process.

· A new staff report of new gTLDs is just out. (GAC is keen to be involved )

Grant is Chair of the Council Planning Group

GF:  The group is looking at four areas.

1. Administration

2. Planning

3. Working with staff to offer Council support

4. Improving and developing the Operational Plan (dialogue between Council and Board)

3. WSIS
MC: announced that Frank March from the New Zealand government is proving to be a real benefit to business. She also reported that the CCBI (an industry group co-ordinated by the ICC) has not officially taken a position on any of the proposals put forward at PrepCom 3. The CCBI has stated that many of the proposals are not consistent with CCBI principles for Internet governance, either in whole or in part but the CCBI has steered away from stating opposition or approval of any of the proposals given the fluid nature of the texts and negotiations.  She expects certain European government reps to speak out in Vancouver.

NB: worked with the UN in Washington DC for 35 years.  The only thing the Europeans understand is strength and that strength must come from the business community.  They may listen if they believe that their stance is not in their economic interests,

MC: the European position is oddly currently aligned to that of  Iran and China.

PS: be careful not to generalise European sentiments, there are differences between the voice of the Commission, the voice of the 6-month rotating presidency (currently UK) and the voice of the Member States.  Better to look at where the pressures are coming from.

GF: Yes, the EU ‘position’ was arrived at with only a few Member States in the room at the time and is not truly representative.

MC: agreed with this.

4. VeriSign settlement

PS: summarised the e-mail view sent by David Fares which was to offer broad support to the settlement while addressing specific issues. There needs to be a balance between supporting what is good and areas that are problematic, for example, increasing fees.

MC: ICANN needs to consider the overall issue of maintaining a competitive environment.

Rick A:  difficulty understanding where ICANN is going with this.  Their actions play into the hands of ICANN’s opponents in the WSIS.  ICANN must put itself in a position of trust.

PS: risks from the proposed settlement are:

· adverse WSIS reaction

· that the agreement is seen to be overly beneficial to VeriSign

· a risk of litigation from others who believe their own business opportunities are being compromised, ie, unfair competition.

GF: acknowledged benefits of the settlement, but problems remain.  

MC: settling the litigation is good but beware of the presumptive right of renewal of dot com as part of that.  An alternative would be to put a time limit on the dot com award.

PS: maintained that it’s not an acceptable settlement.

GF: concerned about the ballooning ICANN budget.  He proposed that the BC position should be to advise the Board not to support the settlement and to call for specific changes.  

MC: Agreed and especially objected to policy by contract.

All participants: comfortable with GF’s comments as a way forward.

It was agreed the BC reps would take account of all these comments and finalise a joint draft for member review by the beginning of next week. 

Action PS as rapporteur.

End of call.
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