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These notes are a thumbnail sketch of the call – the full mp3 recording is available to members on request. 
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1. Discussion with Afilias

This section of the call was moderated by Mike Rodenbaugh who introduced the dot-info Abusive Use Policy.
Scott Hemphill outlined the Afilias position and there was a short Q&A session between BC members and Scott Hemphill and Ram Mohan.

2. GNSO Reform
Philip Sheppard summarised the current position with GNSO reform, including the bicameral model as well as voting and veto issues.
[For reference, see these list mails]  

27 July

Report Of Working Group on GNSO Council Restructuring

28 July

Background on GNSO reform compromise
There followed questions and comments on the status of where we are now. 
Reservations were expressed about non-commercial users and commercial users working together in the same house. It could be that negotiations would need to take place between the two parties before representing the views of the house as a whole.
As the BC moves ahead to discuss such issues as number of seats, we need to give time to look at alternatives should the Board reject this idea as being too complicated, or should the Board call for further changes to the model.
Next steps
a) Seats
Philip Sheppard moved on to next steps. Within the bracket of 5-9 seats for the commercial group (not including non-commercial), what are the feelings of members regarding the number of seats the commercial group should have? Bearing in mind that the number we have would be matched by the non-commercial group.

One view opposed the BC supporting nine seats. The more people there are in the non-commercial community, the more individual viewpoints there will be rather than a collective of coherent positions. Having nine individuals to negotiate with will be demanding. It is important to remember that commercial and non-commercial interests are not always the same.
Another view suggested that if we have less than nine in the commercial house it will be a lot more difficult to deal with all the issues, particularly in terms of work load.  It’s never an issue for the Registries and Registrars, they always have plenty of people.

On balance a smaller group is probably more workable than a larger group and more realistic in terms of Board support. There was an original rationale for six with three groups coming together that would mean two seats for each group. (Five would mean one group only had one seat).  Discussion will need to continue with the other two commercial constituencies, the non-commercials and ALAC. The general feeling is that lower numbers are preferred.
b) nominating committee

It is possible that the Board will reject parts of the proposal, particularly the idea of allocating the nominating committee appointees into the houses. Do we as the BC have ideas for changes that would make the structure more acceptable for us? 
Philip explained that the BC had proposed that the nom-com representatives should be counted as part of the non-commercial users house. This view is not widely supported.
The BC will re-visit these issues once the views of our colleagues in the commercial group, the views of the non-commercial group and the opinion of the Board is known. 
3. General policy issues
Philip Sheppard referred to the reports from Paris. Chris Chaplow commented that the Paris overview was very useful.

a) Proposed Code of Conduct for the ICANN Board. First thoughts circulated to the list by Philip Sheppard and Marilyn Cade. There were two major changes:

· to extend the scope to anyone in elected positions

· to clarify what ethical conduct actually means

Philip asked for member comment/input into this, particularly if they have experience of appropriate wording for their own companies or associations. It was suggested that organisations such as the Institute of Company Directors could give some guidance.

b) RAA draft position. Liz Williams thanked Mike Rodenbaugh and Michael Collins for their input to the draft position. The position needs to be submitted on 4 August and members were reminded to get any comments in before then. Mike O’Connor had alerted Liz to the fact that the RAA proposal may not have been  put under Registrar scrutiny. Mike Rodenbaugh believes that it has. Michael Collins believes the draft was created with the Registrars’ input.
c) ICANN regions. Philip Sheppard has volunteered to be involved with the group and invited other members to join. We need to think through what the objective of all this is. If it’s diversity and representation then we need to think through if the current five regions meet the needs of that. It was noted there will be implications for the GAC. 

4. Admin announcements

Gary Hills outlined the nomination and election timeline for both the GNSO and Nominating Committee.
Gary also clarified the use of proxy voting.

Chris Chaplow asked if there would be background information on candidates. Gary confirmed that he asks all candidates to prepare election statements and that this could be supported by a call with candidates. George Kirikos suggested we could also have discussions with candidates on the e-mail list.

Marilyn Cade highlighted what the function of the NomCom is and what it does. Also the fact the BC has two seats (small and large commercial users). Gary said he would send a list mail explaining the responsibilities of the NomCom.

Ron Andruff asked for confirmation of Councillor terms with reference to the restructuring. Philip Sheppard outlined the terms.
Marilyn Cade asked if there had been any decision by the Board on future term limits. Not yet.

5. AOB
a) George Kirikos raised the issue of DNS security and DNS poisoning attacks. Steve DelBianco suggested that concerns about DNS security should be submitted to ICANN today. Steve offered to point George to the relevant links. Marilyn Cade believes it is a broader issue and not necessarily one for the GNSO Council. 

b) It was suggested that we convene a small group about business outreach for the future. The BC could work with the ISPs and IPC to provide guidance to ICANN staff. Ayesha Hassan agreed it would be a good idea and could be a useful addition to the ICC co-ordinated outreach activities in Paris.
