Business Constituency Member Call

Thursday 8 December 2005

NOTES FROM CALL 

Present

Rick Anderson

James Baskin

Marilyn Cade

David Fares

Grant Forsyth

Gary Hills (Secretariat)

Steve Plotkin

Mike Roberts

Apologies: 

Ron Andruff 

Neal Blair

Sarah Deutsch 

Ayesha Hassan

Mike Rodenbaugh

Philip Sheppard

Chuck Warren

Background

The call was organised to discuss the outcomes of the ICANN meetings in Vancouver.  Marilyn Cade used the notes from the BC meeting in Vancouver as an agenda for the call and took members through the main points.

The following summary therefore supplement the notes made at the meeting in Vancouver.

As usual, the BC met with the ISPCP and the IPC for the Cross Constituency for a meeting with the Board and other invited guest speakers. MC emphasised that both the Cross Constituency and BC meetings were well attended.

1. VeriSign Agreement

· The VeriSign agreement was the main topic throughout the ICANN event and the conclusion is that there was a good set of principles reached. 

· There was a “workshop” organized by the BC, ALAC, and a subcommittee of Registrars that provided an analysis and sharing of positions; this led to the development of a “rough consensus” on the core problems with the litigation settlement/.com award proposals. 

· The BC position, which articulated concerns, as well as solutions, was well received by the Board 

· The Board met individually with the Constituencies and also ALAC.

·  The community seemed pleased in general with attention of the Board to taking input throughout the several days meeting. 

Vint Cerf announced that the Public Forum was to be extended to 7 December 2006 and that a public report would be prepared by staff and posted by 11 December.  At that time, the staff will sit down with Verisign in new discussions, based on the “report”. 

The IP, ISP, BC and Registrars leadership will also convene on 12 December to discuss a possible consensus approach on the staff report. 

2. WIPO II

· Some governments have strongly held positions to maintain rights over “place names” - both cities and geographical regions (ie, Burgundy), as well as country names.  This is a serious concern to many business users, who use such  names in their company or product names. The BC should continue to be involved in this discussion, both in the gTLDS, and also in the Country Codes.

After a discussion with the Board and staff in the CC, an informal proposal was made: in preparation for the next meeting, each constituency will appoint two representatives to act as a small drafting/brainstorming group.  Sarah Deutsch and Philip Sheppard will act on behalf of the BC. The group will be convened by the IPC, in NYC, shortly.

It was noted that the board and Paul Twomey are enthused by the flexibility of the CC in taking up this issue in a pragmatic way, and seeking a possible path forward to bring into the Council, once consensus develops in these three constituencies. 

MR: asked if there was anything that prevents the CCs blocking off place names.

MC:  This is a matter of policy, and the CCs have the right to set such a policy; many do; others do not. The new part of this is the very active concern that has developed with the award of .travel; and now .XXX, where some countries have strongly held views about having the first 'right' to a name, or seemingly don’t want to pay for registering the names in all new gTLDs. The issue will be part of the new gTLD policy process. 

JB: raised the issue of different spellings/language relevance (ie, Geneva/Genève).  Also, labels in the domain name that contain a place name

MC: Not getting standard advice at the moment from what governments want; nor is there a policy in the gTLD space.   The IPC and BC position is similar. 

3. Strategic Plan

· There were  five areas not agreed which remained frozen in the budget until this meeting. The board did vote to lift the restriction on these items, but with a set amount of funding, and only for this budget year. Many of the concerns of the BC and other constituencies were reflected in the budget, e.g., regional offices have been changed to 'regional presence', and with an acknowledgment that there may be different solutions in different regions and that more exploration is needed.  There is a new Strategic Plan draft, and there is now an extension until mid-January for comments. 

·  The BC position remains that we are looking for flexibility and transparency and sufficient detail for the community to make decisions about the StratPlan and the Operational Plan. 

· Grant Forsyth, Marilyn Cade will continue to be actively engaged in analysis and developing draft comments for the BC on the StratPlan. 

· Overall, we have made a lot of progress and have played a good balancing role. 

4. GNSO Council Update

· Legal Conflict Policy on WHOIS/disputes with national law approved.

· Registrars and Registries are strongly opposed to the views of the BC, ISPs, and IPC on WHOIS Data Privacy which makes for a challenging situation.  The Registries are emerging as a new player, and are beginning to take a hard line that data should be closed.  The registrars are more split in the constituency, although some of the Task Force representatives seem quite challenging to work with.

· Steve Metalitz briefed the Cross Constituency meeting on the privacy issue.

· New gTLDs - a draft Terms of Reference has been submitted for public comment. There will be interim work by the Council, working as a Task Force of the whole, and two days have been put aside for policy development/discussion in Wellington, before the actual ICANN meeting starts. 

· IDN/gTLD – The BC and business in general will be greatly affected by the introduction of non Latin character domain names; the work at ICANN is therefore critical to follow. MC suggested that it might be useful to have a “non technical workshop” for the community, or even only for the CC. There will be many challenges in setting policy in this area, as well as technical challenges. For example, some governments believe that they should be able to determine who manages a native language version of .com, rather than have the present incumbent operate a Chinese language version, for instance, of .com, or .net, or .org. 

JB: this could mean 240 different registries

MR: Plus duplication of name servers

MC: Important to have a sufficient, but high level of discussion about IDN and the implications to business users.   If this isn't addressed properly, it could break the Internet - particularly so in non-Latin language countries.  We need to have a business users Workshop on this issue.  IDN is also a current work item at the ITU, though there seems to be little expertise. MC also expects that the WSIS Internet Governance Forum will try to take up the issue of multilingualism, a related, but broader topic.

MR: the situation is related to cultural heritage where a national name system could be appropriate, especially developing countries.

5. GNSO Evaluation and Review 

· The Terms of reference for an evaluation of the GNSO were approved by the Board. This review is required by bylaw, and the GNSO is the first of the SOs to undergo this process. 

There are a standard set of questions which Gary, as Secretariat, will work with reps to complete.   An independent consultant, retained by ICANN will be interviewing individuals as part of this review, Gary will alert members when this process starts.  

Noted that the Non-Commercial Constituency would like an individual users' Constituency rather than At-Large.

Outcome: results and recommendations passed to Supporting Organisation for implementation. There have been some concerns about “representative ness” and how broad the outreach of constituencies is. This will probably be one of the areas of focus, as well as whether the constituencies work to keep their members advised and informed. 

6. WSIS

· A more comprehensive report has already been provided in the BC minutes. 

· Of note is that Yanis Karklins, President, Prep-com, WSIS Tunis, has been appointed to represent Latvia for the next three GAC meetings. In addition, Ambassador Karklins urged the Cross Constituency, or individual parts of the CC, such as the BC, to submit comments into the UN process. 
· Marcus Kummer, former Executive Secretariat, Working Group on Internet Governance WGIG, announced that the first forum would likely be in Athens – the dates are yet to be determined but consideration is for  September or October.  The Greek host is planning for 1500 people to be in attendance.
· There will be a post WSIS Workshop in Wellington - a state of play meeting
7. AOB

· Marilyn recommended that members look at www.icannwiki.org - a website for people who attend ICANN meetings.  The site is self developing and aims to promote better communication, a little like Blogging.

· GF: highlighted member outreach in Wellington.  Some form of outreach should be part of all our meetings.

