BC Members Call 12 June 2008
These notes are a thumbnail sketch of the call – please refer to the mp3 recording for the full detail. 
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On the MP3 recording, the meeting begins at 07:15
Paris Meetings
Philip Sheppard outlined the GNSO-related meetings in Paris. Joint meeting with ALAC on Sunday, followed by a meeting with the GAC. Constituency day is Tuesday 24 June, starting with the breakfast, then the Cross-constituency meeting. The BC meeting is in the afternoon, 2-5pm.

Wednesday is Council day with a full Council meeting in the morning followed by a discussion on GNSO improvements.
On Thursday, joint CC and GNSO meeting over lunch.
Philip pointed members to the ICANN website for the full meetings list http://par.icann.org/en/schedule
Business Outreach

Ayesha Hassan updated members. On Sunday there may be an informal drink at the hotel to welcome new business participants. 
ICC has outreached members who don’t normally participate in ICANN meetings. MEDEF has also raised awareness in the French business community. A few ICC members are not yet involved with constituencies and it will be very useful if they can attend the breakfast. They have also been encouraged to come to the constituency meetings. There are also non-ICC members invited. 
Consumer Protection Issues

Mike Rodenbaugh updated members on the Fast Flux PDP. A working group has been formed and will meet on the Sunday in Paris. Bob Heimbecker asked if there was any movement on the technology issues as there were some lawsuits on Fast flux offenders. Mike Rodenbaugh explained that Council has asked the working group to address it.

Phil Lodico asked if the initial meeting of the WG can be moved but it’s pretty well set. The reason being a lot of people won’t be there.
Domain Tasting – Council made its recommendations to the board and is pending action on that in Paris. Hopefully the board will ratify the recommendations. Waiting on the budget aspects of this – the board recommendation was that the ICAAN proportion of the fee would remain non-refundable. There’s a question whether the board will implement both recommendations.

Phil Lodico – the BC position was stronger than that. Any next steps or just let it ride? The next step is to hopefully get both of these implemented (inaudible).
Steve delBianco – the board wants to see how one or both measures affect Domain Tasting over time. Mike agreed we need to wait and see.

Marilyn Cade reminded members that it’s worth reinforcing the fact that .org does not translate to the other TLDs.
WHOIS will be on the Council agenda in Paris. Steve delBianco explained that the WG is completely split – between those who want no more study and the IP and BC who felt there should be more study on proxy and privacy as there is still abuse. GAC has asked Board for about a dozen studies which deal with abuse. 
Philip Sheppard explained that there is a GAC interaction with Council on the Sunday in Paris – this could be a good place to raise the issues (background noise). Steve said the WG was derailed by more than half the participants who insisted no further studies were done.
Marilyn Cade –If data shows that participation is unbalanced and have evidence to support it, it’s important for the restructuring sessions. 
New TLDs

Philip reported that there was an ALAC/ICANN staff session organised of which he was part. Staff admitted that 2008 is now too ambitious, so the timeline is stretching. 

Mike Rodenbaugh asked about the RFP (Request for Proposal) that was going to be circulated before the Paris meeting. Marilyn Cade has a power point that can be shared with the BC but the RFP is about the application process.
Mike Palage – there was a presentation in Berlin that said the RFP will be released after Paris. Marilyn believes that it will be 2009 before the entry of any new TLD direct into the root. Michael Palage suggested a timeline and doubts that anything will happen in 2010.
Marilyn Cade – cost is an issue too. Fees that have been charged in the past have not recovered the full cost. For the GAC the issue of country indicators/names remains a big issue (such as dot Jordan, dot brazil etc).  GAC will raise it with the ICANN board in Paris.

GNSO Reform

Philip Sheppard – an area the Board seems to be debating is the role of the Nominating Committee. The Board seems to accept the concept of better balance on the GNSO but ask if it can be achieved by the current Nomcom procedure. 
Marilyn Cade updated on conversations with board members. There are a number who are confused by the three proposals from various reports and the lack of data. Two board meetings believe there should be voting parity. It is still possible to influence this. There are three board members that are concerned about the dominance of the contracted parties but lack concrete data. The minority proposal is to give the contracted parties 4 votes each, the commercial interest group 4 votes and the new non-commercial group 3 votes.  The Nomcom issue is unclear.
We have not fully explored the views of those board members and the GAC that feel the contracted parties are beginning to dominate ICAAN. The board, however, is concerned about losing business support in other areas. This needs to marry into GNSO restructuring.
J Scott Evans raised the point that the board was concerned about the progression that Council has made on the transition. Philip Sheppard responded that there is a misinterpretation by the board; Council has put together committees to action the implementation of the board, not to create policy. J Scott agreed that there are board members who are confused.
Marilyn Cade has suggested that the three constituencies should write an open letter to the board explaining the implications of moving the support of the business community. It diminishes representation and participation – this aside from the voting. Working groups, for example, are an opportunity for takeover. The meeting in LA was dominated by registrars.
Marilyn reiterated that we lack data for the board. Paris is incredibly important to make pragmatic approaches. We need to ask: is there a compromise? If there isn’t and the board votes against us, should we file a reconsideration?

J Scott Evans believes a lot of businesses could leave the ICANN process altogether.

Marilyn Cade has heard there is a view that any agreement could be temporary, for three years to see how it works. Businesses could walk away in that three years.
Philip Sheppard – a key message is that the expectation is that the balance will be improved – that is a simple message to get across in Paris.

Phil Lodico – time is so short, is there an ability to push for the vote not happen? Could we win more time? Marilyn responded that the board does defer votes but they are anxious to get a vote on this so they can move on. It is unlikely they will defer until Cairo. If they don’t vote now when you’re in front of them, they will vote at a meeting you’re not at. So what compromise can be reached to get them to vote in Paris? The only way we can move it forward is to have a structured negotiation. 

Steve delBianco – more of us should be writing in within the next week about business disenfranchisement.

George Kirikos pointed out that if the contracted parties’ influence was reduced, they wouldn’t leave the ICANN process. Do we have any friendly ears in the GAC or Commerce department? Marilyn responded that the Commerce department is in a difficult position, we should focus on the GAC. Any open letter could be copied to the GAC and the Commerce department. Philip confirmed that we could talk about an open letter on the list.
There was then a discussion about the minority approach on voting and what the BC’s compromise could be (MP3 time - 01:13:20)
Marilyn Cade suggested there could be a face-to-face meeting with the ALAC on the Sunday in Paris. 

AOB

Marilyn Cade asked for a head count on attendance in Paris. Gary confirmed there are around 25 members in Paris.
