BC members call 6 March 2006

Present

Philip Sheppard – moderator and officer

Marilyn Cade, officer

Grant Forsyth - officer

Mike Rodenbaugh

George Kirikos

David Fares

Jim Baskin

Neil Blair

Steve Plotkin

Heather Shaw

Erin Hennessy

Fabricio Vayra

1. Announcement of change in Officers of BC:   Grant Forsyth joining BT, moving to Europe:

One of the Officers of the BC, Grant Forsyth announced he is taking a new job with British Telecom in the UK, and will have to discontinue his role as elected officer of the BC. Even if BT chose to re-establish membership within the BC, Grant would be ineligible to remain a Councillor under ICANN by-laws, since Tony Holmes, BT, is an elected ISPCP Councillor. The BC officers propose seconding a colleague of Grant’s from TelstraClear, Alastair Dixon, to serve as Councillor/BC officer until the year end. Members on the call supported this and the proposal will be submitted to all members for comment for a week, ending March 16. 

2. Proposed Verisign settlement agreements

Key points from the BC position

The BC supports an amicable resolution of the litigation between Verisign and ICANN, but does not support the proposed settlement in its present form. The BC seeks the following four changes before it can support adoption of the settlement by the ICANN Board:

1. Services. The BC calls for the deletion of both the sections on registry services and the exemption period for registry services from the settlement, as well as the insertion of a reference to ICANN consensus policy on new registry services.

2. Renewal. The BC calls for a deletion of the presumptive right of renewal in the current settlement, and for the ICANN Board to initiate a GNSO policy development process (PDP) on the issue of presumptive renewal of Registry contracts. 

3. Data. The BC calls for an amendment of the settlement sections related to traffic data. The BC will also propose that the issue of the ownership rights relating to traffic data is incorporated into the GNSO policy development process (PDP) on new gTLDs.

4. Funds. The BC calls for a confirmation by the ICANN Board that any special funds are indeed explicitly incorporated into the ICANN strategic planning process and the ICANN budget review.

Members discussed the fact that the ICANN Board by a 9 to 5, with one abstention vote had adopted the 2006 version of the proposed settlement agreement. Members agreed that the 2006 version did not address BC concerns as outlined in our position paper and summarised above. (There had been no substantive change with respect to these issues between the 2005 and the 2006 versions of the settlement.)  BC members discussed various options:

· a Board reconsideration – which requires the requesting party demonstrating they are an “affected” party;

· a complaint to the ICANN ombudsman;

· a letter to the US DOC and copy to the US DOJ, since US DOC has the responsibility to ratify the Board proposal.

It was agreed that the most fruitful option would be a letter to the DOC and the officers agreed to draft a letter for member consideration. ACTION Marilyn

3. Key policy issues for ICANN meetings in New Zealand

The officers reported that there will be substantive discussion on the GNSO new PDP on new gTLDs in NZ [PDP-Dec05]. The BC has now submitted its final comments on the proposed terms of reference of this PDP. One member has raised a question regarding the role of auctions; while other members questioned the value and applicability of auctions, especially in the sponsored gTLD It was suggested that, in the interest of time on the call, that any further discussion regarding all issues related to the BC position on new gTLDs policy will benefit from further on-list dialogue among the membership. The PDP-Dec05, which is about new gTLD policy, is being managed by the gNSO Council as a committee of the whole, so all three officers are involved. Philip Sheppard  is the BC rapporteur for this issue.

Attendance in Wellington: 

The following BC members are expected to attend NZ:

Philip Sheppard, Grant Forsyth, Marilyn Cade, Alastair Dixon, Maggie Mansourkia for Verizon Deutsch, Neal Blair, Chuck Warren, Ron Andruff and possibly a representative of Yahoo.

4. IDNs and China

It remains unclear to what extent the recent announcement by China of IDNs within the .cn domain are anything significantly new.  Earlier press reports talking of an alternate root are confusing as  it appears that some of the IDNs that will exist will be within the .cn domain. The key issue here is that although communication within .cn will function, universal resolvability outside of .cn is now compromised. Members agreed more clarity is required.

5. GNSO review

Background

All of the SOs are subject to review, according to the ICANN bylaws. The gNSO Council was reviewed in 2005, and a list of changes, including modifications to the PDP process recommended. All of these work items are  on hold, due to resource issues, primarily involving ICANN staffing. The Board approved as the first full SO to be reviewed, the review of the GNSO. The GNSO Council and Board agreed to Terms of Reference. Recently, the ICANN Board issued a tender for an independent entity to conduct the review, and selected the London School of Economics [LSE]. The review team has extensive government experience and describes themselves as experienced in working in the public sector. As part of the review process, they have prepared a questionnaire. 

BC members are encouraged to visit the web site of the organisation performing a review of the GNSO, request a password and complete the on-line survey. www.icann-gnsoreview.org   

The BC officers have invited the LSE team to meet with the BC members in Wellington, and will establish a further working interaction with the LSE team, and encourage interviews with additional BC members. If you are interested in talking to the LSE team and will not be in Wellington, please advise the Secretariat, at secretariat@bizconst.org who will see what arrangements can be made. 

6. WHOIS

Background

The central point of work at present is the development of agreement on the definition of "purpose". This definition is critical to the ongoing work of the TF, and indeed, the GNSO on WHOIS. There are two definitions being considered by the TF, and there are strong divisions. Formulation 1 was prepared by and is supported by the Registries; Registrars, NCUC, and At Large. Formulation 2 was drafted by the BC and is supported by the BC, ISPCP, and IPC. In addition, the recent preliminary draft report prepared by ICANN staff has been of concern to the TF members from the BC. It is merely a compilation of materials, though in its current form it does not summarise all of the submissions in support of Formulation 2. BC members are working with senior policy staff to change the report.. 
There was further discussion on purpose and members were updated on the work of the TF.
7. Nominating Committee

Marilyn Cade and Catherine Gabay are the two BC 2006 appointees to the NomCom. The Nom Com is responsible for the appointment of both Board and certain SO and ALAC members.  Marilyn expressed concern that after its first few years of operation, there is a need for assessment, and possible reform in several areas of the NomCom’s operation, including developing more transparency. There is presently a bias against selecting anyone who has experience from within the ICANN SOs. Its recommended that the BC support the launch of  review of the NomCom during 2006.

8. AOB

· George Kirikos voluntered to send the secretariat details of alternative conferencing facilities although he did not have personal experience of them. Philip said his organisation was trialing a web based system and he would report back if it proved effective.  

· There will be the usual follow-on call after Wellington’s ICANN meeting. The secretariat will advise members of the date. 

The meeting closed. 

BC members call March 2006 page 3

