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ALL RIGHT, GOOD MORNING, EVERYONE. WELCOME BACK TO THE ICG FACE-TO-FACE MEETING. WE'RE LOOKING AT OUR AGENDA FOR TODAY. UPDATED BASED ON YESTERDAY. SO WE'LL START WITH TALKTION ABOUT THE CCWG DEPENDENCY, THEN WE'LL GET BACK TO THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL. HOPEFULLY FOLKS SAW THE EDITS FROM LAST NIGHT. I WANT TO JUST CHAT BRIEFLY ABOUT THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION THAT WE'RE HAVING TOMORROW ON THE ICANN AGENDA. AND WE'LL HAVE A BREAK AND THEN WE WILL TALK ABOUT THE PUBLIC COMMENT SUMMARY DOCUMENT. ANY COMMENTS ON THE AGENDA? NO? I'M SOR RIRKS PAUL, SPEAK INTO THE MICROPHONE. 
>>PAUL WILSON: PAUL WILSON HERE. I WAS WONDERING ABOUT APPROVE THE OUTSTANDING MINUTES. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: I THINK WE BUMPED THAT TO THURSDAY SO PEOPLE HAVE MORE TIME. OKAY. SO WE WILL START ON OUR FIRST TOPIC. SO WE'RE GOING TO GET AN UPDATE FROM OUR LIAISONS. THANK YOU FOR COMING BEFORE YOUR OTHER MEETINGS AND JUST TO KIND OF FRAME THIS, WE'LL GET AN UPDATED ABOUT THE STATUS OF THE CCWG WORK. I THINK THE QUESTION FOR US, AS WE'VE DISCUSSED ON THE LIST RECENTLY, IS, YOU KNOW, ASSUMING THAT WE ESSENTIALLY FINALIZE THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL THIS WEEK, WHAT DO WE DO GIVEN THAT THE CCWG PROPOSAL WILL NOT BE FINALIZED THIS WEEK. SO THAT'S KIND OF THE OVERARCHING TOPIC FOR US. SO WITH THAT, I WILL HAND IT OVER TO OUR LIAISONS, WHICHEVER OF YOU WANTS TO GO FIRST. 
>> GOOD MORNING TO EVERYBODY. THANKS. I'M GOING TO GAC ALSO OTHER MEETING. FURTHER TO OUR DISCUSSIONS THAT WE HAD ON THE LAST CALL AND THE NOTE THAT KEITH PUT ON THE MAILING LIST AND SOME REACTIONs OF COLLEAGUES, THERE HAS BEEN SERIOUS DISCUSSIONS IN THE CCWG RELATING TO WHAT WE ARE GOING TO DO. THERE WAS A TOPIC DISCUSSED A FEW DAYS BEFORE UNDER THE WHERE WE STAND NOW. IT CREATED A LOT OF REACTIONs FROM THE PEOPLES, DIFFICULTIES AND YOU KNOW JUST TO BRIEFING YOU THAT THE CCWG NAVIGATING WITH VARIOUS (INDISCERNIBLE) TO THE VOLUNTARY MATTER GOING TO THE DESIGNATOR, SINGLE MATTER GOING TO THE MULTIPLE MEMBERSHIP MODEL, GOING TO THE SOLE MEMBERSHIP MODEL AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. THEN AFTER THE RECEIPT OF THE ICANN PROPOSALS FIRST CALLING THAT THIS MAY BE DIFFICULT TO IMPLEMENT, THERE IS A LOT OF THINGS WHICH HAS NOT YET BEEN DETAILED. IT MAY CREATE THE IMPLEMENTATION PROBLEM. IT MAY HAVE THE RISK OF THE BALANCE -- CHANGING THE BALANCE BETWEEN THE PRIVATE SECTOR AND OTHER COMMUNITIES. AND RECENTLY ICANN MENTIONED THAT THE COMMUNITY IS NOT WELL REPRESENTED IN THE ICANN STRUCTURE AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. SO VARIOUS QUESTIONS HAVE BEEN RAISED. TO WHAT EXTENT THEY ARE VALID, I DON'T WANT TO COMMENT ON THAT. NEVERTHELESS, CCWG HAS CAREFULLY CONSIDERED THE SITUATIONS AND NOW I WOULD WISH TO REQUEST ALISSA TO YOU, TO JENNIFER, IF POSSIBLE TO PUT A FLOW CHART ON THE SCREEN THAT WE KNOW WHERE WE ARE IN THE SITUATION. 
DURING THE LAST TWO DAYS THERE HAS BEEN CONSIDERABLE IMPROVEMENT, PROGRESS IN THE SITUATIONS AND AREAS THAT WE HAVE DIFFICULTY BEFORE AND AFTER THE ICANN PROPOSAL, AS YOU ALL HAVE SEEN ICANN PROPOSAL HAS THREE PARTS. THERE ARE 82 PAGES OF COMMENTS. AND A SUMMARY OF THREE PAGE. AND THAT SUMMARY OF THREE PAGE HAVING A TABLE INDICATING THREE AREAS, AREAS THAT ICANN AGREE WITH THE CCWG OUTCOME. AREA THAT ICANN BELIEVED THAT THERE IS A NEED TO REFINEMENT AND AREAS THAT THERE ARE DISAGREEMENT. ONE AREA OF DISAGREEMENT IS BRUJT AND STRATEGIC PLAN AND OTHER IS REMOVAL OF THE INDIVIDUAL BOARD MEMBER AND THE IRB COSTS AND ACCESSIBILITIES. SO THESE RAH THE THREE MAIN ISSUES THAT THEY DISCUSSED. AND NOW THE CCWG IS CONSIDERING PERHAPS TWO ISSUES. ONE ISSUE IS COMING -- NOT COMING BACK BUT CONSIDERING ANOTHER MODEL WHICH IS CALLED SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL WHICH REMOVES SOME OF THE DIFFICULTIES AND PROBLEMS THAT ICANN HAS INDICATED. IN THE MEANTIME, THIS SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL MIGHT HAVE OR WOULD HAVE SOME DIFFICULTY THAT ARE INDICATED A MINUTE BRIEFLY THAT LEAD US THAT I MYSELF PLUS TWO OTHER CCWG, WE PREFERRED SOMETHING WHICH IS CALLED PLAN B. AND THIS PLAN B TRIED TO OVERCOME THE DIFFICULTIES THAT WE MIGHT HAVE WITH ANY MODEL AT THIS STAGE AND THE PURPOSE OF THAT WAS, AS I INDICATED AND KEITH AS WELL AS, OUR PURPOSE IS THAT THE TRANSITION SHALL NOT BE DELAYED FURTHER. THERE ARE TWO COMMUNITIES AMONG THE THREE THAT ARE IMPATIENTLY WAITING FOR THIS TRANSITION SINCE JANUARY 15 OF 2015 AND WE DON'T WANT TO WAITS FURTHER THAT AND THEREFORE WE NEED TO MAKE EVERY EFFORT TO HAVE THE TRANSITION TO BE DONE AT THE TIME THAT HAS BEEN NOW FIXED NOT IN AN INCOMPLETE WAY BUT NOT BEING DELAYED FOR SOME OTHER THING THAT COULD BE DONE LATER. THAT MEANS WE MAKE EVERY EFFORT THAT TRANSITION BE DONE AT TIME. 
IF YOU LOOK IN THIS TABLE, YOU WILL SEE VARIOUS AREAS AND YOU WILL SEE THE SITUATIONS BETWEEN VARIOUS DAYS AND YOU KNOW LOOK AT THE RED AREAS THAT THE DIFFICULTY THAT WE HAD AND NOW YOU LOOK INTO THE LAST DAY THAT MOST OF THOSE DIFFICULTIES NOW THE COLOR HAS BEEN CHANGED, EITHER COMING GREEN OR COMING YELLOW AND THERE IS NO MORE ANY -- ANY RED LINE THAT MEANS MECHANISM, IT IS ONE OF THE MOST DIFFICULT ISSUE THAT MECHANISM WE SHOULD DO. AND THIS DOES NOT MEAN THAT THE CCWG HAS WITHDRAWN OR FALL BACK ON THE SOLE MEMBERSHIP, BUT THE SITUATION IS THAT WHAT WE COULD DO AT THIS STAGE IN ORDER THAT THE TRANSITION TAKE PLACE AT THE TIME THAT HAS BEEN NOW FORESEEN BY END OF 2016. SO THAT IS THE SITUATION. THERE ARE AREAS THAT WE HAVE COME TO SOME OF THE GOOD CONCLUSIONS WITH RESPECT TO THE OBJECTIONS OR VETO ON THE BUDGET. WE HAVE SOME SORT OF LETTER SAY AGREEMENT ON THAT TO REMOVE THE DIFFICULTY OF THE BOARD. WE ALSO HAVE REMOVED THE DIFFICULTY OF THE BOARD CONCERNS THAT THAT THE REMOVAL OF INDIVIDUAL BOARD MEMBER, THEY BELIEVE THAT THEY SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN DONE BY THE -- BY THE COMMUNITY DESIGNATING THEM BUT BY THE WHOLE COMMUNITY. THERE WAS SOME SORT OF ACTION THAT HAS BEEN DONE IN A WAY THAT PERHAPS IT ALSO SATISFIED THE SITUATION. 
THERE SEEMS TO BE SOME MORE WORKS TO BE DONE, BUT I PERSONALLY -- I AM CONFIDENT THAT WITH HARD WORK WE WILL DO -- WE WILL REMOVE ALL OF THESE PROBLEMS. THE LAST TEN DAYS OR 15 DAYS WE HAD SOMETIMES UP TO FIVE CALLS PER DAY AND EACH CALL LASTED BETWEEN ONE AND HALF HOUR TO TWO HOURS. AND YOU CAN CONSIDER HOW MUCH PREPARATION YOU NEED TO HAVE FIVE CALLS. SO A LOT OF WORKS, HUNDREDS OF PEOPLE WORKING VERY, VERY HARD, AND I THINK THAT WE WILL -- WE WILL HAVE AT LEAST THE TRANSITION TAKE PLACE AT THE TIME THAT WE WANT. IT STILL REMAINS SOME AREAS TO BE REMOVED AND YOU CAN SEE THE AREAS THAT WE HAVE IN THE LAST COLUMN. THERE ARE SOME FEW THINGS TO BE DONE. WHAT I WOULD LIKE TO MENTION THAT THE SOLE DESIGNATOR OR DESIGNATING MODEL HAS STILL TWO AREAS THAT -- THREE AREAS THAT NEED TO BE LOOK AT THAT CONCERNS THE ICG AND ONE AREA IS REJECTION OF THE BUDGETS AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. DESIGNATING MODEL OR SOLE DESIGNATED ARBITRATION IS AVAILABLE FOR VIOLATIONS OF BYLAW BUT AT THE DISCRETION OF THE BOARD. SO EVERYTHING IS HANDLED THE BOARD. AND WE HAVE TO TRY TO FIND A SOLUTION FOR THAT. 
THE SECOND AREA WE HAVE, CHANGE ON THE FUNDAMENTAL BYLAW, THAT DISCRETION ALSO ULTIMATELY IS AT THE BOARD LEVEL AND WE HAVE O TO SEE WHETHER WE CAN FIND SOMETHING, THE COMMUNITY EXERCISE ITS POWER. 
THE LAST BUT NOT LEAST BUT THE MOST IMPORTANT IS AREA OF THE IANA FUNCTIONS INCLUDING (INDISCERNIBLE) OF THE PPI AND SEPARATIONS THAT THE SOLE DESIGNATOR GIVEN RIGHT TO TRIGGER BOARD CONSULTATION UP TO A SPECIFIED NUMBER OF TIMES WITH BYLAW RESTRICTIONS. SOLE DESIGNATOR HAS STANDING TO DIRECT ENFORCE CONSULTATION RIGHTS. ARBITRATION LIKELY UNAVAILABLE FOR SEPARATION DECISION ITSELF BECAUSE THE -- THE DISCRETION ULTIMATELY RESTS WITH THE BOARD. SO THESE ARE THREE AREAS. IF WE REMOVE THESE THREE AREAS BY SOME SUPPLEMENTARY MEASURES THAT I HAVE MENTIONED VERY BRIEFLY, WE MAY RELEASE ALL OF THE DIFFICULTIES THAT CURRENTLY EXIST FOR THE TRANSITIONS. AND ALL OF THESE RELATES TO THE NAMING. THE TWO OTHER COMMUNITIES, THEY DON'T HAVE ANY PROBLEM. IN FACT, THEY DID NOT HAVE ANY PROBLEM FROM THE VERY BEGINNING, AND I HAVE MENTIONED THAT SEVERAL TIMES, THAT THEY WERE VERY STRAIGHTFORWARD AND THE ONLY THING IS NAMING AND WE HAVE TO DO THAT. 
WHAT WE DID, WE TRIED TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE STRICT AND EXPLICIT REQUIREMENT OF THE CWG. IF THIS REQUIREMENT ARE MET, THAT MEANS WE ARE ON THE SAFE SIDE. SO I DON'T WANT TO TAKE YOUR TIME MORE THAN THAT. PERHAPS KEITH WOULD LIKE TO HAVE SOME COMPLIMENTARY OR SUPPLEMENTARY OR WHATEVER HE BELIEVES THAT COULD BE ADDED TO THAT. IN ORDER TO MAKE OUR DISTINGUISHED ICG COLLEAGUES IN THE PICTURE. I WOULD DEFER YOU KINDLY TO CONSULT THIS DOCUMENT FOR FURTHER INFORMATION ON THAT AND ALSO YOU MAY, IF YOU WISH ANY MORE INFORMATION, I WOULD BE AVAILABLE TO DISCUSS WITH YOU ONLINE OR OFFLINE. THANK YOU. 
>> OKAY. THANK YOU, CAF VOWS. THIS IS KEITH DRAZEK FOR TRANSCRIPT AND I WOULD LIKE TO COMPLIMENT YOU ON YOUR EXCELLENT SUMMARY AND ALSO OFFER SOME COMPLIMENTARY COMMENTS. SO I THINK JUST TO SUMMARIZE ABOUT WHERE WE WERE COMING INTO THIS WEEK. WHERE WE ARE NOW, AND WHAT THE PATH AHEAD LOOKS LIKE. I THINK EVERYBODY KNOWS THAT THERE WERE STILL SOME PRETTY SIGNIFICANT AREAS OF DISAGREEMENT AND DISTANCE BETWEEN THE VARIOUS PARTICIPANTS IN THE DISCUSSION AROUND THE CCWG ACCOUNTABILITY WORK. BUT AS KAVOUSS NOTED, I THINK SOME IMPORTANT PROGRESS HAS BEEN MADE OVER THE LAST SEVERAL DAYS IN THE CCWG, WORKING WITH MEMBERS OF THE BOARD AND OTHERS IN THE COMMUNITY, TO TRY TO BRING MORE DETAIL AND MORE FOCUS AROUND SOME OF THE AREAS THAT WERE STILL A BIT VAGUE. AND AREAS THAT WERE IN FACT RAISING SOME OF -- OR CAUSING SOME OF THE SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS. SO AS KAVOUSS NOTED, I THINK THERE HAS BEEN PROGRESS. I THINK THAT PROGRESS IS LIKELY TO LEAD TO, AS KAVOUSS NOTED, SOMETHING ALONG THE LINES OF THE SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL AS THE LIKELY CONSENSUS POSITION. I THINK IT'S BECOME CLEAR TO ME THAT THE BOARD'S PROPOSAL FROM THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIODS IS NOT GOING TO FLY. I THINK THERE'S A GROWING RECOGNITION THAT THE SOLE MEMBER MODEL OR MEMBERSHIP HAS PROBABLY TOO MANY CONCERNS OR TOO MANY ISSUES TO SURVIVE A CONSENSUS CALL. PRIMARILY BECAUSE IN THE WORDS OF THE BOARD, IT IS TOO SIGNIFICANT A CHANGE TO THE GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE OF ICANN AT THIS TIME. 
THE CCWG OUTSIDE COUNSEL HAVE ACTUALLY ADVISED THAT ICANN IN THE NAMING COMMUNITY TODAY AND ICANN, THE COMMUNITY BODIES ARE ACTUALLY TODAY ACTING AS DESIGNATORS. SO THE MOVE TO A SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL IS ACTUALLY NOT A DRAMATIC SHIFT IN THE GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE OF ICANN. AND I THINK THERE'S A GROWING RECOGNITION AMONG -- AND I CAN'T SPEAK FOR THEM BUT MY SENSE OF TAKING THE TEMPERATURE IN THE ROOM AND IN THE HALLWAYS IS THERE'S A GROWING RECOGNITION THAT IN ORDER TO REACH A CONSENSUS POSITION, THE PARTIES ARE ALL GOING TO HAVE TO COMPROMISE AND IT APPEARS TO ME THAT THE SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL IS THE BEST SHOT OF REACHING THAT COMPROMISE. AND AS KAVOUSS SAID EARLIER, HE SAID HE WAS CONFIDENT WE WILL WORK THROUGH THIS. I AGREE. I AM INCREASINGLY CONFIDENT THAT WE WILL HAVE SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS THIS WEEK. 
COMING OUT OF THIS WEEK, AT A MINIMUM WE NEED TO HAVE THE CCWG AND THE COMMUNITY NEEDS TO HAVE I THINK AN AGREED-TO BLUEPRINT OR FRAMEWORK THAT WILL SERVE THE COMMUNITY AND THE CCWG AS THE GUIDEPOST TO SAY OKAY, HERE'S WHAT WE'RE GOING TO WORK TOWARDS. WE'RE GOING TO FILL IN THE DETAILS. THERE'S MORE WORK TO BE DONE, BUT WE'RE ALL WORKING IN THE SAME DIRECTION. AND WORKING TOWARDS THE SAME GOAL AS FAR AS AN IMPLEMENTATION MODEL. AND I AM HOPEFUL AND OPTIMISTIC THAT WE WILL BE SUCCESSFUL THIS WEEK IN DOING THAT. IT'S NOTHING IS GUARANTEED. THERE ARE STILL OPPORTUNITIES FOR THINGS TO, YOU KNOW, GO AWRY, BUT THAT'S WHERE WE ARE RIGHT NOW. 
IF WE CAN ACHIEVE THAT THIS WEEK, THEN THE HOPE IS THAT THE CCWG WILL BE ABLE TO WRAP UP ITS WORK AND TO SUBMIT A FINAL RECOMMENDATION BY THE END OF THE YEAR. WHICH WOULD THEN LIKELY REQUIRE AN INTERCESSIONAL MEETING OR CERTAIN MEMBERS OR CERTAIN COMMUNITY GROUPS TO ADJUST THEIR TYPICAL PRACTICES. FOR EXAMPLE, THE ccNSO TYPICALLY NEEDS A FACE-TO-FACE MEETING TO MAKE BIG DECISIONS. THE GAC TYPICALLY NEEDS A FACE-TO-FACE MEETING TO MAKE BIG DECISIONS. SO IF THE DECISION WILL BE PUSHED TO EARLY 2016 BECAUSE THERE'S A SENSE THAT MARRAKECH THAT MAY BE TOO LATE, THAT THERE MAY BE A NEED FOR AN INTERCESSIONAL MEETING FOCUSED ON THIS TOPIC OR TELECONFERENCES OR AN ONLINE PROCESS FOR CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS TO APPROVE OR CONSIDER AND APPROVE. LET ME PAUSE THERE. HAPPY TO TAKE ANY QUESTIONS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU. THANKS BOTH OF YOU. I HAVE A QUESTION, JUST ON THAT LAST POINT THAT YOU RAISED, KEITH, WHICH IS ABOUT THE TIMING. SO CAN YOU GO INTO A LITTLE MORE DETAIL? BECAUSE I THOUGHT -- SO I'VE SEEN THE TIMELINES FROM THE CCWG WHICH SOUND LIKE A LITTLE BIT LATER THAN WHAT YOU JUST SAID, AND THEN I'VE SEEN THE TIMELINE FROM I GUESS -- I GUESS FROM NTIA OR ICANN WHICH IS A LITTLE EARLIER THAN WHAT YOU JUST SAID. SO CAN YOU SUMMARIZE THE FEELING ABOUT THE TIMELINE? 
>>KEITH DRAZEK: YEAH. THANK YOU, ALISSA. KEITH DRAZEK. YEAH, I THINK THERE'S A COUPLE OF DIFFERENT VIEWS ON THAT, AND IT'S PROBABLY A RANGE OF VIEWS ON EXACTLY WHAT WOULD BE REQUIRED. CERTAINLY IF THERE ARE GOING TO BE SUBSTANTIAL CHANGES TO THE MODEL THAT WAS PROPOSED OR TO THE REFERENCE MODEL IN THE CCWG'S SECOND PROPOSAL, THE ONE THAT WAS MOST RECENTLY OUT FOR PUBLIC COMMENT, THERE'S GOING TO HAVE TO BE ANOTHER PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. IF IT'S SIMPLY A REFINEMENT AND AN ADJUSTMENT BASED ON THE PUBLIC COMMENTS TO THE SECOND MODEL, THEN THERE IS SOME QUESTION ABOUT, YOU KNOW, IS -- COULD WE ACCELERATE THE PROCESS. BUT I THINK THERE'S GENERAL SENSE THAT WE ARE LIKELY TO NEED ANOTHER PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. WHICH IS WHAT PUSHES IT TO THE END OF THE YEAR. 
I THINK IF -- IF WE CAN HAVE AN INTERCESSIONAL AND IF WE CAN -- OR IF WE CAN HAVE THE -- YOU KNOW, THE ONLINE APPROVAL IN A SENSE OF THE CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS RATHER THAN A FACE-TO-FACE, THEN I THINK THE TIMELINE CAN BE ACCELERATED, LOOKING TO A JANUARY DELIVERY. MAYBE FEBRUARY, EARLY FEBRUARY AT THE LATEST. BUT IF WE HAVE TO STICK TO THE FACE-TO-FACE SESSION, EITHER INTERCESSIONAL OR MARRAKECH, THEN I THINK THAT'S THE MORE EXTENDED TIMELINE. SO, YOU KNOW, THE NEED TO -- THE TIMING AND THE LOGISTICS AND ALL OF THAT TO HAVE AN INTERCESSIONAL FACE-TO-FACE COULD ACTUALLY BE A DELAYING FACTOR. AND SOMETHING -- AND CERTAINLY IF WE CAN'T ACCOMPLISH EITHER AN INTERCESSIONAL OR THE ONLINE APPROVAL, THEN IT'S MARRAKECH, WHICH IS THE FIRST WEEK OF MARCH, IF I'M NOT MISTAKEN. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: KAVOUSS, DID YOU HAVE SOMETHING? 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: YES, I JUST WANT TO COMPLEMENT WHAT KEITH SAID. CCWG CURRENTLY CONSIDERING THREE SCENARIOS. THESE THREE SCENARIOS, IF YOU WISH, WE CAN PROVIDE IT TO YOU FOR AS FAR AS THE TIMELINE IS CONCERNED. ONE OF THE SCENARIOS IS TO HAVE A NEED FOR THE THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT. HOWEVER, SINCE THE LEGAL COUNSEL, TWO LEGAL COUNSEL OF CCWG CLEARLY INDICATED THAT THE CURRENT METHOD OF THE ICANN WORKING IS SOME SORT OF DESIGNATING OR DESIGNATOR MODEL, PERHAPS COMING BACK TO THE SOLE DESIGNATOR, THERE'S A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MULTIPLE DESIGNATOR AND SOLE DESIGNATOR. SO I AM SURE THAT YOU HAVE APPRECIATED THAT. AND THE SOLE DESIGNATOR, ALL DESIGNATOR GET TOGETHER AND HAVE AN UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS. IN ORDER TO HAVE A PERSON HOOD TO TAKE ACTION WITH RESPECT TO ANY ARBITRATION OR ANYTHING AFTER THAT. SINCE THIS MODEL IS ALREADY EXISTS TO SOME EXTENTS, CCWG TRIES AND IN FACT I, AS ONE PARTICIPANT, WANT TO ENCOURAGE THEM TO AVOID THE THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT.NATIONAL AIRPORT IN ORDER NOT TO HAVE A DELAY. IF THIS THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT IS AVOIDED, IN ANY CASE, THE OUTCOME SHOULD GO TO THE CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS. AS A MEMBER OF THE GAC, YESTERDAY, I RAISED THE QUESTION IN THE GAC. AND I HOPE OTHER PEOPLE IN OTHER COMMUNITIES WILL TAKE THE SAME QUESTIONS. IF WE WANT TO AS A CHARTERING ORGANIZATION COMMENT ON THE FINAL PROPOSAL OF CCWG, MARRAKECH WOULD BE TOO LATE. SO WE HAVE TO GO TO THE ONLINE EITHER THE VIRTUAL MEETING OR MAILING LIST AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. 
IT HAS NOT YET BEEN DECIDED IN GAC. BUT PERHAPS WE'RE GOING TO THAT DIRECTION, THAT DOING ONLINE APPROVAL OF THAT IN ONE WAY OR THE OTHER. EITHER WE AGREE OR WE DON'T AGREE OR WE HAVE SOME COMMENTS. SO WE WANT TO AVOID TO POSTPONE ANYTHING FOR MARRAKECH MEETING. AND ALL OF THESE IS NOT TO HAVE ANY DELAY IN THE TRANSITIONS. SO THIS IS ONE THING THAT WE HAVE TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THAT THESE EFFORTS SHOULD BE MADE TO AVOID THIS THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT. I THINK STILL WE HAVE FEW DAYS IN CCWG. WE ARE WORKING CCWG VERY, VERY HARD AND TRIED TO STREAMLINE THE SITUATIONS. AS I MENTIONED THIS PLAN B WHICH COULD PERHAPS BE A SUPPLEMENT OF THE DESIGNATOR OR SOLE DESIGNATOR MODEL WOULD BE VERY USEFUL TO REMOVE ALL THOSE PROBLEMS. THE PURPOSE OF THE PLAN B IS THAT THE CCWG WOULD NOT WITHDRAW FROM ITS SOLE MEMBERSHIP TOTALLY. BUT THINK WANT TO DO IT AT A LATER STAGE. THEY WANT TO PROCEED WITH THE TRANSITION AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. IN ORDER TO REPLY TO THE ICANN THAT THE CURRENT STRUCTURE OF THE IRK DOES NOT REPRESENT ALL INVOLVED PEOPLE AND SO ON AND SO FORTH, MAYBE NEED TO HAVE A CHANGE OF THE STRUCTURED SO ON AND SO FORTH. THAT WOULD BE THE SECOND STEP WITHOUT ANY IMPACT ON THE TRANSITION. SO THIS IS WHAT WE ARE DOING. BUT STILL WE ARE DISCUSSING. 
TOMORROW AFTERNOON WE HAVE ANOTHER MEETING AND AFTER THIS WEEK WE HAVE A FEW MORE MEETINGS. WE ARE CONFIDENT THAT WE DO OUR BEST TO NOT HAVE THE THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT AND TRY TO FIND A SOLUTION AT LEAST THE REQUIREMENT OF CWG BE MET, FULLY MET. THAT IS WHAT YOU ARE CONCERNED AND WE ARE CONCERNED AND ICG. THE REMANGZ CCWG WHAT THEY DO TO THE SYSTEM. BUT I'M CONFIDENT THAT THE SOLE DESIGNATOR COULD REMOVE MANY OF THE PROBLEMS THAT ICANN INDICATED. SOME PEOPLE, THEY SAY THAT ICANN IS OVERRIDING THE COMMUNITY. I PERSONALLY, AS A PARTICIPANT AS ICG LIAISON, I AM NOT OF THE SAME VIEW. I THINK IF WE DO NOT TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THE ICANN VIEWS IN ANY WAY, THEY WILL SEND IT TO THE NTIA. 
SO WE SHOULD AVOID THAT NTIA RECEIVED TWO PROPOSALS. ONE PROPOSAL FROM CCWG ANOTHER PROPOSAL FROM ICANN SAYING WE CANNOT AGREE WITH THAT. SO WE WANT TO AVOID THAT. IF WE HAVE COORDINATED THIS THAT WE WOULD NOT HAVE TWO OPPOSING PROPOSALS, THAT WILL FACILITATE THE TASK OF THE TRANSITION. SO THIS IS WHAT WE'RE TRYING TO DO. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU. KEITH. 
>>KEITH DRAZEK: THANK YOU, ALISSA. KEITH DRAZEK. JUST ONE FINAL POINT. I'LL MAKE THIS QUICK BECAUSE I KNOW WE MIGHT WANT TO GET TO QUESTIONS. 
THE INTEGRITY OF THE PROCESS IS SOMETHING THAT IS VERY IMPORTANT TO EVERYBODY PARTICIPATING IN THIS EFFORT. 
THERE ARE THOSE WITHIN THE CCWG WHO BELIEVE THAT WITHOUT A DOUBT THERE WILL NEED TO BE ANOTHER PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. THERE ARE OTHERS WHO THINK IT REALLY DEPENDS ON HOW MUCH OF A CHANGE THERE IS FROM THE REFERENCE MODEL THAT WENT OUT FOR PUBLIC COMMENT LAST. 
I THINK THERE'S A STRONG COMMITMENT WITHIN THE CCWG AND WITH THE COCHAIRS TO ENSURE THAT WHATEVER COMES OUT OF THIS PROCESS IS -- HAS ITS INTEGRITY, IS BASED ON A PROCESS THAT IS FULLY DEFENSIBLE. SO, IF THERE'S ANY QUESTION ABOUT -- IF WE DON'T WANT ANYBODY AT THE END OF THE PROCESS SAYING IT IS ILLEGITIMATE BECAUSE IT DIDN'T GO OUT FOR PUBLIC COMMENT. I BELIEVE THERE IS LIKELY TO BE A THIRD PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. IT COULD BE A SHORTENED ONE. 30 DAYS INSTEAD OF 40. I THINK THERE'S DIFFERENT WAYS THAT THIS COULD BE ACCOMPLISHED. I'M NOT -- NO DECISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE ON THIS. BUT I JUST WANT EVERYBODY TO UNDERSTAND THAT THE INTEGRITY OF THE PROCESS IS SOMETHING THAT THE CCWG AND ITS COCHAIRS ARE, YOU KNOW, ACUTELY AWARE OF. 

>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, KEITH. THANK YOU, KAVOUSS BOTH. I THINK THAT WE VERY MUCH APPRECIATE YOUR WORK IN THE OTHER GROUP AND YOUR VERY THOROUGH AND DETAILED SUMMARIES. 
SO I'D LIKE TO OPEN THE QUEUE. CAN WE USE ADOBE CONNECT? THAT WOULD HELP ME OUT. I WILL SAY I THINK, AGAIN, THE QUESTION FOR US IS ASSUMING THAT WE ESSENTIALLY FINISH THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL THIS WEEK AND IT'S CLEAR THAT THE CCWG PROPOSAL WILL NOT BE DONE THIS WEEK, I THINK WE CAN ALL AGREE TO THAT. 
IT'S -- IT SOUNDS LIKE THERE'S STILL SOME UNCERTAINTY AS TO EXACTLY WHEN IT WILL BE COMPLETED. COULD BE AS SOON AS END OF THIS YEAR. COULD BE LATER. 
HOPEFULLY IT WON'T BE UNTIL MARRAKECH. THAT'S KIND OF WHAT I'M HEARING. 
SO THE QUESTION FOR US IS THEN WHAT DO WE DO? WE'VE HAD SOME CONVERSATION ON THE LIST ABOUT THIS. SOME PEOPLE FAVORING THAT WE, YOU KNOW, COMPLETE EVERYTHING THAT WE CAN. WE HAVE THE HIGHLIGHTED SECTIONS IN YELLOW IN OUR PROPOSAL THAT LIST THE DEPENDENCY AND THE FACT THAT WE COMMITTED TO CONFIRMING WITH THE CWG THAT THEIR REQUIREMENTS HAVE BEEN MET ONCE THE CCWG WORKSTREAM 1 IS DONE. SO WE COULD FINISH, DECLARE OURSELVES TO BE AS COMPLETE AS POSSIBLE, AND CELEBRATE ALL THE GOOD WORK THAT'S GONE ON IN THE COMMUNITIES AND GO INTO HIBERNATION MODE UNTIL WORKSTREAM 1 IS DONE AND WE CAN DO OUR CHECK WITH THE CWG. OR WE COULD DO SOMETHING ELSE. WE COULD, YOU KNOW, SUBMIT THE PROPOSAL AS PAUL HAS SUGGESTED FOR FORWARDING TO NTIA. OR WE COULD DO OTHER THINGS THAT PEOPLE IN THIS ROOM MIGHT HAVE IDEAS ABOUT. 
SO THAT'S WHAT WE NEED TO KIND OF COME TO SOME CONCLUSION ABOUT IN THIS ROOM. WHAT DO WE WANT TO DO GIVEN THAT THE TWO TIMELINES HAVE BECOME UNSYNCHRONIZED A BIT. 
SO WITH THAT I WILL OPEN THE QUEUE. AND I THINK I HAVE RUSS MUNDY FIRST. 
>>RUSS MUNDY: THANK YOU, ALISSA. THANKS, KEITH. THANKS, KAVOUSS FOR A GREAT SUMMARY OF WHAT'S HAPPENING IN THE CCWG. AND THANK YOU FOR ALL OF YOUR HARD WORK. I KNOW THERE'S BEEN A HUGE AMOUNT OF WORK GOING ON. PERSONALLY, I'VE TRIED TO HELP A LITTLE BIT. BUT I JUST HAVEN'T HAD THE TIME TO DO VERY MUCH. SO I HAVE GOTTEN THE INSIGHT TO HOW MUCH OTHERS ARE DOING. AND THAT'S REALLY MUCH APPRECIATED. 
ONE THING I'D LIKE TO ASK IS WHETHER OR NOT FROM A CWG PERSPECTIVE, FOR THOSE THAT ARE INVOLVED IN THE CWG, HAS THAT GROUP CONTINUED TO THINK ABOUT AND BE ACTIVE WITH RESPECT TO WHAT ARE THEY PLANNING TO DO IN RESPONSE TO WHAT HAPPENS OUT OF THE CCWG, WHICH, OF COURSE, WILL IMPACT US? 
>>KEITH DRAZEK: THANKS, RUSS. THIS IS KEITH DRAZEK. SO I CAN TELL YOU THAT EVEN THIS WEEK THE COCHAIRS OF THE -- SORRY, THE CWG, JONATHAN AND ELISE, WERE ACTUALLY INVOLVED IN THE CCWG MEETINGS. THEY ATTEND AND PARTICIPATED. THEY'RE VERY MUCH AWARE OF WHAT'S GOING ON. QUESTIONS WERE POSED ABOUT PARTICULARLY THE PTI SEPARATION QUESTION. AND NOT TO GET TOO DEEP INTO THE SPECIFICS, BUT THERE WAS A DISCUSSION A FEW DAYS AGO ABOUT WHETHER THE SOLE MEMBER MODEL MET THE EXPECTATIONS OF THE CWG. AND THE RESPONSE FROM JONATHAN ROBINSON WAS YES IT MET AND POSSIBLY EXCEEDEDDED IN QUESTIONS OF PTI BUDGET IMPORTED ESPECIALLY. SO THE FOLLOW-UP QUESTION WILL BE WELL, IF THE CCWG MOVES FROM THE SOLE MEMBER CONSTRUCT TO THE SOLE DESIGNATOR CONSTRUCT, WILL THAT SERVE OR MEET THE NEEDS OF THE CWG DEPENDENCIES? AND I THINK THAT IS STILL AN OPEN QUESTION. THERE IS STILL WORK BEING DONE SPECIFICALLY AROUND THE SEPARATION QUESTION. I DON'T THINK IT'S AN ISSUE REGARDING BUDGET AS MUCH BECAUSE THERE WOULD BE INCORRECT ENFORCEMENT OF THE BUDGET QUESTION. BUT THIS IS STILL A TOPIC OF ONGOING DISCUSSION. SO, TO ANSWER YOUR QUESTION DIRECTLY, IS THEY ARE STILL VERY MUCH ENGAGED. THE CWG IS STANDING BY TO GIVE THE CCWG FEEDBACK OR RESPOND TO QUESTIONS. AND AT THE END OF THIS PROCESS, CERTAINLY AS EXPECTED, THE CCWG WILL ENSURE THAT THE CWG'S DEPENDENCIES ARE MET. THAT'S A CLEARLY UNDERSTOOD OBLIGATION. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, KEITH. MANAL. 
>>MANAL ISMAIL: THANKS, ALISSA. AND JUST IN REPLY TO YOUR QUESTION, ACTUALLY, I THINK BY THE TIME WE FINISH WE PROBABLY -- IT'S OBVIOUS WE DON'T NEED TO MEET FREQUENTLY FACE-TO-FACE OR HAVE CONFERENCE CALLS. BUT I THINK IT'S -- THAT WE SHOULD MAINTAIN THE MAILING LIST, KEEP THE CHANNELS OPEN. AND, AGAIN, I LIKED YOUR QUESTION YESTERDAY WHEN YOU SAID WHETHER WE SHOULD ASK THIS TO THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES. I MEAN, WE SHOULD TAKE THIS DECISION ALSO IN AGREEMENT WITH THE RELEVANT -- OTHER RELEVANT PARTIES. BUT I'M IN FAVOR OF MAINTAINING THE MAILING LIST AND KEEP THE CHANNELS OPEN. 
THANK YOU. 

>>ALISSA COOPER: SO THANK YOU. JUST FOR CLARIFICATION, ARE YOU -- SO YESTERDAY WE TALKED ABOUT KIND OF OUR WORKING METHODS AND OUR ROLE FOR IMPLEMENTATION. THIS QUESTION IS DO WE SEND IT TO THE ICANN BOARD FOR FORWARDING TO NTIA AT THE CONCLUSION OF THIS WEEK? ARE YOU SUGGESTING THAT WE SLUD ASK THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES FOR THEIR OPINION ON THAT? NO. OKA 
>>MANAL ISMAIL: SO I MISUNDERSTOOD THE QUESTION. SO AGAIN, ON ON THE WAY FORWARD FOR THE ICG, THIS IS WHAT MY INTERVENTION WAS. WHETHER OR NOT WE SUBMIT THE PROPOSAL, I THINK WE'VE ALREADY SAID THAT WE WILL NOT CONSIDER THE PROPOSAL COMPLETE UNTIL WE SEEK THE NECESSARY CONFIRMATION FROM THE NAMES COMMUNITY. I JUST CAN'T FIGURE HOW WE CAN -- I MEAN, DON'T GO BY WHAT WE HAVE ALREADY SAID. I MEAN, WE SAID WE WON'T CONSIDER IT COMPLETE UNTIL WE CHECK WITH THE NAMES COMMUNITY. SO -- AND AGAIN, WE'VE SUBMITTED WITH HIGHLIGHTS OF THE INTERDEPENDENCE -- SORRY -- JUST THINKING OUT LOUD. 
THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, MANAL, YES, WE PROBABLY SHOULD TAKE THE HIGHLIGHTS OUT BEFORE WE SUBMIT IT NO MATTER WHEN WE DO THAT. MARTIN IS NEXT 
>> MARTIN BOYLE: THANKS, CHAIR. MARTIN BOYLE HERE. 
YES, WHAT DO WE DO? IT IS OBVIOUS TO ME THAT CERTAINLY AT THE END OF THIS WEEK, OUR JOB WILL NOT BE DONE, THAT WE'LL NOT HAVE A COMPLETE PROPOSAL, AND THEREFORE, WE HAVE NOTHING TO SEND THAT WILL THEN GO TO NTIA. IF I'VE UNDERSTOOD THE -- WHAT I THOUGHT WERE NICE CLEAR MESSAGES FROM BOTH KAVOUSS AND KEITH WITH A GOOD BIT OF INTERPRETATION OF THEIR FEELING OF THIS SENSE OF TRAVEL IN THAT PARTICULAR ROOM, I GET AN OPTIMISM THAT SUGGESTS THAT PERHAPS AT THE END OF THIS WEEK IT WILL BE CLEAR AS TO WHETHER THERE IS A DOCUMENT THAT WILL COME OUT FROM THE CWG AND HOW THE CCWG INTEND TO DEAL WITH THAT DOCUMENT FROM WHICH IT OUT TO THEN BE POSSIBLE FOR US TO IDENTIFY A TIME SCALE. AND THAT TIME SCALE WILL THEN INDICATE WHEN WE THINK WE WILL HAVE A COHERENT AND COMPLETE PROPOSAL. SO I'M SORRY I DON'T THINK WE CAN JUST SEND ANYTHING UP AT THE MOMENT AND JUST AT THE MOMENT I DON'T THINK WE'RE IN POSITION TO SAY WHEN WE WILL BE ABLE TO SEND SOMETHING UP. THERE IS A LOT OF WORK TO BE DONE. WE NEED TO MONITOR THAT WORK. WE NEED TO UNDERSTAND THAT WORK. AND THEN, AS MANAL HAS JUST PUT IT, WE NEED TO BE READY TO GO TO THE CWG AND SAY "DOES THIS MEET YOUR CONCERNS?" AND IT'S ONLY AT THAT STAGE WILL WE HAVE A DOCUMENT THAT WE CAN THEN PUT FORWARD. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU. NEXT I HAVE JOE. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: THANKS. YEAH, I WOULD AGREE WITH THE SENTIMENTS OF -- I DON'T THINK WE CAN SUBMIT ANYTHING THAT ISN'T COMPLETE TO NTIA. DANIEL HAD SUGGESTED IN EMAIL THAT PERHAPS WE DO, THOUGH, AN INTERIM PUBLICATION OF WHERE WE ARE NOW ON THE DRAFT WITH AN EXPLANATION OF KIND OF WHERE WE ARE AND WHAT'S GOING ON AND THEN GO INTO THE HIBERNATION MODE UNLESS WE'RE POKED BY SOMETHING. 
AND I THINK THAT SEEMS TO BE A FAIRLY APPROPRIATE CONCEPT. BECAUSE THEN WE ARE REACTIVE TO WHEN CWG TELLS US THAT THEY'RE READY TO MOVE FORWARD. AND THEN WE HAVE TO MAKE A DETERMINATION AS TO WHETHER THE AMOUNT OF CHANGES, IF ANY, IN THE CWG PROPOSAL REQUIRE US TO DO ANY COMMENT RELATED TO THAT. SO THAT WOULD MEET -- FOR ME WOULD BE THE MOST STRAIGHTFORWARD PROCESS THAT IS ALSO IN KEEPING WITH WHAT WE'RE SUPPOSED TO DO IN OUR CHARTER AND WHAT NTIA HAS ASKED US TO DO WHICH IS TO NOT FORWARD A PROPOSAL THAT ISN'T COMPLETE. 

>>ALISSA COOPER: THANKS, JOE. JEAN-JACQUES. 
>>JEAN-JACQUES SUBRENAT: THANK YOU, GOOD MORNING. THIS IS JEAN-JACQUES. A COUPLE OF REMARKS ON THE POINT OF ICG'S WAY FORWARD. 
THE FIRST IS ABOUT OR TRIGGERED BY TWO NOTIONS. ONE IS THE INTERDEPENDENTIES AND THE OTHER IS THE COMPLETENESS, THE NECESSARY COMPLETENESS OF OUR PROPOSAL TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE NTIA. 
I VERY MUCH AGREE WITH EVERYTHING THAT MY COLLEAGUES HAVE SAID SO FAR THIS MORNING ON THOSE TWO THEMES. 
I WOULD LIKE TO ENLARGE THE DEBATE A BIT AND COME BACK TO ONE OF THE POINTS I BROUGHT UP YESTERDAY, WHICH IS THAT IN ALL OUR DISCUSSIONS YESTERDAY, OF COURSE THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES WERE IN THE FOREFRONT. THAT'S COMPLETELY NORMAL. 
BUT I DID MAKE A REMARK AND I WANT TO REPEAT HERE THAT I CONSIDER THAT ANYWAY FORWARD FOR THE ICG WOULD HAVE TO BE IN ITS PRESENT FORMAT, MEANING, OF COURSE, THE THREE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES. BUT ALSO ALL THE OTHER COMMUNITIES REPRESENTED AROUND THIS TABLE. OR REMOTELY. 
SO BUILDING ON SOME EMAILS I REVIEWED THIS MORNING FROM MAINLY NARELLE, RUSS HOUSLEY, WOLF ULLRICH, KEITH DRAZEK AND PAUL, THERE WAS A SENSE THAT WE SHOULD BRING THIS FORWARD AND PERHAPS FORMULATE SOMETHING IN OUR COMMUNITIES IN ORDER TO ANNOUNCE OR SEEK FEEDBACK ON THIS NOTION OF ICG WAY FORWARD. 
AND IN THAT RESPECT, I WOULD KINDLY REFER YOU TO OUR CURRENT CHARTER, WHICH ON ITS PAGE 2 SAYS THE COORDINATION GROUP HAS FOUR MAIN TASKS. FIRST, ACT AS LIAISON TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES, INCLUDING THE THREE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES, ET CETERA, ET CETERA. 
SO THIS IS A SMALL ITEM FOR MOST OF YOU. BUT I THINK FOR THE OUTSIDE WORLD, IT HAS ITS IMPORTANCE. MORE THAN SYMBOLICALLY. AND I, FOR ONE, AS A REPRESENTATIVE OF CIVIL SOCIETY AND MORE SPECIFICALLY DESIGNATED BY THE ALAC. , I WOULD WANT TO MAKE SURE THAT IN ANY FUTURE ITERATION, THE ICG GOING FORWARD WOULD REMAIN AS IT IS TODAY. AND ALSO KEEP IN MIND THAT, OF COURSE, THE THREE OCs ARE VERY IMPORTANT. BUT WE SHOULD NOT NEGLECT THE OTHERS. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, JEAN-JACQUES. JARI. 
>>JARI ARKKO: JARI ARKKO FOR THE RECORD. I WANTED TO THANK FIRST EVERYBODY FOR THE DESCRIPTIONS OF WHERE THE CCWG WORK IS. IT SOUNDS QUITE POSITIVE NOT ONLY FROM YOUR DESCRIPTIONS BUT ALSO FROM OTHER PEOPLE THAT I'VE TALKED TO. AND I'M PARTICULARLY HAPPY ABOUT THAT YOU SEEM TO BE, YOU KNOW, RESPECTING THE INTEGRITY OF THE PROCESS AND MAKING SURE THAT THERE STILL IS SOMETHING THAT WE CAN STAND BY ONCE THE WORK IS COMPLETED. AND NOT, FOR INSTANCE, JUST HEEDING TO A SINGLE PARTY'S COMMENTS. AND YOU ACTUALLY DO THE WHOLE WORK AND LISTEN TO THE WHOLE COMMUNITY. AND THAT'S REALLY, REALLY IMPORTANT IN ORDER FOR THE RESULT, WHATEVER IT IS, TO BE SOMETHING THAT THE WHOLE COMMUNITY IS HAPPILY BACKING. 
SO THAT'S THAT. ON THIS TOPIC OF WHAT ARE WE ABOUT TO DO SORT OF DIVIDED IN THREE PARTS, ONE OF WHICH IS DONE AND THE OTHER TWO WERE YET TO DO. AND THE FIRST PART THAT'S DONE IS THAT WE HAVE DONE OUR WORK, HAVE DONE A DESIGN AND CORRECTLY CHARACTERIZED DEPENDENCIES WHERE THEY EXIST AND WHERE THEY DON'T EXIST. 
AND DESCRIBED EVERYTHING AND WE HAVE THAT AND THE SECOND PART IS WHAT DO WE DO IN VARIOUS KINDS OF CIRCUMSTANCES IN THE FUTURE. I THINK IT'S TOO EARLY FOR TUS TO, YOU KNOW, TRY TO SEND THINGS TO THE NTIA OR, YOU KNOW, PLAY ANY OF THE OTHER ACTIONS HERE. WE HAVE A RESULT THAT CAN BE USED IN MULTIPLE DIFFERENT WAYS, DEPENDING ON THE CIRCUMSTANCES. YOU KNOW, I -- I THINK IT'S NOT LOOKING LIKELY THAT WE'LL GET THE RESULT, THE WHOLE RESULT, AND THEN WE COULD JUST GO AHEAD AND WE'LL DO THAT. YOU KNOW, IF TOMORROW SOMEONE ANNOUNCE THAT IS THEY NEED FIVE MORE YEARS, THEN WE'LL NEED TO GO INTO ANOTHER KIND OF DISCUSSION BECAUSE WE HAVE A GOOD UNDERSTANDING OF THE PARTS OF THE SYSTEM. I PROPOSE THAT PART OF THE DISCUSSION WE BASICALLY POSTPONE UNTIL THERE'S REASON TO RETURN TO THAT. 
AND A THIRD THING IS KIND OF PUBLICITY OR BEING CLEAR ABOUT WHERE WE ARE. AND I THINK THAT SCENARIO WHERE WE COULD DO SOMETHING MORE NOW, I THINK WE NEED TO VERY CLEARLY AND PUBLICLY CONCLUDE THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND ITS CONCLUSION NEEDS TO BE DOCUMENTED. AND WE NEED TO BE CLEAR THAT, YOU KNOW, WHAT -- YOU KNOW, WHERE WE STAND. WHAT'S THE SITUATION. WHAT'S READY. WHAT'S -- WHAT ARE WE STILL WAITING FOR AND SO FORTH. I MEAN, NOT TO PAINT A TOO ROSY PICTURE BUT NOT TO SAY NOTHING IS DONE EITHER. SO THOSE THREE THINGS I THINK ARE IMPORTANT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, JARI. I HAVE PAUL, PATRIK, DANIEL AND THEN I WILL PUT MYSELF IN THE QUEUE AND MAYBE WE CAN TRY TO WRAP. GO AHEAD, PAUL. 
>>PAUL WILSON: THANKS. PAUL WILSON. WHAT I UNDERSTAND IS WE'RE GOING TO COMPLETE ALL THE WORK THAT WE CAN DO ON THE ICG'S PROPOSAL EITHER ATTEND OF THIS MEETING OR SOMETIME SOON AFTER. WE DON'T KNOW YET. BUT WE'LL DO EVERYTHING THAT WE CAN DO. AND THEN AS -- AS JOE SAID, WE'LL GO TO SLEEP FOR A WHILE OR HIBERNATE UNTIL THE CCWG FINISHES ITS WORK AND IT HAS ITS PROPOSAL FOR ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY. AND WHEN THAT HAPPENS, WE WILL BE ABLE TO SUBMIT OUR WORK TO NTIA WITH THE DECLARATION OR THE PUBLIC KNOWLEDGE THAT THE CCWG RESULT IS SATISFACTORY TO THE COMMUNITIES AND THEREFORE THE ICG PROPOSAL CAN BE CONSIDERED COMPLETE. THAT'S FINE IF IT WORKS WITHIN THE TIMING, BUT I'D SUGGEST THAT BEFORE WE GO TO SLEEP WE SET AN ALARM CLOCK AND THAT SHOULD WAKE US UP AT THE LAST MOMENT AT WHICH WE CAN POSSIBLY REALISTICALLY SUBMIT OUR PROPOSAL TO THE NTIA AND HAVE THE NTIA ACCEPT IT AND CLEAR US FOR IMPLEMENTATION BY THE 30th OF SEPTEMBER NEXT YEAR. 
IF WE DON'T DO THAT WE'LL GO ON SLEEPING AND WE'LL FIND THAT WE'VE MISSED THAT PARTICULAR BOAT. SO IF IT HAPPENS, AND THIS IS JUST A CONTINGENCY PLAN, IF IT HAPPENS THAT WE GET WOKEN UP BY THAT ALARM AND THE CCWG STILL HASN'T FINISHED ITS WORK BECAUSE OF ITS OWN MEETING SCHEDULES AND BECAUSE OF THE NEED FOR FULL PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD THEN I STILL SUGGEST THAT WE WOULD WANT TO SUBMIT OUR PROPOSAL TO THE NTIA WITH THE FULL -- FULL AND PUBLIC DECLARATION THAT THE ACCOUNTABILITY PIECE ISN'T FINISHED YET, THAT THE NTIA SHOULD PLEASE COMMENCE ITS REVIEW AND ITS CONSIDERATION OF OUR PROPOSAL ON AN UNDERSTANDING OR A HOPE THAT THEY WILL HEAR SOON ENOUGH THAT THE ACCOUNTABILITY PIECE HAS BEEN COMPLETED TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE -- OF THE COMMUNITIES. THAT'S ALL I WAS TRYING TO SUGGEST IN MY EMAIL LAST WEEK. IT'S JUST A CONTINGENCY PLAN, BUT I THINK IT'S WORTH THINKING ABOUT WHAT WE WOULD NEED TO DO UNDER THOSE CIRCUMSTANCES. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, PAUL. PATRIK. 
>>PATRIK FALTSTROM: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. PATRIK FALTSTROM. I THINK WHAT PAUL IS SAYING VERY MUCH MAKES SENSE. BUT I ASK MYSELF ON TOP OF THAT WHETHER THE PROPOSAL WE HAVE TODAY ACTUALLY IS WHAT WE CAN SUBMIT IF IT IS THE CASE THAT WE ARE DOING A SUBMISSION THAT PERCHANCE RESULTS IN INCREMENTAL OR REWRITTEN OF THE CONTRACT THE NTD HAS WITH ICANN OR SOMETHING. MAYBE IT'S THE CASE THAT WE HAVE TO SEND SOMETHING THAT IS SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT WHICH MEANS THAT I WOULD LIKE TO IN THE TIMER THAT YOU POINT OUT, I WOULD LIKE TO ALSO ADD SOME TIME FOR US TO REVIEW WHAT WE'RE ACTUALLY GOING TO SUBMIT TO SEE THAT WHAT WE ARE SUBMITTING ACTUALLY MAKES SENSE, GIVEN THE CONTEXT WITHIN WHICH WE ARE IN AT THE TIME WHEN WE ARE SUBMITTING IT. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, PATRIK. DANIEL. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: HI, THIS IS DANIEL. CAN YOU HEAR ME? 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YES, WE CAN HEAR YOU. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: OKAY. THANK YOU. I THINK WHAT EVERYBODY HAS SAID MAKES -- MAKES GREAT SENSE. SPECIFICALLY PAUL'S SUGGESTION I THINK IS -- IS A VERY GOOD ONE. I WAS SLIGHTLY SURPRISED AT WHAT SOME PEOPLE SAID THAT WE MIGHT WANT TO REVISE OUR PROPOSAL BASED ON DEVELOPMENTS IN THE ACCOUNTABILITY PROCESS OR ADDITIONAL REQUESTS BY CWG. THAT HAS NOT BEEN MY UNDERSTANDING SO FAR. MY UNDERSTANDING HAS BEEN THAT WE ARE WAITING FOR CWG TO TELL US THAT THEIR DEPENDENCIES ARE MET, BASICALLY THE ACCOUNTABILITY PROCESS HAS CONCLUDED TO THEIR SATISFACTION. I HAVE NOT ENVISAGED ANY CHANGES AT THAT POINT. SO THEREFORE, I THINK IT'S A VERY GOOD IDEA TO WHEN WE ARE FINISHED AND AT THE END OF THE DUBLIN MEETING PERIOD OR SHORTLY THEREAFTER WE SHOULD CLEARLY PUBLISH THE STATE OF OUR PROPOSAL AS IT IS AT THAT POINT AND SAY THAT WE DO NOT AT PRESENT EXPECT ANY CHANGES AND EXPECT TO SUBMIT IT AS SOON AS CWG AND MAYBE EVEN THE OTHER COMMUNITIES AS PAUL ALSO ALLUDED TO LOOKS AT THE OTHER OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES, WHETHER THEY'RE FINE. BUT THAT WE THEN INTEND TO SUBMIT THIS. THAT WOULD ENABLE ANYBODY, INCLUDING THE ICANN BOARD, AND THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES TO REVIEW IT NOW SO THAT WE HAVE SOME OVERLAP SO THAT WE WILL NOT IN THE -- BE IN DANGER OF GETTING ANOTHER DISCUSSION WHEN IT'S TIME TO SUBMIT. 
SO IN SUMMARY I THINK WE SHOULD AS SOON AS WE CONSIDER OURSELVES DONE, WE SHOULD PUBLISH THIS AND SAY THIS IS THE PROPOSAL AS IT STANDS. WE EXPECT TO SUBMIT IT AS SOON AS WE GET THE OKAY FROM THE COMMUNITY -- OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES AND THEN GO INTO HIBERNATION MODE. AND I AGREE WITH THE SUGGESTION TO SET AN ALARM CLOCK PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION OF THE CURRENT NTIA CONTRACT. AND I CAN'T SPEAK TO THE OTHER ROLE OF MONITORING IMPLEMENTATION, BUT I DON'T THINK THAT'S ON THE AGENDA RIGHT NOW. SO THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, DANIEL. I THINK JUST -- JUST TO AVOID CONFUSION HERE, I THINK THE QUESTION ABOUT WHETHER THE CWG PROPOSAL WILL GET MODIFIED RELATES TO -- WELL, LET ME BACK UP. I THINK THE NOTION OF OUR PROPOSAL GETTING MODIFIED COULD ARISE IF THE CWG DECIDES TO MODIFY ITS PROPOSAL IN REACTION TO ANYTHING THAT MAY HAPPEN IN THE CCWG. SO IT WOULDN'T BE THE CASE THAT WE WOULD INITIATE CHANGES TO THE PROPOSAL OR ANYTHING LIKE THAT. SO THAT -- I THINK THERE IS, YOU KNOW, SOME SMALL POSSIBILITY THAT THAT MAY HAPPEN. AND WE CERTAINLY, YOU KNOW, DON'T WANT TO PUT A PROPOSAL FORWARD TO NTIA THAT CONTAINS A CWG PORTION WHICH IS NOT IN LINE WITH WHAT THE CWG ACTUALLY THINKS IT SHOULD BE. BUT I THINK THAT'S KIND OF A REMOTE CONTINGENCY THAT WE JUST HAVE TO WAIT FOR. AND WE -- WE HAVE NO INTENTION OF INITIATING CHANGES TO OUR OWN PROPOSAL. 
OKAY. SO I HAVE MORE PEOPLE IN THE QUEUE NOW SINCE I WAS THINKING OF CLOSING THE QUEUE, BUT I SEE NO NEED TO REALLY CUT THIS DISCUSSION OFF UNNECESSARILY SINCE WE HAVE THE TIME. SO I WILL HAVE KAVOUSS NEXT. THEN MILTON, MICHAEL, AND WOLF-ULRICH AND THEN I MAY TRY TO SUMMARIZE AGAIN AT THE END. KAVOUSS. 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: YES, SOMETHING MAY HELP THE COLLEAGUES TO DECIDE, JENNIFER, COULD YOU KINDLY INDICATE THE THREE DRAFT TIMELINES OF THE CCWG. THAT WOULD HELP THE PEOPLE TO UNDERSTAND WHEN THEY HAVE TO MAKE A DECISION TO SEND THE DOCUMENT O TO THE NTIA AND THEN I HAVE SOME OTHER COMMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHAT PAUL AND OTHERS SAID. JUST WAITING FOR JENNIFER TO INDICATE THAT IF SHE WOULD BE IN A POSITION TO DO THAT. 
AS I MENTIONED, UNTIL SHE PREPARE THAT -- THREE SCENARIOS, YES. FIRST PUT IT IN SCENARIO ONE. LOOK AT THE TIMELINE THAT MENTIONED. THE TIMELINE IS 18 TO 19 NOVEMBER NINEZATIONS OF WORK STREAM 1 WHICH IS RELATING TO THE -- EVERYTHING TO BE PREPARED OR COMMITTED TO BE AVAILABLE BEFORE THE TRANSITIONS. 18-19 OF NOVEMBER. THIS IS SCENARIO NUMBER 1. SO THAT GIVE YOU SOME REFLECTIONS. AND JENNIFER, COULD YOU GO TO SCENARIO 2 THAT WE HAVE -- THE NEXT SLIDE, THAT WE HAVE PUBLIC COMMENTS. YEAH. PUBLIC COMMENTS, WE HAVE THE SCENARIO 2, AND YOU ALSO WOULD SEE THAT THE FINALIZATIONS OF THE WORK STREAM 1 AGAIN 18-19 NOVEMBER. THERE'S SOMETHING AFTER THAT, YOU WILL SEE. IF YOU GO TO THE THIRD SLIDE WHICH IS EXPEDITED MANNER AND THEN STILL YOU HAVE THAT SITUATION WHEN THE FINALIZATION WILL BE DONE, 21-26 OF JANUARY. THE -- NO. YES, 18-19 CALL -- CCWG CALL CONFIRMED, WORK STREAM 1 AND CWG CALL FOR SIGN OFFS, YEAH. AND FINALIZATION. 30-31 OF JANUARY. SO THESE ARE THE THREE TIMELINES. THESE THREE ARE STILL DRAFT. I HOPE THAT WE COULD FINALIZE THAT CCWG. IN ANY CASE, YOU HAVE SOME DEADLINES THAT INDICATE MAYBE AROUND END OF NOVEMBER IN THE BEST POSSIBLE WAY, IF YOU DON'T GO TO THAT LONG PUBLIC COMMENTS. 
AS I MENTIONED BEFORE, BECAUSE THE DESIGNATOR MODEL ALREADY WERE IN THE PUBLIC COMMENTS 1, SO THE COMMUNITY IS AWARE HOW IT WORKS. MAYBE AS KEITH MENTIONED THE DURATION OF THE COMMENTS MAY BE REDUCED. IT COULD HAPPEN. IF YOU REMEMBER THE ICG IF REDUCED THE COMMENT FOR CHARTER TO ONE WEEK. I'M NOT SUGGESTING CCWG DO IT FROM 40 DAYS TO ONE WEEK BUT MAYBE REDUCE THAT. SO THAT WOULD HELP. 
SO YOU HAVE THESE STATES HOW TO DO IT. 
NOW THE SECOND ISSUE IS FROM A EXTERNAL EXPERIENCE. PERHAPS IT WOULD HELP THE NTIA THAT THEY RECEIVE YOUR PROPOSALS OR OUR PROPOSALS WITH THOSE CONDITIONS THAT PAUL REFERRED TO, A PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT THAT THERE ARE SUBJECTS TO CERTAIN REQUIREMENT AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. IT WILL HELP THAT THEY WILL READ WHAT WE HAVE. BECAUSE THE CCWG WOULD NOT CHANGE THE ESSENCE OF OUR PROPOSALS. IT'S JUST TALKING ABOUT SOME CONDITION. WHETHER THE CCWG -- CWG ARE MET OR ARE NOT MET OR WHETHER ARE MET TO SOME EXTENT AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. SO THAT MAY HELP. SO THIS IS -- I'M NOT SUGGESTING SOMETHING, THIS IS HELPING OURSELVES TO SEE WHAT WE CAN DO. SO THIS IS THE SITUATION. PERHAPS THESE THREE TIMELINES ATTEND OF THE CCWG, ONCE IT IS FINALIZED, IF IT IS NOT PUBLICLY AVAILABLE, WE WILL -- AND KEITH SEND IT TO YOU. IT IS PUBLICLY AVAILABLE. YOU ARE ON THE MAILING LIST AND YOU CAN HAVE THE SITUATION. HOWEVER, WE HAVE TO 18-19 NOVEMBER, SOMETHING THAT WE CAN'T MOVE BEFORE THAT. BECAUSE STILL WE HAVE TO WAIT A LITTLE BIT OF THAT. JUST TO GIVE YOU NOT TO BE -- NOT TO HURRY UP. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU. MILTON. 
>>MILTON MUELLER: YEAH, I DON'T KNOW IF I'M UNDERSTANDING PEOPLE PROPERLY, BUT IF ANYBODY IS THINKING THAT YOU CAN SORT OF RELEASE THE PROPOSAL BEFORE THE CWG IS DONE, BEFORE THE CCWG IS DONE, YOU'RE JUST WRONG. IT CAN'T BE DONE. ALL WE'RE DOING IS CONFUSING PEOPLE. WE'RE NOT HELPING NTIA. THEY CAN'T -- THE NTIA'S REVIEW OF THE PROPOSAL IS GOING TO BE EMBROILED IN A FAIRLY POLITICAL PROCESS INVOLVING CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS. WE CANNOT BE AMBIGUOUS IN THE SLIGHTEST ABOUT WHAT OUR PROPOSAL IS AND WHERE IT IS. WE RELEASED THE PROPOSAL WHEN IT'S FINISHED. AND IT'S NOT FINISHED. WHAT WE CAN DO, AND OUGHT TO DO, IS RELEASE OUR PUBLIC COMMENT ANALYSIS. I THINK THE PEOPLE WHO COMMENTED DESERVE TO SEE THAT AND DESERVE TO SEE THAT QUITE RAPIDLY. AND THAT ALSO SIGNALS TO NTIA OR ANYBODY ELSE WHO'S INTERESTED HOW MUCH PUBLIC SUPPORT THERE WAS FOR THE PROPOSAL AND WHAT KINDS OF ISSUES WERE RAISING ATTENTION. 
SO I WOULD FAVOR FORGETTING ABOUT ANY KIND OF TALK OF A PARTIAL RELEASE OF THE PROPOSAL AND FOCUSING OUR IMMEDIATE ENERGIES ON SIMPLY GETTING A DOCUMENT OUT THAT SUMMARIZES THE PUBLIC COMMENT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANKS, MILTON. MAYBE I WILL ACTUALLY JUMP IN HERE BECAUSE I THINK WE'RE ACTUALLY ALL BASICALLY AGREEING, ALTHOUGH IT MIGHT NOT SOUND LIKE IT. SO WHAT I AM HEARING THAT PEOPLE WOULD LIKE FOR US TO DO IS, ASSUMING WE ESSENTIALLY FINALIZE THE PROPOSAL BUT FOR THE DEPENDENCIES ATTEND OF THIS WEEK, COMING OUT OF THIS MEETING WE -- AS WE HAVE OFTEN DONE IN THE PAST, YOU KNOW, MAKE A STATEMENT ON OUR WEB SITE ABOUT WHAT OUR STATUS IS IN TERMS OF OUR WORK, RIGHT? AND BE JUST -- BE FACTUAL ABOUT WHAT THE STATUS IS SO THAT EVERYBODY KNOWS EXACTLY WHAT THE SITUATION IS. WE HAVE ON OUR AGENDA TO WORK ON THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT OF THE PUBLIC COMMENTS, SO HOPEFULLY WE WILL FINISH THAT IN RELATIVELY SHORT ORDER AS WELL AND WHEN WE DO WE WILL PUBLISH IT AND LET EVERYONE KNOW. AND THEN WE, I THINK AS THE CHAIRS, CAN SET AN ALARM CLOCK FOR OURSELVES AND, YOU KNOW, CONTINUE TO FOLLOW WHAT HAPPENS IN THE CCWG AND I WOULD SAY, YOU KNOW, LET'S -- LET'S SET THAT -- THERE MIGHT BE A MULTIPLE PHASE ALARM THAT HAPPENS HERE. WE CAN SET THE FIRST PHASE FOR, YOU KNOW, BEGINNING OR MIDDLE OF DECEMBER. PATRIK AND MOHAMED AND MYSELF WILL BE MAKING SURE WE'RE MONITORING THE SITUATION WITH THE CWG AND IF IT LOOKS LIKE WE NEED TO (INDISCERNIBLE) WE WILL SET TO THE LIST. IF THINGS ARE GOING SWIMMINGLY WE CAN SET THE ALARM AND CHECK IN IN JANUARY WE CAN DO THAT AND PROCEED FROM THERE. SO, YOU KNOW, WE -- WE DO AS MUCH AS WE CAN. WE TELL PEOPLE WHAT WE'RE DOING, AND IN TWO MONTHS WE COME BACK AND SAY ARE WE STILL GOOD TO GO? ARE WE STILL WAITING? WHAT ARE WE DOING? AND, YOU KNOW, AT SOME POINT, WHEN WE DO THOSE LET'S SAY MONTHLY CHECKS IT MIGHT COME TO THE POINT WHERE WE SAY WELL, DO WE NEED A CALL? DO WE NEED TO REVISIT OUR DECISION TO BE IN HIBERNATION MODE. IS THERE ANYONE WHO OBJECTS TO THAT PLAN? I KNOW HAVE I A QUEUE. I WILL COME BACK TO THE QUEUE. JARI OBJECTS TO THE PLAN. GO AHEAD. 
>>JARI ARKKO: JARI ARKKO. I WOULD LIKE TO -- I AGREE WITH WHAT YOU SAID, BUT I WOULD ALSO LIKE US TO COMPLETE THE EDITS THAT WE HAVE DONE AND PUBLISH THE RESULTS, NOT MISREPRESENTING WHAT IT IS. NOT CLAIMING THIS IS DONE AND WILL BE SENT TO THE NTIA, BUT I THINK AS A RESULT OF THE PUBLIC COMMENTS WE WANT TO HAVE THE EDITED DOCUMENT OUT AS WELL. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: HEAR, HEAR. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YEAH, AGREED. EVERYONE ELSE SEEMS TO BE IN AGREEMENT THAT THAT IS A WAY FORWARD. NO, MICHAEL NEEBL GO AHEAD. NEEBZ I JUST WANT TO UNDERSTAND CORRECTLY BECAUSE I UNDERSTOOD YOU IN THE SENSE OF MILTON, WHAT YOU SAID, WE'RE GOING TO HAVE FIRST A SUMMARY OF -- AND THE REACTION TO THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND THEN WE LOOK WITH THE TIMING THEN WHETHER WE GO FORWARD WITH A REPORT. BUT I WOULD ALSO SHARE THE WARNING THAT RIGHT NOW TO GO OUT ALSO WITH A DOCUMENT WHICH IS A PRELIMINARY DOCUMENT WOULD CREATE CONFUSION. SO AT THIS POINT IN TIME I WOULD NOT DO THAT. I THINK WE HAVE TO GIVE A REACTION, WE HAVE TO SAY WHERE WE STAND, WE HAVE TO GIVE A REACTION TO THE PUBLIC COMMENTS, BUT I WOULD AT THIS POINT IN TIME NOT FAVOR TO HAVE AN INCOMPLETE DOCUMENT. AND IT'S ALSO -- IT'S NOT LIKE THE NTIA IS NOT AWARE OF WHAT WE'RE WRITING. I MEAN, IT'S NOT -- I MEAN, THAT'S NOT -- IT'S QUITE CLEAR THAT IT'S NOT TO GIVE THEM -- THEY ARE FULLY -- FOLLOWING OUR DISCUSSIONS. SO I SHARE THE WORRY AT THIS POINT IN TIME, IF WE COME OUT WITH A DOCUMENT THAT IS INCOMPLETE AND IT CANNOT BE DELIVERED AS SUCH. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO, I MEAN, MAYBE WE'RE JUST LIKE EXPLORING SHADES OF GRAY HERE. ALL OF OUR DOCUMENTS ARE PUBLIC. LIKE THEY'RE ALL SITTING IN DROPBOX, RIGHT? I THINK WHAT I WAS ENVISIONING IS THAT WE, YOU KNOW, ACCEPT CHANGES IN WORD SO THAT WE DON'T HAVE A RED LINE. WE PRODUCE A PDF AND WE ATTACH THAT TO OUR LITTLE STATEMENT THAT WE PUT OUT ABOUT THE CONCLUSION OF THIS MEETING. SO I DON'T KNOW IF -- NO, WE'RE NOT ALLOWED TO CONCLUDE FROM THE MEETING AND PRODUCE A CLEAN COPY OF THE DOCUMENT? I MEAN, THAT'S LIKE OUR STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE. I WILL BE VERY UPSET IF I'M NOT ALLOWED TO PRODUCE A CLEAN COPY OF THIS DOCUMENT ONCE IT'S DONE. SO YEAH. 

>> JUST DON'T MAKE IT PART OF THE PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT. SAY TODAY WE'RE RELEASING OUR ANNOUNCEMENT OF PUBLIC COMMENTS. WE HAVE MODIFIED THE PROPOSAL AND WE'RE AWAITING THE WORD THAT WE NEED FROM CWG TO COMPLETE THE PROPOSAL. BUT YOU DON'T ACTUALLY PUT THAT UP ON THE WEB SITE IN A PUBLIC LINK AND MAKE IT PART OF YOUR PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: MAYBE THAT'S WHY WE NEED TO HAVE THE DISCUSSION BECAUSE I FIND THAT STRANGE. MAYBE WE SHOULD GO BACK TO THE QUEUE. NOW I THINK WE'VE NARROWED THE SCOPE OF WHAT WE'RE DISCUSSING A LITTLE BIT. LET'S GO BACK TO THE QUEUE. IF PEOPLE COULD GO BACK TO ADOBE CONNECT FOR THE QUEUE, THAT WOULD HELP ME. WOLF ULLRICH, NEXT IN THE QUEUE. 
>>WOLF-ULRICH KNOBEN: I'M GOOD WITH THAT PROPOSAL ON GOING FORWARD. INDUSTRY END AND I WOULD LIKE TO URGE ALL OF US NOT TO GO IN ANY KIND OF SLEEPING MODE RIGHT NOW. BECAUSE TIME IS TOO SHORT. IF YOU LOOK AT THIS, WHAT KAVOUSS IS SHOWING HERE IN THE SCENARIO TWO, EVEN TO THE EXTENT IT NOW MEANS FROM NOW TO THE END OF THE ICANN MEETING IS JUST THREE MONTHS. SO THAT IS REALLY -- AND MANY THINGS ARE GOING TO HAPPEN IN BETWEEN. SO THERE'S NO TIME FOR ANY KIND OF SLEEPING. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, WOLF ULLRICH. JOE. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: THANK YOU. JOSEPH ALHADEFF FOR THE RECORD. I THINK FROM A TRANSPARENCY POINT OF VIEW, FROM A CLARITY POINT OF VIEW, HAVING THE DOCUMENT AVAILABLE FOR PEOPLE AND WE CAN CALL IT STATUS UPDATE ON ICG PROPOSAL. SO NO ONE CAN MISTAKE THE FACT THAT IT'S A FINAL PROPOSAL AND WE CAN CAVEAT THE ATTACHMENT LANGUAGE THAT SAYS WE ATTACHING THIS FOR YOUR INFORMATION. WE ARE STILL AWAITING CWG ENFORCEMENT OR WHATEVER YOU WANT TO CALL IT IN ORDER TO FINALIZE THE PROVEP AND HAVE IT READY FOR SUBMISSION. I DON'T THINK ANYONE CAN MISUNDERSTAND IT. BUT, IF I'M A PERSON WHO IS NOT IN THIS PROCESS EVERY SINGLE DAY, I'M GOING FIND IT VERY HARD WHY AREN'T PEOPLE REFERENCE BEING THE PROPOSAL THE WAY THEY USED TO. THIS IS A COMMUNITY IN WHICH CONSPIRACY THEORIES ABOUND WITH NOTHING BEHIND THEM. SO I SEE NO PROBLEM. I'VE GOT NO PROBLEM WITH MILTON SUGGESTING WE HAVE TO CAVEAT IT SO IT'S NOT MISUNDERSTOOD BECAUSE THERE IS A CONFUSING PROCESS FOR THOSE PEOPLE WHO AREN'T IN THE MIDDLE OF IT. BUT I WOULD STRONGLY OCTOBER TO NOT HAVING A VERSION OF THE DOCUMENT EASILY ACCESSIBLE TO PEOPLE SO THEY CAN SEE WHERE WE ARE. . 

>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, JOE. JA 
>>JARI ARKKO: SO I DON'T THINK THIS IS DIFFICULT. I THINK WE JUST NEED TO FIND THE RIGHT WORDS TO DESCRIBE WHERE WE ARE. AND THAT'S PART OF THAT ANNOUNCEMENT OR STATUS UPDATE OR REPORT FROM THE MEETING, WHATEVER IT IS. BUT I DO THINK THAT WE NEED TO ATTACH THE LATEST IN -- YOU KNOW, OUR INTERIM PROPOSAL VERSION INTO ANY COMMUNICATIONS THAT GO OUT LIKE IF WE SAY THAT WE'VE ADDRESSED THE COMMENTS IN THIS WAY AND THIS IS THE SUMMARY OF THE COMMENTS, THE DOCUMENT NATURALLY GOES THERE. 
AND THAT'S AN HONEST EXPLANATION OF WHERE WE ARE. AND I DON'T THINK WE SHOULD HIDE THAT. WE NEED TO BE CLEAR THAT THIS ONE THING THAT WE'RE WAITING ON STILL -- SO IT'S NOT COMPLETE. WE'RE WAITING ON THE ACCOUNTABILITY WORK TO FINISH. END OF STORY. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANKS, JARI. DANIEL. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: THANK YOU. YES, WE SHOULD PRODUCE A CLEAN DOCUMENT AND CLEARLY DOCUMENT OUR CONSENSUS THAT THIS IS AS FAR AS WE CAN GO AND WE HAVE CONSENSUS ON THAT PARTICULAR LANGUAGE. AND WE SHOULD SAY THAT WE WILL SUBMIT IT ONCE WE HAVE CONFIRMATION FROM ALL THREE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES THAT THEY'RE OKAY WITH SUBMITTING IT. I DON'T THINK WE NEED TO REFERENCE THE ACCOUNTABILITY WORK BECAUSE THAT'S INDIRECT. 
SO WE SHOULD JUST BASICALLY DO OUR WORK. WE SHOULD FINISH OUR WORK, SAY, OKAY. AT THIS POINT, WE'RE DONE WITH THE LANGUAGE. THIS IS WHAT IT IS. WE'RE WAITING FOR -- WE WILL SUBMIT IT AS SOON AS WE HAVE CONFIRMATION FROM ALL THE THREE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES. 
IF THEN THE CONTINGENCY HAPPENS OR THE UNEXPECTED THING HAPPENS THAT ONE OF THE COMMUNITIES SAYS WE WANT TO CHANGE OUR INPUT, THAT IS UNEXPECTED. YEAH. 
SO WE SHOULD JUST SAY OUR WORK IS DONE. THIS IS WHAT IT IS. AND WE'LL SUBMIT IT AS SOON AS WE HAVE CONFIRMATION FROM THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES THAT IT'S OKAY TO SUBMIT IT. DONE. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU. PAUL. 
>>PAUL WILSON: NO, I PASS, THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: KAVOUSS. 

>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, KAVOUSS. IT OCCURS TO ME THAT, ACTUALLY, WRITING THE WORDS OF THE STATUS UPDATE AND THE DISCLAIMER, THAT WOULD GO ON THE FRONT PAGE MIGHT SOLVE THE DIFFICULTIES HERE. GO AHEAD, LYNN. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR:LYNN ST. AMOUR FOR THE RECORD. I PUT COMMENTS IN THE RECORD. I THINK IT'S IMPORTANT THAT WE REPORT OUT WHERE WE ARE ON THIS MEETING EVER 9STATUS UPDATE I THINK THE CURRENT VERSION OF THE DOCUMENT SHOULD BE THERE. I THINK, ALISSA, IN TERMS OF SHORTENING THIS CONVERSATION IF WE COULD LOOK AT SOME ACTUAL TEXT IN WORDS FOR OUR MEETINGS ON THURSDAY MIGHT TAKE AWAY WHATEVER DISCOMFORT REMAINS IN THE ROOM. 
ONE OTHER POINT I'D MENTION, WE USE WORDS LIKE "HIBERNATION" I THINK I WOULD BE QUITE CAREFUL ABOUT CHOOSING THOSE WORDS. PEOPLE THAT AREN'T DEEPLY ENGAGED WITH THIS PROCESS, FOR US TO PUT OUT SOMETHING THAT WE PURPORT IS KIND OF COMPLETE OR WE'RE IN HIBERNATION OR WE'RE GOING AWAY, I THINK SENDS A MESSAGE THAT FOLKS THAT ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR EVALUATING THIS ARE NOT GOING TO UNDERSTAND. AND I THINK IT'S TIME WE DO WHAT OUR COMMUNICATIONS NOW THAT WE ACTUALLY LOOK TO THE PEOPLE THAT ARE ACTUALLY GOING TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR APPROVING THIS PROCESS AND JUST KEEP THAT IN MIND IN OUR COMMUNICATIONS AS OPPOSED TO WE'RE NOT JUST COMMUNICATING TO THE ICANN COMMUNITY OR THOSE PEOPLE THAT ARE DEEPLY ENGAGED IN THE PROCESS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANKS, LYNN. RUSS MUNDY AND THEN WE'RE GOING TO WRAP UP. 
>>RUSS MUNDY: THANKS, ALISSA. RUSS MUNDY FOR THE RECORD. I AGREE WITH YOUR JUST RECENT SUGGESTION THAT GETTING WORDS DOWN TO LOOK AT SO THAT WE CAN REVIEW THEM I THINK SHOULD HELP A LOT WITH RESPECT TO WHAT WE'RE GOING TO SAY. CONCEPTUALLY, THOUGH, I THINK IT'S VERY IMPORTANT THAT WE INCLUDE SOME AMOUNT OF REFERENCE TO THE CWG AND CCWG STATUS. BECAUSE, IF THAT WORK WERE, IN FACT, ALREADY COMPLETED, THEN, IN FACT, WE BELIEVE THAT WE WOULD BE SENDING THINGS OFF. AND SO I GUESS THAT IT'S -- HOW MUCH OF A POINT WE MAKE OF IT OR HOW WE SAY IT, I DON'T -- I'M NOT THAT CONCERNED ABOUT. BUT I THINK WE DO HAVE TO SAY SOMETHING ABOUT THAT RELATIONSHIP OR THE PIECES. AND THAT'S -- AND IN STATING WHERE WE ARE, I THINK THAT'S A MATTER OF STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU, RUSS. OKAY. SO I THINK THE CHAIRS WILL TAKE AN ACTION TO DRAFT UP THE STATUS UPDATE STATEMENT AND THE DISCLAIMER THAT WOULD GO ON THE FRONT PAGE OF THE PROPOSAL WHEN WE MAKE A CLEAN COPY. AND WE CAN CONSIDER THOSE ON, LET'S SAY, FRIDAY, ASSUMING THAT WE ACTUALLY FINISH OUR DOCUMENT WORK ON THURSDAY OR SOME OTHER TIME ON FRIDAY. 
SOUND LIKE A PLAN? OKAY. 
GREAT. 
SO LET US MOVE ONTO THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL. SO WE'RE GOING TO TALK ABOUT THIS FOR 30 MINUTES AND THEN TAKE OUR BREAK. WE'RE A LITTLE BIT BEHIND SCHEDULE. BUT I THOUGHT THAT WAS IMPORTANT FOR US TO GET ON THE SAME PAGE ABOUT THAT. 
OH, I'M SORRY. DID -- HAVE YOU BEEN SUBSUMED? I'M SORRY, I WAS USING THE QUEUE AND ADOBE CONNECT. I'M SORRY. KUO-WEI WAS IN THE QUEUE. 
>>KUO-WEI WU: THANK YOU. FIRST I HAVE TO THANK ALL ICG MEMBERS WORK VERY HARD. VERY COMPREHENSIVE OF THE DOCUMENTATIONS. BUT AS -- I HAVE TO SAY THAT IF YOU REMEMBER IN ICG IN THE VERY BEGINNING, YOU SAY THAT ICANN BOARD WE CAN CHANGE ANY WORDS IN YOUR PROPOSAL AND WE AGREE UPON IT. BUT DON'T FORGET THAT WE'D LIKE TO KNOW WHEN YOU WILL SUBMIT YOUR PROPOSAL TO THE ICANN BOARD. SO WE HAVE ENOUGH TIME TO GO ON TO READ YOUR FINAL TEXT. AND WE HAVE TO DECIDE WE WANT TO ADD ADDITIONAL COMMENT OR NOT. SO PLEASE, ONCE YOU HAVE PRECISE DAY TO DELIVER THE FINAL PROPOSAL TO US AND WE WOULD LOVE TO SEE IT. AND THEN WE WILL BE COME WITH OFFICIAL POSITIONS. 
THE SAME THING I'D ALSO LIKE TO COMMENT SOME PEOPLE TALKING ABOUT REPORTING ABOUT CCWG. ACTUALLY, THE ICANN BOARD PARTICIPATED IN THE CCWG ENGAGEMENT. THAT IS ONLY IN OUR PERSONAL POSITION. IT IS NOT AN ICANN BOARD POSITION YET. BECAUSE BEFORE WE SEE THE FINAL PROPOSAL, IT'S VERY DIFFICULT FOR US TO SAY THIS IS OUR BOARD POSITION YET. 
SO YOU KNOW, BUT WE VERY HELPFUL. WE LIKE TO ENGAGE WITH THE CCWG TO THEN GO THROUGH THE PROCESS TO GENERATE A PROPOSAL AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. SO YOU CAN SEE ALSO IN LOS ANGELES AND ALSO OVER HERE, THE ICANN BOARD EVEN INCLUDING OUR FINANCIAL OFFICER, YOU NOI, PARTICIPATE IN THE CCWG DISCUSSION. ALL WE WANT TO DO IS HELP THE CCWG CAN CON VERGE ON THE DOCUMENTATION AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. SO I'D LIKE TO LET ALL OF YOU KNOW WE VERY MUCH APPRECIATE YOUR EFFORT. BUT WE ALSO ARE WAITING FOR THE FINAL PROPOSAL TO MAKE OUR FINAL BOARD POSITION. THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANKS KUO-WEI, I THINK THAT REINFORCED OUR UNDERSTANDING OF HOW THE PROCESS WAS GOING TO WORK. 
ALL RIGHT. LET'S JUST TAKE A QUICK LOOK AT THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL. SO I SENT SOME EDITS LAST NIGHT AND JUST WANTED TO MAKE SURE FOLKS HAD A CHANCE TO TAKE A LOOK AND THAT NO FURTHER EDITS ON THESE PIECES ARE REQUIRED. 
SO, IF WE COULD START ON PARAGRAPH 2. YEP, THAT'S IT. 
OKAY. SO THERE WERE SOME SMALLER EDITS ON VARIOUS THINGS. BUT I WANTED MAINLY TO GET PEOPLE'S EYES ON THE NEW TEXT THAT WAS ADDED IN RESPONSE TO THIS DISCUSSION ABOUT HOW THE COMMUNITIES COLLABORATE AND COORDINATE. SO THIS WAS THE TEXT PROVIDED BY LYNN AND PATRICK. 
SO IN GOING THROUGH THAT, I ADDED TEXT IN TWO DIFFERENT SECTIONS. THIS IS THE FIRST ONE. SO THIS IS A KIND OF EDITED VERSION OF ONE OF THE PARAGRAPHS FROM THAT EMAIL. AND THIS IS THE BIT OF HISTORY ABOUT IANA. SO THIS SEEMED TO ME TO FIT HERE. AND I THINK WE GOT FEEDBACK THAT THIS IS A HELPFUL PIECE OF CONTEXT FOR PEOPLE WHO MIGHT NOT BE FAMILIAR WITH THE HISTORY. SO WANTED TO MAKE SURE EVERYONE IS OKAY WITH THIS. AND THEN WE WILL GO DOWN TO THE COMPATIBILITY SECTION WHICH IS WHERE ALL THE MORE DETAILED EXAMPLES ABOUT COLLABORATION GOT ADDED. BUT ANYBODY WHO HAS ANY ISSUES WITH THIS, PLEASE FLAG NOW. GO AHEAD, LYNN. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: LYNN ST. AMOUR. NO ISSUE WITH THE TEXT THAT'S THERE. I THINK IT'S A VERY GOOD SUMMARY. I DO THINK IT'S STILL MISSING THE SPECIFICITY THAT THE THREE COMMUNITIES HAVE EXISTED FOR SOME TIME. AND WHEN WE THINK ABOUT THE MODEL AND WHEN YOU LOOK THROUGH THE FIRST FEW PARAGRAPHS OF THIS SECTION AND THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS WELL, WHICH I THINK HAS NOT BEEN FULLY UPDATED TO REFLECT THE CHANGES IN THE PART ZERO. SO I'D LIKE A CONFIRMATION OF THAT. 
BUT I DON'T THINK IT MAKES THAT POINT CLEARLY ENOUGH. AND EVEN IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY IN I THINK IT'S THE 6th OR 7TH PARAGRAPH, IT TALKS ABOUT THE PROCESS WE'RE DOING TODAY IS BASED ON INPUT FROM THE IAB, YOU COULD ACTUALLY LOOK AT THAT PARAGRAPH AND INTERPRET THIS IS A PROCESS WE PUT IN PLACE AND IDENTIFIED THROUGH COMMUNITIES FOR THE PURPOSE OF THIS PROPOSAL. IN FACT, THAT'S NOT WHAT WE DID. WE THE WORLD WE OPERATE IN TODAY AND THAT IS THE NATURAL WORLD TO PLACE THAT ACTIVITY. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: IF WE COULD GO TO PARAGRAPH 4, I WAS THINKING ABOUT THIS WHEN MAKING THESE EDITS. AND THE THING IS IN PARAGRAPH 4 WE HAVE THE SENTENCE ALREADY WHICH I THOUGHT REALLY CAPTURED THIS, THE ICG THEREFORE, CHOSE TO GROUND THE GROUND WITH THE IANA D PLEASE DON'T SKOAL WITH THE IANA FUNCTIONs OPERATOR. COME BACK, COME BACK. 
OKAY. REFLECTING THE FACT THAT THE POLICY AND OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITIES FOR THE 24R50ED FUNCTIONS RESIDE IN THREE SEPARATE COMMUNITIES AND HAS FOR DECADES. I COULDN'T THINK OF ANYTHING ELSE TO SAY THAT WASN'T -- YOU KNOW WHAT I MEAN? I LOOKED AT YOUR TEXT AND SAYS WELL THIS SAYS THAT. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: WELL, I THINK THIS PARAGRAPH DOES SAY THAT. YOU'RE RIGHT, IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY IT DOES SAY -- 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO IT'S A MATTER OF TAKING THIS AND REFLECTING IT IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: AND LOOKING FOR CONFIRMATION, I THINK EXECUTIVE SUMMARY IN TOTAL HAS NO THE BEEN UPDATED TO REFLECT THE PART ZERO CHANGES. IS THAT CORRECT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: NO, IT HAS BEEN. THE THING IS THERE WAS A LOT OF EDITING THAT HAPPENED IN PART ZERO INCLUDING LOTS OF ADDITIONS OF NEW TEXT. AND WE HAD A WHOLE CONVERSATION ABOUT MAKING SURE THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY REMAINS EXECUTIVE. SO I DIDN'T ACTUALLY ALWAYS REFLECT EVERYTHING BACK INTO THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. BUT, IF THESE BITS PEOPLE FEEL ARE IMPORTANT ENOUGH THAT THEY SHOULD BE DRAWN UP THERE, THEN I'M HAPPY TO DO IT. SO I CAN MAKE THAT CHANGE IF PEOPLE WANT OR THINK IT'S WARRANTED. YEAH. 
OKAY. . 
OKAY. SO THAT'S -- THAT'S ONE ACTION I WOULD TAKE. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: PARAGRAPH 3X0003 IS THE ONE THAT WOULD NEED TO BE UPDATED IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: LET ME LOOK AT IT. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: IT STARTS OUT THE ICG TOOK NOTICE OF THE IAB POINTING OUT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO THAT PARAGRAPH X 003, I BELIEVE IS EXACTLY THE SAME AS PARAGRAPH 4. GO AHEAD. 
>>LYNN LIPINSKI: IT DOES SEEM TO BE. I MAY BE FLIPPING I DISNOT ADD THE IANA TO THE HISTORY BUT IT SEEMED A LITTLE MORE IN THE WEEDS THAN WHAT WE HAVE IN THE SUMMARY. DO YOU AGREE WITH THAT DECISION. 
>> I DO ANOTHER COMEPT ON THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND IT RECEIVES A PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. IF THIS IS MEANT TO BE AN EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF THE EXECUTIVE PROPOSAL I'M NOT SURE I PUT IN SUMMARIES FROM THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD. I THINK THAT'S A LITTLE DISTRACTING AND ONCE WE PUT THE COMMENT -- THAT STANDS AS THIS IS WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WHERE HE HEARD ON THE INPUTTED WE HEARD FROM THE PUBLIC COMMENT AND THE DPEKTIVE SUMMARY SHOULD BE A STRAIGHTFORWARD EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSAL. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. WE'D BE INTERESTED IN PEOPLE'S THAT'S ABOUT THAT. I'M HAPPY TO TAKE OUT THE NEW BITS THAT REFER TO THE PUBLIC COMMENTS. THAT WOULD MAKE IT SHORTER. OKAY, I HAVE A QUEUE NOW. SO JOE IS NEXT. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: THANK YOU, ALISSA. JOE ALHADEFF FOR THE RECORD. WHEN YOU GET TO PART 0, BECAUSE IT MIGHT BE USEFUL TO HAVE EVERYTHING IN ONE CHUNK THAT DEALS WITH HISTORY AND IANA AND LYNN HAD DONE A COUPLE OF REALLY GOOD PARAGRAPHS IN THE WORK THAT SHE HAD DONE IN RELATION TO COORDINATION, SO IT MIGHT BE THAT INTRO DUCKTION IS JUST THE FIRST PARAGRAPH. THEN WE HAVE KIND OF ANOTHER SECTION CALLED HISTORY AND EVOLUTION OF IANA WHERE WE HAVE THE FOUNDING BY POSTEL, THOSE COUPLE OF PARAGRAPHS BY LYNN AND THAT PUTS US TO WHERE WE ARE NOW IN A REALLY CLEAR SPACE SO YOU DON'T HAVE TO SIT THERE AND MAKE SURE THAT YOU MAKE THE LINKAGE BETWEEN THE SECOND PARAGRAPH OF THE INTRO DUCKTION AND THE THIRD SENTENCE OF ANOTHER THING TO FIGURE OUT WHAT THIS IS AND HOW THESE PIECES PLAY TOGETHER. SO THAT MIGHT JUST BE A CLARIFICATION. AND THEN I THINK IF WE CAN MAKE THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AT A MINIMUM WE SHOULD BIFURCATE BETWEEN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND PROPOSAL SUMMARY SO IF PEOPLE ARE JUST INTERESTED IN THE PROPOSAL THEY CAN LOOK AT THAT TIME PROPOSAL SUMMARY F. PEOPLE ARE INTERESTED IN THE PROCESS, THEY CAN LOOK AT A PROCESS SUMMARY. BUT I THINK WE SHOULD BE AS CLEAN AS POSSIBLE IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. THANKS, JOE. SO ON THE FIRST POINT, THE DIFFICULTY THAT I HAD IS THAT PART 0 IS WRITTEN VERY SORT OF PROCEDURALLY. THE WHOLE STRUCTURE OF IT ESSENTIALLY IT IS STRUCTURED ACCORDING TO THE PROCESS THAT WE FOLLOWED TO PRODUCE THIS DOCUMENT. SO IT'S A -- IT'S KIND OF AWKWARD TO TRY AND FIND A PLACE TO STICK IN LIKE OH, AND HERE'S THE HISTORY OF IANA AND HOW THE COMMUNITIES COLLABORATE, WHICH IS WHY IT ENDED UP THE WAY IT IS. IF WE GO DOWN -- SORRY TO MAKE YOU SCROLL, BUT IF WE GO DOWN TO -- LET ME FIND IT. 55, ALL OF THE REST OF THE GOOD TEXT ABOUT HOW THE COMMUNITIES COLLABORATE IS TOGETHER HERE IN PARAGRAPHS 55-58. SO REALLY IT'S -- IT'S NOT TOO MUCH SPLIT UP. IT'S LIKE THE ONE PARAGRAPH AT THE TIME WHICH IS THE HISTORY OF IANA AND THEN 55-58 WHICH GIVE ALL THE EXAMPLES OF COLLABORATION AND COOPERATION AND RESTATE, YOU KNOW, THE GOOD RESTATEMENT OF THE COMMUNITIES COMMITMENT TO DO SO GOING FORWARD. 
SO I GUESS THE QUESTION IS IF YOU THINK THAT STRUCTURE IS STILL TOO CONFUSING AND WE SHOULD -- WE SHOULD BETTER, YOU KNOW -- JUST PUT IT ALL TOGETHER. IT'S NOT -- THE THING IS THIS IS NOT REALLY ABOUT HISTORY. I MEAN, IT IS ABOUT HISTORY IN THE SENSE THAT THIS HAS BEEN GOING ON A LONG TIME, BUT IT'S MEANT TO GIVE SOME CURRENT EXAMPLES, I THINK. WHICH IS WHY I ENDED UP SPLITTING THEM. 
SO MY QUESTION IS, IF YOU THINK YOU CAN LIVE WITH THIS STRUCTURE. 
>> I DON'T (INDISCERNIBLE) BUT I (INDISCERNIBLE) I KNOW THERE ARE OTHER PEOPLE AHEAD OF ME. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: WELL, I'D LIKE TO HAVE JUST A LITTLE BACK AND FORTH FOR A SECOND TO SEE WHAT YOU THINK ABOUT THIS SINCE YOU RAISED IT. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: FOR ME, THE THREE PARAGRAPHS ARE FINE WHERE THEY ARE. BUT LYNN'S -- IN LYNN'S DRAFT THERE WERE TWO PARAGRAPHS ON THE WAY IN WHICH IANA FORMED THAT WAS A LITTLE MORE DETAILED THAN JUST THAT ONE SENTENCE OF SAYING THERE WERE THREE ENTITIES. AND I THINK THAT LEVEL OF DETAIL HAS BEEN LOST. AND I THINK THAT LEVEL OF DETAIL IS USEFUL. AND THE PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSAL IS TO MAKE SURE THAT PEOPLE UNDERSTAND IT WHEN THEY READ IT AND HAVE A GROUNDING IN IT. AND SO I THINK IF WE PUT A LITTLE HISTORY AND INTRODUCTION, THAT IS PARTED OF THE PROCESS QUESTION OF HOW WE GOT HERE IN THE FIRST PLACE. AND IT GIVES YOU THE WHEREWITHAL TO BETTER UNDERSTAND THE PROPOSAL. IF WE WANT TO PUT THE HISTORY AS AN ANNEX AND REFER TO THE FACT THAT THERE IS A HISTORY IN THE ANNEX AND WE HAVE FOUR PARAGRAPHS ON HISTORY IN THE ANNEX, THEN THAT'S ANOTHER SOLUTION. IF YOU FEEL IT INTERRUPT THE FLOW. BUT I DO THINK WE OWE IT TO OUR READERS TO PROVIDE THEM CONTEXT BECAUSE WE CAN'T PRESUME THAT THEY NECESSARILY UNDERSTAND WHERE ALL THESE PIECES CAME FROM. AND I THINK THAT LEADS TO SOME OF THE CONFUSION WE SAW IN SOME ELEMENTS OF THE COMMENTS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. I GUESS MY DIFFICULTY IS THAT BETWEEN PARAGRAPH 2 AND PARAGRAPH 4 I BELIEVE EVERY DETAIL THAT WAS IN THE TEXT FROM LYNN AND PATRIK IS NOW -- IS REFLECTED. SO THAT'S WHY I ADDED PARAGRAPH 2 TO PROVIDE THE HISTORY AND PARAGRAPH 4 ALREADY TALKED ABOUT THE -- WHAT ALL THE REGISTRIES ARE AND THE COMMUNITIES THAT ARE ASSOCIATED WITH THEM. SO MAYBE I -- I KNOW THAT YOU'RE BACK IN THE QUEUE AGAIN. IF SOMEONE COULD FIND THE DETAILS THAT ARE ACTUALLY MISSING TO BE ADDED, THAT WOULD HELP ME. BECAUSE IN GOING THROUGH IT SEEMED TO ME THAT WITH THE ADDITION OF PARAGRAPH 2, THEY ARE ALL THERE. AND NEXT -- OH, THE QUEUE JUST CLEARED, ODDLY. BUT NEXT I HAD PAUL. 
>>PAUL WILSON: YEAH, THIS IS JUST A NOTE THAT -- THIS IS PAUL WILSON. A NOTE THAT I NOTICED IN REVIEWING THE MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING THAT THERE WAS SOME DISCUSSION ABOUT THE DOT ARBOR HANDLING OF THE DOT ARBOR DOMAIN. THERE WERE A COUPLE OF REFERENCES -- SUPPORTING REFERENCES THAT WERE POSTED BY ALAN AND RUSS TO IRB AND IFC DOCUMENTS AND MINUTES NOTE THAT WILSON AND CLARK ASK THOSE BE IN PART 0. I'M NOT SURE WHERE IN PART 0 THEY SHOULD GO BUT THEY HAVEN'T BEEN ADDED YET SO I'LL TRY AND GIVE SOME SPECIFIC SUGGESTION ABOUT THAT. JUST THOUGHT I SHOULD MENTION IT. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. I THOUGHT -- I THOUGHT THEY DID GET ADDED, BASED ON YOUR -- I THOUGHT YOU PUT THEM IN. 
>>PAUL WILSON: NO, I PUT IN A LOT OF OTHER REFERENCES A STACK OF OTHERS, BUT NOT THOSE ONES. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. IF YOU CAN SEND YOUR SUGGESTIONS FOR WHERE TO PUT THEM IN, THAT WOULD HELP. I DON'T HAVE ANYONE ELSE IN THE QUEUE. BUT I WOULD LIKE TO KIND OF CLOSE ON THIS QUESTION ABOUT THE HISTORY. I DON'T KNOW IF YOU -- I WAS RESPONDING TO YOU IN THE CHAT. I STILL DON'T UNDERSTAND WHAT'S MISSING, IF SOMETHING IS MISSING. 
>>PATRIK FALTSTROM: SO TO BE ABLE TO ANSWER YOUR QUESTION I NEEDED TO GO BACK TO LYNN'S AND MY TEXTS BECAUSE I DIDN'T UNDERSTAND WHAT JOE WAS TALKING ABOUT. THERE SEEMED TO BE THE CASE THAT PEOPLE SORT OF MAYBE THERE IS SOME INFORMATION MISSING THAT PEOPLE SEEM TO MAYBE WANT TO HAVE IN WHAT IS NOW PARAGRAPH 2, INCLUDING MYSELF. BUT I WOULD LIKE TO GO BACK AND COMPARE AND SEE WHETHER THERE'S ACTUALLY SOMETHING MISSING OR IF I'M JUST TIRED NOW. WHAT I REALLY -- WHAT I THINK THAT PEOPLE MIGHT SUGGEST AND MAYBE WHAT JOE SUGGESTED IS THAT IF IT IS THE CASE THAT THERE IS SOMETHING MISSING HERE IN CLARITY OR MAYBE SOME TEXT THAT WERE ADDED TO SECTION 4 OR LATER THAT MAYBE SHOULD BE PART OF SECTION 2 WHICH MEANS MOVING THINGS, MAYBE SECTION 2 IS NOT REALLY PART OF INTRODUCTION. IT IS SOMETHING NEW THAT IS SORT OF BACKGROUND BEFORE WE START TALKING ABILITY PROCESS. SO I THINK PEOPLE AGREE WITH YOU THAT IT'S NOT PART OF THE PROCESS TO TALK ABOUT THE THISRY OF IANA THAT WE ACTUALLY HAD THE THREE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES. IT'S MORE SORT OF A BACKGROUND, THE NOT PART OF THE PROCESS. SO MAYBE IT'S EVEN THE CASE THAT SOME OF THE THINGS WE ADDED LATER SHOULD REALLY GO IN THIS SECOND SECTION BUT IT'S NOT PART OF THE INTRODUCTION. THERE IS SOMETHING IN BETWEEN WHICH YOU HAVE POINTED OUT WHICH I ALSO AGREE WITH BUT I THINK I AT LEAST HAVE PROBLEMS EITHER SAYING EXACTLY WHAT IS MISSING OR THIS TEXT IS GOOD AT THIS VERY POINT IN TIME. I WOULD LYING TO GO BACK TO THE TEXT THAT LYNN AND I WROTE AND ALSO THINK ABOUT THE FEEDBACK THAT JOE GAVE AND COME BACK ON THIS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. MAYBE WE CAN PICK THAT UP AFTER THE BREAK. IS THAT OKAY? OKAY. SO I HAVE NO ONE ELSE IN THE QUEUE. I THINK WHAT I WAS HEARING ALSO FROM JOE ON THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY, I THINK IS SORT OF A AGREEMENT WITH LYNN TO TAKE OUT THE -- THE BITS ABOUT PUBLIC COMMENT AND, YOU KNOW, SORT OF RETURN IT TO ITS ORIGINAL STRUCTURE. 
THAT GOES THROUGH SUBSTANCE AND PROCESS. SO I WILL -- I WILL DO THAT, TAKE AN ACTION TO DO -- REMOVE THE BITS FROM THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ABOUT THE PUBLIC COMMENTS. ANYTHING ELSE? YEAH, GO AHEAD, LYNN. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: LYNN ST. AMOUR. I LIKE THE SUGGESTION, I THINK WE SHOULD KEEP THOSE BITS AS WELL BECAUSE THEY'RE PROBABLY USEFUL IN THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT F THEY'VE NOT BEEN PULLED FROM THERE OR SENT THERE. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THEY'RE ALL IN PART 0 ANYWAY. THEY'RE JUST ABBREVIATED IN THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. SO WE -- THEY'RE THERE. OKAY. SO THERE'S JUST ONE OTHER SUBSTANTIVE ISSUE ARISING FROM ONE OF THE CHANGES THAT I WANTED TO HAVE PEOPLE TAKE A LOOK AT AND THAT IS GOING TO BE IN 107, PARAGRAPH 107. WE LOST -- WE LOST (INDISCERNIBLE). PEOPLE HAVE THE DOCUMENT ON THEIR OWN MACHINE SO HAVE A LOOK AT 107. THIS IS THE BULLETED LIST AND THE IMPLEMENTATION INVENTORY. AND I JUST WANTED TO CHECK IF WE GO DOWN TO THE ITEMS REQUIRED BY THE NAMES PROPOSAL, WHICH KIND OF FOLDS BETWEEN PAGE 31 AND PAGE 32, AT THE TOP OF PAGE 32 THERE HAD BEEN A BULLET WHICH WAS CALLED ESTABLISHMENT OF ISSUE RESOLUTION MECHANISMS, FULL STOP. AND JOE HAD COMMENTED THAT THIS IS VAGUE AND IT WAS NOT CLEAR WHAT THIS WAS. SO I WENT BACK TO THE CWG PROPOSAL AND THE CWG PROPOSAL HAS REALLY TWO ANNEXES THAT SPECIFY EITHER NEW PROCESSES FOR CUSTOMERS OF IANA TO -- TO COMPLAIN ABOUT THE PERFORMANCE OF THE NAMING FUNCTIONS AND THEN TO ESCALATE, THERE ARE ANNEXES I AND J. ONE IS ABOUT COMPLAINTS AND THE OTHER IS ABOUT PROBLEMS. SO I EDITED THIS BULLET TO PROVIDE A LITTLE MORE DETAIL. AND IT NOW SAYS, ESTABLISHMENT OF ISSUE RESOLUTION FOR COMPLAINTS AND PROBLEMS RELATED TO THE NAMING FUNCTIONS. I WANTED TO CHECK WITH THE PEOPLE WHO PARTICIPATED IN THE CWG IF YOU FEEL THAT THIS IS ACCURATE BECAUSE THE -- THE TEXT FROM, YOU KNOW, WHERE THIS CAME FROM IS -- IS A -- I THINK IT'S PARAGRAPH 1105 IN OUR DOCUMENT. IT'S LIKE A SUMMARY IN THE CWG DOCUMENT AND ALL IT SAYS IS ESTABLISHMENT OF ISSUE RESOLUTION MECHANISMS. SO I JUST WANTED TO MAKE SURE THIS IS ACTUALLY CORRECT. AND I'M LOOKING OVER AT MY CORNER AT YOU FINE FOLKS WHO PARTICIPATED, IF YOU HAVE ANY IDEA IF THIS IS AN ACCURATE REPRESENTATION. GO AHEAD. 
>>MARTIN BOYLE: MARTIN BOYLE HERE. I THINK THAT THIS IS MORE SPECIFICALLY RELATED TO THE INDEPENDENT REVIEW PROCESS THAT IS PROPOSED FOR DEALING WITH MORE NAME RELATED IANA ISSUES. AND ON THAT BASIS, I THINK THE P -- THE WORDING HERE IS PROBABLY SATISFACTORY. BUT I WOULDN'T MIND GOING BACK TO THE ORIGINAL B CWG TEXT WHEN THEY'RE TALKING ABOUT THE IRP TO MAKE SURE THAT WE HAVE REFLECTED ALL OF THE DIFFERENT ELEMENTS WITHIN THAT. MY INITIAL HUNCH IS THAT SOUNDS AROUND ABOUT RIGHT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: IF YOU COULD JUST DO THAT CHECK AND COME BACK TO US, EITHER AT THE END OF TODAY OR THURSDAY, THAT WOULD HELP ME OUT. THANKS. ANYTHING ELSE ON THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL? OKAY. 
SO WHAT I HAVE FROM THIS CONVERSATION IS I WILL REMOVE THE PUBLIC COMMENT SUMMARIES FROM THE EXECUTIVE SUMMARY, PAUL IS GOING TO FIND THE PLACES TO PUT IN THE APPROPRIATE REFERENCES FOR DOT ARPA. PATRIK IS GOING TO COME BACK AFTER THE BREAK AND TELL US WHAT WE NEED TO DO ON THE HISTORY, AND MARTIN IS GOING TO CHECK ON THIS ISSUE RESOLUTION MECHANISM BULLET AND MAKE SURE IT'S CORRECT. DID I MISS ANYTHING? OKAY, GREAT. SO LET'S TAKE A -- WE HAD A 30-MINUTE BREAK SCHEDULED. SO WE'LL COME BACK AT 10 AFTER 11:00. WE'LL COME BACK BRIEFLY TO THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL AND THEN WE'LL TALK ABOUT THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION TOMORROW. AND COFFEE IS DOWNSTAIRS BECAUSE WE DON'T HAVE COFFEE IN THE ROOM TODAY. YOU KNOW, SUNDAY. IT'S THE DAY OF REST. SO YOU GOT TO GO DOWNSTAIRS TO GET YOUR COFFEE. SORRY. 
[ BREAK ] 

**** 
THIS TEXT IS BEING PROVIDED IN A ROUGH DRAFT FORMAT. COMMUNICATION ACCESS REALTIME TRANSLATION (CART) IS PROVIDED IN ORDER TO FACILITATE COMMUNICATION ACCESSIBILITY AND MAY NOT BE A TOTALLY VERBATIM RECORD OF THE PROCEEDINGS. 
**** 
... 
... 
----------------- 
NOTE: THIS IS A COPY OF THE 
UNEDITED REAL-TIME OUTPUT FROM 
THE SCRIBES. A REVISED AND 
FORMATTED VERSION WILL BE POSTED 
AFTER THE SESSION. THE 
TRANSCRIPTION MAY BE INCOMPLETE 
OR INACCURATE. IT IS POSTED AS 
AN AID TO UNDERSTANDING THE 
PROCEEDINGS, BUT SHOULD NOT BE 
TREATED AS AN AUTHORITATIVE 
RECORD. 
---------------- 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. WE'RE GOING TO GET STARTED AGAIN AND WE ARE GOING TO SPEND A COUPLE MORE MINUTES ON THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL. THERE IS A SUGGESTION ON THE MAILING LIST FROM PATRIK THAT HAS A SUGGESTION FOR THE HISTORY/BACKGROUND SECTION. SO I WILL TURN IT OVER TO PATRIK. >>PATRIK FALTSROM: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. LYNN AND I SAT DOWN AND TOOK ON THE ACTION ITEM IMMEDIATELY AND TRY -- REWROTE THE SECTION, THE SECOND PARAGRAPH, AND SUGGESTED ON THE BASIS OF JOE THAT PROPOSE THIS HAD TO BE MORE HISTORY BACKGROUND, IT'S NOT INTRODUCTION AND IT'S NOT PART OF THE PROCESS. 
SO WHAT WE DID IS WE COPIED TEXT FROM WHAT LYNN AND I WROTE EARLIER AND WE TRIED TO SEE WHAT IS NOT ADDED LATER ON REGARDING CORPORATION AND COORDINATION. 
THERE ARE A COUPLE OF THINGS THAT WE WOULD LIKE TO POINT OUT. 
FIRST, AS THIS IS NOT PROCESS, WE DISCUSSED THE WORDING OF COMMUNITIES AND OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES AND WE FIND THAT OUR FIRST SUGGESTION IS IN THIS TEXT WE SHOULD NOT TALK ABOUT OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES. WE JUST TALK ABOUT COMMUNITIES BECAUSE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES IS SOMETHING WE AS ICG DISCOVERED BASED ON THE INPUT FROM --- . THAT'S THE BEGINNING OF THE PROCESS SECTION. THAT'S WHY WE TALK ABOUT COMMUNITIES HERE. IT'S ALSO THE CASE THAT THERE ARE OTHER COMMUNITIES THEN IETF OR RIRs AND ICANN THAT ASK IANA TO DO THINGS LIKE W3C AND THERE COULD BE OTHER COMMUNITIES AS WELL. 
SO WE TRY TO TALK IN GENERAL TERMS. 
THE NEXT POINT WE WOULD LIKE TO MAKE IS IN THE SECOND PARAGRAPH, THE SECOND-LAST SENTENCE, IT READS: EACH SUCH RESOURCE IS OPERATED UNDER A POLICY DEFINED BY A SPECIFIC COMMUNITY. SO THAT'S A NEW THING THAT YOU HAVE NOT SEEN. WE TRIED TO POINT OUT THAT IANA IS ACTUALLY TAKING CARE OF MULTIPLE THINGS. EACH ONE OF THEM IS UNDER A POLICY DEFINED BY ONE COMMUNITY. 
AND THEN THERE IS NOT SO MUCH TO SAY ABOUT THE REST OF THE TEXT. WE JUST COPIED IT IN. AND JOE JUST SUGGESTED THAT LAST PARAGRAPH IS ACTUALLY DONE WITH THE COORDINATION AND COLLABORATION TEXT LATER ON WHICH WE SORT OF -- IT ENDED UP BEING THERE, JUST WE WANTED TO HAVE AN END OF THE HISTORY BACKGROUND THING, AND THIS MIGHT THEN BE A PARAGRAPH THAT SHOULD BE WRITTEN DIFFERENTLY OR MAYBE IT'S NOT NEEDED AT ALL. MAYBE IT'S ENOUGH TO JUST SAY THE WEB RELATIONSHIPS, BLAH, BLAH, BLAH, DONE. THAT'S SORT OF THE STORY BEHIND IN HOW THE TEXT ENDED UP BEING AS IT IS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: THANK YOU FOR THIS. I THINK THIS IS REALLY HELPFUL. 
I HAVE A COUPLE OF QUESTIONS. ONE QUESTION IS I AGREE WITH YOU ABOUT NOT USING WHAT, I GUESS, HAS BECOME THIS TERM OF ART, "OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES," IN THIS BECAUSE IT'S LATER INTRODUCED. BUT IT DOES APPEAR IN THE FOURTH PARAGRAPH. DID YOU NOT MEAN TO DO THAT? 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: IN THAT CASE, IT IS A MISTAKE. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. THAT'S MY FIRST QUESTION. MY SECOND QUESTION IS THE LAST PARAGRAPH AS YOU SAY INCORPORATED INTO PARAGRAPHS 55 TO 58. SO I'D RATHER IT BE IN ONE PLACE OR THE OTHER, NOT BOTH. I DON'T REALLY CARE WHICH PLACE. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: SO I SUGGEST IN THAT CASE WE REMOVE IT. CURRENTLY I'M IN THE TEXT, THE INFORMATION OF THE SECRETARIAT WILL SEND A NEW ONE SO THE LAST PARAGRAPH IS REMOVED. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: MY LAST QUESTION IS, IN THE THIRD PARAGRAPH WHEN I HAD TRIED TO ADAPT THIS FOR THE PROPOSAL, I HAD DONE SOME EDITING JUST LIKE ISI IS NOT EXPANDED. LIKE, IF YOU ARE NEW TO THIS, DO YOU REALLY KNOW WHAT ISI IS? I HAD DELETED THE TERA NODE, WHAT IS THE TERA NODE CONTRACT, IT'S OUT OF CONTEXT. ARE YOU OKAY WITH SOME OF THOSE EDITS OR WOULD YOU RATHER STICK WITH IT AS IT IS HERE? 
>> I'M HAPPY WITH YOU SPINNING OUT WHAT YOU DID WITH ISI SO I THINK I WOULD CHANGE THAT. I DIDN'T REALLY THINK ABOUT IT. BUT MORE CONSCIOUSLY I DID KEEP THE TERANODE CONTRACT BECAUSE FROM MY PERSPECTIVE IT WAS A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE U.S. GOVERNMENT AND ISI, NOT ONLY RESEARCH PROJECT, EVEN THOUGH IT WAS ONLY A FOOTNOTE -- AND THAT'S WHAT I'M TRYING TO SAY, THAT IT WAS NAMED TERA NODE DOESN'T REALLY MATTER BUT IT WAS CONTRACT. IN THAT CASE I WOULD LIKE TO HAVE THE CHANGE MADE TO BE IN THAT DIRECTION. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. I GUESS I JUST FEEL WE EITHER NEED TO EXPLAIN WHAT TERANODE IS OR NOT USE THE WORD? 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: THAT CASE I WOULD NOT USE THE WORD TERANODE BUT I WOULD LIKE TO SAY RESEARCH CONTRACT, NOT RESEARCH PROJECT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY, GOT IT. CAN YOU MAKE THAT CHANGE IN YOUR VERSION? THANKS. 
NOW WE HAVE A QUEUE. JOE AND THEN KAVOUSS. 
GO AHEAD, JOE. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: THANK YOU. JOE ALHADEFF FOR THE RECORD. I THINK THAT'S GREAT. I THINK IT'S VERY HELPFUL. I AGREE WITH ALISSA'S EDITS. THE ONLY THING, PATRIK, THAT I HAD ALSO SUGGESTED TO ADD TO THE LAST SENTENCE IN THE NEXT-TO-LAST PARAGRAPH TO SAY NOT ONLY WEB OF RELATIONSHIPS BUT AD HOC MECHANISMS OF COORDINATION. THIS WAY WE TOUCH ON BOTH TOPICS SO PEOPLE KNOW THE COORDINATION IS NOT SOMETHING BUT, IT'S SOMETHING THAT HAS EXISTED OVER TIME AND HIGHLIGHTING THAT IT'S AD HOC MEANS THAT THERE ISN'T A FIXED METHOD OF COORDINATION. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: THAT IS NOTED. THANK YOU. >>ALISSA COOPER: KAVOUSS. >>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: YES, THANK YOU, PATRIK. 
I ALMOST AGREE WITH YOU WITH RESPECT TO THE REFERENCE TO COMMUNITY. HOWEVER, SINCE ABOUT A YEAR WE ARE TALKING OF OPERATION COMMUNITY. I SUGGEST THAT AFTER COMMUNITY YOU ADD "INCLUDING OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES" AS IT REFERRED TO SOMEWHERE BECAUSE THE PEOPLE WHO SAY WE HAVE TALK ABOUT (INDISCERNIBLE) ON COMMUNITY MANY, MANY TIMES, MANY DISCUSSIONS, ICANN, ICG, KR-GZ AND ALL OF A SUDDEN WE GO "I AGREE WITH YOU" BUT AT LEAST FIRST TIME IT APPEARS PUT THAT FIRST ONE. IT IS HARMLESS TOTALLY. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: LET ME ASK YOU A FOLLOW-UP QUESTION. I DO FULLY AGREE WITH YOU THAT WE SHOULD USE AS FEW TERMS AS POSSIBLE. TERMINOLOGY IS IMPORTANT. 
MY QUESTION TO YOU IS THE DEFINITION OF OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES IN THIS DOCUMENT IS IN THE FOLLOWING SECTION THAT TALKS ABOUT PROCESS. SO MY QUESTION TO YOU IS: IS IT OKAY TO MENTION THE TERM "OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY" HERE WHICH WILL BE THE FIRST TIME WE USE THE TERM AND THEN HAVE A FORWARD REFERENCE TO A LATER SECTION? TO ME, THAT WAS CONFUSING AND THAT'S WHY I RATHER USED A DIFFERENT TERM AND THEN YOU COME DOWN TO PROCESS WHERE WE MENTION WHERE THE TERM OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY IS COMING FROM. 
SO WHEN YOU SAY WE SHOULD HAVE A REFERENCE, MY DIRECT QUESTION IS: ARE YOU OKAY WITH THE FORWARD REFERENCE IN THE DOCUMENT? 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: WHAT I'M SAYING IS AS LONG AS WE HAVE A REFERENCE TO THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY, IT WILL BE OKAY BUT THE FIRST TIME WE HAVE NOT SAYING THAT THIS EXCLUDE THAT ONE OR THIS IS -- SO I WANT TO MAKE A LINK BETWEEN THE REMAINING PART OF THE REPORT TALKING ABOUT OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY AND THE FIRST TIME THAT THE TERM "COMMUNITY" APPEARS IN ANY WAY THAT YOU WISH YOU PUT THAT, EITHER INCLUDING OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY AS REFERRED TO IN FOLLOWING PARAGRAPH OR ANY OTHER STYLE THAT YOU WANT TO DO. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: THANK YOU. I WILL TRY TO FIND A WAY TO HANDLE THAT. THANK YOU. >>ALISSA COOPER: DANIEL. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: THANK YOU, ALISSA. I AGREE WITH ALL THE SUGGESTIONS SO FAR AND MORE IMPORTANTLY I AGREE WITH HAVING THIS LEVEL OF DETAIL IN PARAGRAPH 2. I THINK WE NEED THAT FOR THE UNINITIATED. I HAVE ONE ADDITIONAL SUGGESTION, TO DROP THE TERM "RESOURCE" AND REPLACE IT WITH REGISTRY SO WE ONLY TALK ABOUT REGISTRY. IT MAKES IT MORE CLEAR. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: NOTED. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: RUSS MUNDY. 
>>RUSS MUNDY: RUSS MUNDY FOR THE RECORD. AS MUCH AS I HAVE TO DISAGREE WITH DANIEL, I'M GOING TO HAVE TO DISAGREE WITH DANIEL. REGISTRIES ARE A MECHANISM FOR STORING THE INFORMATION AND THE IMPORTANT PART IS THE INFORMATION ITSELF. AND THEY ARE THE UNIQUE IDENTIFIERS. SO WE NEED TO FIGURE OUT A WAY TO SAY IT CLEARLY AND ACCURATELY. AND I AGREE THAT REGISTRIES ARE THE TERM OF PRACTICE THAT'S USED WITHIN THIS COMMUNITY. BUT IT'S NOT USED WIDELY AT ALL OUTSIDE OF THIS COMMUNITY. 
SO WE NEED TO FIGURE OUT HOW TO CLEARLY SAY THAT. AND I HOPE WE CAN DO A LITTLE BIT OF QUICK EDITING OF THIS ON THE MAIL LIST AND TALK ABOUT IT MORE TO GET TO CLOSURE ON THURSDAY BECAUSE I THINK IT IS A VERY IMPORTANT SECTION AND WE'LL ADD A GOOD DEAL OF CONTEXT FOR FOLKS THAT HAVE NOT BEEN INVOLVED FOR A LONG TIME. 
I THINK WE DO NEED IT AND THIS IS ABOUT THE RIGHT DEGREE OF DETAIL, AND I THINK WE NEED TO WORK HARD AT GETTING THE WORDS ACCURATE AND CONSISTENT AND UNDERSTANDABLE. >>PATRIK FALTSROM: PATRIK FALTSTROM HERE. LET ME ASK A CLARIFYING QUESTION, RUSS. WAS YOUR POINT THAT YOU FIND IT BEING IMPORTANT TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN THE SHARED RESOURCE THAT IS COORDINATED VIA A REGISTRY WHERE IT IS RECORDED HOW THE SHARED RESOURCES IS SHARED. THAT'S YOUR POINT, RIGHT? 
>>RUSS MUNDY: MY POINT, ESPECIALLY IN TERMS OF THE TERMINOLOGY USED HERE, SHARED RESOURCES I DON'T THINK IS ACTUALLY A GOOD DEPICTION OF IT BECAUSE THE RESOURCES THEMSELVES COLLECTIVELY HAVE TO BE IDENTIFIED IN SUCH A MANNER THAT THEY ARE NOT INADVERTENTLY USED BY MORE THAN ONE PARTY. AND SO TO USE THE TERM "SHARED RESOURCES," IF YOU'RE TALKING ABOUT THE COMPLETE AND TOTAL SET, THEN THEY ARE SHARED. 
BUT IT REALLY IS A UNIQUE RESOURCE THAT GETS YOU A SIGNED TO EACH ONE. SO "SHARED" ITSELF IS A SOMEWHAT MISLEADING WORD IF YOU'RE NOT PART OF OUR INSIDE COMMUNITY ALREADY. 
SO UNIQUELY IDENTIFIED RESOURCE, UNIQUE IDENTIFIERS I THINK IS PERHAPS A BETTER WAY TO SAY IT. BUT THAT MAY NOT BE THE BEST TERM FOR THE BROAD COMMUNITY. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: ALAN. 
>>ALAN BARRETT: ALAN BARRETT. IF WE ARE WRITING A HISTORY SECTION, I'M JUST WONDERING IF WE SHOULD ADD A FEW DATES TO IT LIKE THE DATE WHEN JON POSTEL STARTED PERFORMING AND THE DATE IT WAS MOVED TO ISI AND THE DATE IT WAS MOVED TO ICANN. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: NOTED. LET ME TRY TO KNOW THAT TO THE TEXT AND MARK THE REGISTRY RESOURCES PART AND THEN I WILL SEND OUT A NEW TEXT IN THE WORD FORMAT SO WE CAN DO RED LINE PASSING AROUND. STILL PEOPLE IN THE QUEUE. LET'S GO THROUGH THE QUEUE. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: NO ONE ELSE IN THE QUEUE. OKAY. SO THAT'S THE PLAN. YOU WILL DO THAT. PATRIK WILL SEND IT IN WORD SO PEOPLE CAN EDIT A LITTLE BIT MORE ON IT AND LET US FINALIZE THAT ON THURSDAY. 
OKAY. I THINK WE ARE GOOD TO GO ON THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL. THERE'S ALSO NOW AN EMAIL FROM DANIEL ABOUT HOW WE DESCRIBE THE DEPENDENCY. 
I THINK IF PEOPLE -- PEOPLE SHOULD TAKE A LOOK AT THE EMAIL FROM DANIEL NOTING THAT WE DESCRIBED THE DEPENDENCY ON THE CCWG IN A FEW DIFFERENT WAYS AND PLEASE RESPOND TO THAT EMAIL. AND BASED ON HOW THAT -- HOW THE EMAILS COME IN, I WILL TRY TO MAKE SOME EDITS BEFORE THURSDAY AND WE WILL FINALIZE THAT ON THURSDAY AS WELL OR FRIDAY. THURSDAY -- FOR A TWO-HOUR MEETING IS STARTING TO GET A LITTLE CROWDED. SO PLEASE TAKE A LOOK AT THAT MAIL AS WELL. 
>>DEMI GETSCHKO: A SHORT COMMENT. MAYBE ALSO TO HAVE A NOTE TO THE NTIA DOCUMENT OF '98 WHITE PAPER OR GREEN PAPER OR SOMETHING LIKE THAT BECAUSE THAT WAS THE BEGINNING OF TRANSITION TO ICANN. I DON'T SEE ANYTHING ON THIS. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: REFERENCE THE WHITE PAPER OR THE GREEN PAPER? 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: OKAY. THAT IS SOMETHING THAT IS POSSIBLE TO ADD, YES. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. SO LET US MOVE ON TO OUR NEXT TOPIC WHICH IS THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION TOMORROW. DO WE HAVE THE SLIDES? 
SO WE HAVE AN ENGAGEMENT SESSION TOMORROW AT NOON FOR ONE HOUR. AND THE ROUGH PLAN FOR THIS ENGAGEMENT SESSION IS WE WANTED TO SPEND ABOUT, LET'S SAY, 15, 20 MINUTES MAXIMUM TALKING TO THE COMMUNITY ABOUT -- OR PRESENTING TO THE COMMUNITY ABOUT THE WORK THAT WE HAVE DONE SO THIS IS PRIMARILY, IF WE COULD GET THE SLIDES GOING. 
SO JUST A VERY BRIEF REVIEW OF EVERYTHING THAT HAPPENED UP TO THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD, AND THEN THERE'S A FEW SLIDES ABOUT THE COMMENTS THEMSELVES. COULD YOU SCROLL DOWN? THANK YOU. 
SO YOU'VE SEEN THIS. THIS IS JUST A CLEANED UP VERSION OF THE SLIDES THAT WE USED IN LOS ANGELES. SO OVERVIEW OF THE COMMENTS RECEIVED. NEXT. 
THE SUPPORT FOR THE PROPOSAL, THERE'S SOMETHING WRONG WITH THAT, WITH THE LEGEND IN THAT. SO WE'LL FIX THAT. NOT SURE WHAT HAPPENED. 
GIVING A REVIEW OF THE THEMES THAT EMERGED FROM THE PUBLIC COMMENTS AND THEN NEXT BRIEF REVIEW ABOUT THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE COMMENTS AND THE SUPPORT FOR THE NTIA CRITERIA. AND THEN THIS I INTENDED TO FILL IN AFTER WE HAD OUR WEEKEND MEETINGS. SO I THINK THE IDEA HERE WOULD BE WE SAY WE HAVE, BASICALLY, FINAL DETAILS THAT WE EXPECT TO RESOLVE BY THE END OF THE WEEK IN OUR REMAINING MEETINGS AND, YOU KNOW, GIVE THE EXPLANATION OF WHAT WE INTEND TO DO, THAT WE DISCUSSED THIS MORNING. 
AND THEN THE NEXT ONE IS THE ICG STATUS. SO THIS WOULD BE WHERE WE SAY THAT WHAT WE AGREED TO YESTERDAY, THAT WE WILL REMAIN AS A BODY THROUGH INTO SEPTEMBER OF NEXT YEAR BUT THAT WE ARE THINKING ABOUT HOW TO ASK THE COMMUNITIES WHAT OUR ROLE SHOULD BE AS FAR AS IMPLEMENTATION. AND THEN WE WOULD OPEN IT UP FOR Q&A. AND OUR PLAN IS TO HAVE THE PEOPLE WHO TOOK THE LEAD AS FAR AS ANALYZING THE PUBLIC COMMENTS AND DEALING WITH THE MATRIX TO BE UP ON THE STAGE WITH THE CHAIRS. SO I THINK WE HAVE AGREEMENT FROM ALL OF THOSE FOLKS. SO THERE WOULD BE SEVEN OR EIGHT OF US UP ON THE STAGE DURING THE Q&A PERIOD. 
COMMENTS AND THOUGHTS ABOUT THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION? I SEE DANIEL IN THE QUEUE. GO AHEAD, DANIEL. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: THANK YOU, ALISSA. 
THIS IS A GOOD PLAN. THE ONE THING THAT I HAVE A PROBLEM WITH IS THAT WE'RE GOING TO BE TO SAY THAT WE PLAN TO ASK THE COMMUNITIES ABOUT WHAT OUR ROLE SHOULD BE DURING IMPLEMENTATION. I DON'T THINK WE HAVE CONSENSUS THAT WE WANT TO ASK THAT QUESTION. I'D BE FINE WITH, BASICALLY, SAYING IN THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION, IF ANYBODY WANTS US TO TAKE ON ANOTHER ROLE IN AN INFORMAL WAY IN THE ENGAGEMENT SESSION, IF SOMEBODY SAYS -- IF ANYBODY WANTS TO -- WANTS US TO TAKE AN ADDITIONAL ROLE, PLEASE COMMUNICATE THAT TO US, THAT WOULD BE FINE WITH ME. BUT WE SHOULDN'T SAY WE PLAN TO FORMALLY ASK THE COMMUNITIES BECAUSE WE DON'T HAVE CONSENSUS ON THAT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. 
PAUL IS NEXT. 
>>PAUL WILSON: PAUL WILSON FOR THE RECORD. 
I THINK THIS WAS DISCUSSED PREVIOUSLY, AND IF IT'S BEEN RESOLVED, THEN EXCUSE ME. BUT THE SLIDE THAT CHARACTERIZES THE RESPONSES OF BEING IN SUPPORT OR IN OPPOSITION, HOW ARE WE DETERMINING WHAT IS SUPPORT AND WHAT IS OPPOSITION? DO WE HAVE -- I MEAN, IS IT THE CASE THAT THOSE RESPONSES THAT ARE COUNTED THERE ARE EXPLICITLY STATED AS PONSES IN SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION OR IS THAT SOME SORT OF JUDGMENT THAT'S BEEN MADE ABOUT THE CONTENT? BECAUSE, I GUESS, THERE MAY BE RESPONSES THAT ARE EXPLICITLY STATED THAT WAY. BUT IF THEY'RE NOT, IT MAY BE BETTER TO DESCRIBE IT IN SOME OTHER WAY. SO IT'S EITHER A CASE OF COUNTING THE EXPLICIT -- THE ONES THAT DESCRIBE THEMSELVES BEING EXPLICITLY SUPPORTED OR OPPOSITION OR TALK ABOUT IT IN A GENERAL WAY. IT JUST SEEMS RATHER POLARIZING TO DESCRIBE THE RESPONSES IN THAT WAY. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO THE BIT THAT IS MISSING FROM THIS PDF FOR SOME REASON, ALTHOUGH IT APPEARS IN THE POWERPOINT IS THE GREEN CHUNK WHICH IS NEITHER SUPPORT, NOR OPPOSE. SO IF IT WAS UNCLEAR FROM READING THE COMMENT, WHETHER THE COMMENTER WAS GENERALLY SUPPORTIVE OF THE PROPOSAL OR GENERALLY OPPOSED TO THE PROPOSAL GOING FORWARD, THEN THEY LANDED IN THE GREEN CHUNK. SO THAT CATEGORY EXISTS. IT'S JUST UNFORTUNATELY NOT SHOWING IN THIS DISPLAY. >>PAUL WILSON: I MEAN, IF WE GOT 61% IN SUPPORT, DOES THAT MEAN THAT THE RESPONDENT SAID I SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL AND OTHERWISE IN OPPOSITION THAT I OPPOSE THE PROPOSAL OR IS THAT A JUDGMENT MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE CONTENT OF THE COMMENTING BEING SORT OF SUPPORTIVE OR IN OPPOSITION? I MEAN, I JUST THINK IF SOMEONE HAS WRITTEN A RESPONSE THAT HAS THREE SPECIFIC COMPLAINTS ABOUT THE PROPOSAL, THAT MAY NOT MEAN THAT IT'S IN OUR POSITION. IT MAY BE SUPPORTIVE. I'M JUST WANTING TO CLARIFY HOW WE CHARACTERIZED THE THREE SETS THERE. 
. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YEAH, SO I GUESS WHAT I'M SAYING IF IT WASN'T CLEAR THE COMMENT LANDED IN THE GREEN CHUNK. AND IF IT WAS CLEAR, THEY LANDED IN ONE OR THE OTHER. YEAH. YEAH. OKAY. AND THIS IS EXACTLY WHAT WE HAVE IN THE PROPOSAL ITSELF AS WELL. SO THIS ISN'T JUST LIKE FOR THIS PRESENTATION. THIS IS THE SAME GRAPH AND CALCULATION THAT WE HAVE IN PART 0. OKAY. I THINK KAVOUSS WAS NEXT. GO AHEAD, KAVOUSS. 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: SORRY I DON'T HAVE ADOBE CONNECTTION BECAUSE I'M IN THE TWO MEETINGS. I AM NOT COMFORTABLE TO REFER THAT OUR ROLE THAT MEANS THAT WE WANT TO CREATE A ROLE FOR OURSELF. I PREFER TO SAY THAT TERM OF REFERENCE AND THE SCOPE OF ACTIVITIES BUT NOT ROLE. IT DOESN'T LOOK GOOD THAT WE'RE TRYING TO INVOKE SOMETHING THAT WE ARE LOOKING FOR ANOTHER ROLE THAN WHAT THEY HAVE. SO SCOPE AND TERM OF REFERENCE, IF YOU WANT TO CONTINUE. 
WITH RESPECT TO WHETHER WE -- OR NOT WE ASK FOR REFER TO THE COMMUNITY, THAT IS SOMETHING PEOPLE COULD DISCUSS. I HAVE NO OPPOSITION OR NO FAVOR FOR EITHER OF THE TWO. BUT I AM NOT VERY COMFORTABLE TO REFER TO THAT OUR ROLE. TERM OF REFERENCE AND THE SCOPE OF WORK. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: UNDERSTOOD. MAKES SENSE. MARY. 
>>MARY UDUMA: THANK YOU. MARY FOR THE RECORD. KAVOUSS HAS SAID WHAT-- ONE OF THE THINGS I WANTED TO SAY. AND AGAIN, I WANT TO ASK IF THE COMMUNITY ASKS US, NOT US ASKING. IF THE COMMUNITY ASKS US WHAT WE WILL DO NEXT. SO AT LEAST WE SHOULD BE PREPARED TO KNOW WHAT OUR RESPONSE SHOULD BE. YOU UNDERSTAND WHAT I'M SAYING? THAT WE ARE NOT ASKING THE COMMUNITY BUT THE PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT AND SOMEBODY STANDS UP TO ASK ARE YOU ENDING YOUR ACTIVITIES OR YOUR PROGRAMS JUST AS SOON AS YOU SUBMIT, SO WHAT SHOULD WE ANSWER. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO I THINK THE ANSWER IS THAT WE ARE -- WE ARE REMAINING CONSTITUTED AS A BODY. SO WE'RE NOT DISBANDING BUT WE ARE -- WE ARE CURRENTLY HAVING DISCUSSIONS ABOUT WHAT ANY FURTHER SCOPE OF OUR WORK SHOULD BE, IF ANY. THAT -- YEAH? OKAY. MANAL. 
>>MANAL ISMAIL: THANK YOU, ALISSA. JUST TO SEEK CLARIFICATION, I'M SORRY I WAS NOT IN THE ROOM YESTERDAY, BUT I NOTICED THAT THERE IS AN ACTION ITEM THAT WE'RE DRAFTING QUESTIONS TO THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES ON THE ICG ROLE DURING THE IMPLEMENTATION PHASE AND NOW I HEAR THAT THERE IS NO CONSENSUS ON THIS. SO I'M A BIT CONFUSED AS WHERE WE HAVE CONCLUDED. I'M SORRY I WAS NOT IN THE ROOM. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO WHAT WE ASKED YESTERDAY IS THERE WERE SOME PEOPLE WHO -- WHO WANT US TO INVITE INPUT FROM THE COMMUNITIES ABOUT WHAT -- IF THEY THINK THEY NEED SOMETHING FROM THE ICG OR THERE'S A PARTICULAR ROLE THAT THEY WANT US TO PLAY. THERE WERE SOME PEOPLE WHO FELT THAT WE SHOULDN'T JUST ASK AN OPEN-ENDED QUESTION, WE SHOULD SPECIFY THERE'S THREE DIFFERENT THINGS WE COULD DO, WHICH ONE DO YOU WANT US TO DO? THERE'S SOME PEOPLE WHO DON'T WANTED US TO ASK AT ALL. SO WE DON'T -- WE DON'T HAVE A CLEAR PATH FORWARD AT THE MOMENT, BUT PEOPLE ARE SUPPOSED TO MAKE THEIR PROPOSALS TO THE MAILING LIST THIS WEEK AND THEN WE'RE GOING TO TAKE THIS UP AGAIN AT THE END OF THE WEEK. SO I THINK THAT'S WHY, YOU KNOW, AS FAR AS WHAT WE CAN SAY TOMORROW IS THAT IT'S UNDER DISCUSSION. WE DON'T HAVE ANYTHING REALLY CONCRETE THAT WE CAN SAY. JOE. 
>>JOSEPH ALHADEFF: THANKS, JOE ALHADEFF FOR THE RECORD. ALISSA, MY QUESTION WAS JUST IN THE GREEN ZONE OF THE PIE, IS THAT WHERE WE PUT PEOPLE WHO OPPOSED THE TRANSITION CONCEPTUALLY BUT DIDN'T EVEN COMMENT ON THE PROPOSAL? 
>>ALISSA COOPER: NO, THOSE PEOPLE ARE IN THE RED. JALDZ BECAUSE I THINK WE MAY -- THERE WAS A NOT -- (INDISCERNIBLE) WHATEVER BUT THEY -- YOU KNOW, I THINK BECAUSE IN THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT WE KIND OF HIGHLIGHT THOSE AS BEING TREATED IN A CERTAIN WAY. SO I JUST WONDER WHETHER WE SHOULD REPRESENT THAT THERE WAS THE GROUP THAT DID THAT. I DON'T THINK IT'S -- I MEAN, OBVIOUSLY THEY OPPOSED THE CONCEPT ALTOGETHER SO THEY WOULDN'T ACCEPT A PROPOSAL SO I DON'T SEE ANY USE IN KEEPING THEM IN RED BUT I JUST WONDER IF THERE'S ANY USE IN BREAKING THEM OUT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: WOULD BE INTERESTED IN OTHERS' THOUGHTS ON THAT. THAT WOULD INVOLVE SOMEONE GOING BACK AND MAKING THAT DETERMINATION, SO GOING BACK TO THE MATRIX, WHICH MIGHT NOT BE TOO HARD ACTUALLY BECAUSE I THINK EVEN IN MY ORIGINAL ANNOTATION I HAD TRIED TO NOTE WHO WAS JUST OPPOSED TO THE TRANSITION OVERALL. BUT IF HAVE YOU A THOUGHT ABOUT THAT SUGGESTION, PUT YOURSELF IN THE QUEUE, PLEASE. WOLF-ULRICH. 
>>WOLF-ULRICH KNOBEN: YES, WOLF-ULRICH SPEAKING. COMING BACK TO THIS IMPLEMENTATION QUESTION, WHAT I TOOK FROM YESTERDAY IS THAT THERE WAS ALMOST A BOARD AGREEMENT ON THE QUESTION THAT THE INITIATIVE SHOULD COME FROM THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES AND THE -- ALL THE WORKLOAD TO BE DONE WITH THE -- WITH REGARD TO THE IMPLEMENTATION IS WITH THE -- WITH THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES, THAT'S WHAT THE OPINION IS, BROAD OPINION HERE, AND I THINK THAT SHOULD BE COMMUNICATED IN THAT SESSION AS WELL. SO THIS IS WHAT I THINK IS A KIND OF TRIGGERING THE COMMUNITIES, THE BROADER COMMUNITY AND THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES FROM OUR SIDE THAT WE ARE OF THE OPINION THAT THE TERMS OF REFERENCE TOWARDS US SHOULD ALSO BE A POINT OF DISCUSSION ON THEIR SIDE AND WE ARE KEEN ON TO HEAR SOMETHING FROM THEIR SIDE WITH REGARDS TO THAT. SO I WONDER WHETHER WE SHOULDN'T DO THAT TOMORROW. THANKS. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YEAH, I THINK THAT'S FAIR. I MEAN, I THINK WE CAN JUST -- WE CAN BE, YOU KNOW, FRANK WITH THE COMMUNITY THAT WITHIN THE ICG WE HAVE A VARIETY OF OPINIONS ABOUT WHAT THE SCOPE OF OUR WORK SHOULD BE AS REGARDS TO IMPLEMENTATION BUT WE HAVE FAIRLY GOOD AGREEMENT THAT THE INITIATIVE FOR US DOING ANYTHING SHOULD COME FROM THE COMMUNITIES. DOES THAT SEEM FAIR? OKAY. LYNN. 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: LYNN ST. AMOUR. I DO THINK -- I AGREE WITH PAUL'S COMMENTS THAT WE SHOULD PROBABLY GO BACK THROUGH AND SCRUB THEM A LITTLE BIT MORE. AND I'M HAPPY TO DO THAT, EITHER ALONE OR WITH YOU, IF YOU'VE ALREADY GOT SOMETHING. BECAUSE A LOT OF THEM SAID NO BUT GAVE NO REASON OR SAID NO BECAUSE IT WASN'T UP TO THE U.S. GOVERNMENT TO DRIVE THIS PROCESS, AND I DON'T THINK THOSE ARE VALID OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSAL. SO -- ANYWAY, I'M HAPPY TO HELP IN ANY MANNER. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: CAN WE RECORD AN ACTION ITEM FOR LYNN WITH GLEE THAT LYNN WILL GO BACK THROUGH THE COMMENTS. AND I THINK THIS -- AND LET'S SEE, HOW DO WE PHRASE THIS? TO VERIFY AND POSSIBLY ADJUST THIS BREAKOUT OF SUPPORT VERSUS OPPOSITION, INCLUDING TAKING UP JOE'S SUGGESTION OR SEPARATING OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSAL AND OPPOSITION TO THE WHOLE TRANSITION. THANKS. FOR THURSDAY OR FRIDAY. YEAH. OKAY. THANK YOU. OKAY. JEAN-JACQUES. 
>>JEAN-JACQUES SUBRENAT: THANKS, ALISSA. THIS IS JEAN-JACQUES. I HADN'T REALLY PAID ATTENTION TO THIS BEFORE BUT AS IT'S ON THE BIG SCREEN THOUSAND, I'M OBLIGED TO LOOK AT IT. AND IT SEEMS VERY -- EXCUSE THE PUN, VERY BLACK AND WHITE. I MEAN, YOU EITHER AGREE OR YOU DISAGREE. HAVING BEEN IN THE LITTLE TEAM WHICH EXAMINED EACH AND EVERY PUBLIC COMMENT, I MUST SAY SOME OF THEM WERE MORE AMBIGUOUS, LESS AFFIRMATIVE OR NEGATIVE IN THAT SENSE. SO IT BOTHERS ME A BIT THAT IT COMES OUT FINALLY, THE END PRODUCT COMES OUT BLACK AND WHITE OR BLUE AND RED, AS IT WERE. NEITHER SUPPORT NOR OPPOSE, I REMEMBER THERE WAS SOME COMMENTS WHICH TALKED ABOUT THE SEX OF ANGELS, HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH TRANSITION OF OVERSIGHT. SO THAT I AGREE IS A CATEGORY IN ITSELF. AND THAT'S 12%. BUT WOULD THERE BE -- I DON'T HAVE A PROPOSAL BUT WOULD THERE BE ANY WAY OF SIMPLY POINTING OUT THAT IT'S LESS CLEAR-CUT THAN THIS? 
>>ALISSA COOPER: SO I THINK THERE -- IN THE PROPOSAL ITSELF THERE ARE WORDS TO THIS EFFECT, I THINK. I WOULD HAVE TO GO -- TAKE ANOTHER LOOK. BUT I -- I MEAN, I COMPLETELY AGREE. IT'S -- IT'S A QUESTION. I THINK PEOPLE LIKE TO GET A SENSE OF OVERALL, YOU KNOW, WHAT WAS THE TENOR OF THE COMMENTS AND IT'S NICE TO BE ABLE TO ILLUSTRATE IT. BUT YOU LOSE A LOT OF DETAIL WHEN YOU DO THAT. SO WE DON'T HAVE TO DO THIS. IT WAS A FRAMING DEVICE FOR THE LOS ANGELES MEETING. YOU KNOW, WE CAN PULL IT FROM THE PROPOSAL AND FROM THE DECK, OR WE CAN PRESENT IT BUT TRY TO WITH -- WITH WORDS GIVE THE SURROUNDING CONTEXT. GO AHEAD. 
>>JEAN-JACQUES SUBRENAT: YES. THIS IS JEAN-JACQUES. FRANKLY, I THINK THAT AT THIS STAGE OF OUR WORK IT WOULD MAKE MORE SENSE TO HAVE A WRITTEN COMMENT, A FEW WORDS, SAYING THAT ACCORDING TO OUR TALLY A MAJORITY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS WERE CLEARLY IN SUPPORT OF, ET CETERA. AND MINORITY OR A CLEAR MINORITY BETWEEN BRACKETS, LESS THAN 30%, WAS OPPOSED, SOMETHING LIKE THAT. BECAUSE THE PROBLEM WITH -- WITH A CHART, WITH A VISUAL AID LIKE THIS IS THAT SOME PEOPLE WILL REMEMBER ONLY THAT AND THEY'LL SAY OKAY, SO THERE'S NO PROBLEM. WE HAVE 60%. YOU KNOW, IT'S LIKE ELECTIONs. AND SOME WILL SAY WELL, AN OPPOSITION OF ALMOST 30% IS -- IS TOO IMPORTANT TO OVERLOOK. SO I'D DO AWAY WITH THIS CHART ALTOGETHER. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. I WILL -- I DID JUST FIND THE WORDS SO LET ME JUST READ WHAT IS IN THE PROPOSAL. THE MAJORITY OF COMMENTS 61% WERE GENERALLY SUPPORTIVE OF THE PROPOSAL OR EXPRESSED QUALIFIED SUPPORT ACCOMPANIED BY QUESTIONS, REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION OR CRITICISM. THE REST OF THE COMMENTS EITHER OPPOSED THE PROPOSAL OR THE IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION OVERALL OR MADE NO INDICATION OF EITHER SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION. SO THAT'S WHAT IT SAYS IN THE PROPOSAL. BUT NOW IT'S ON THE TABLE OF WHETHER -- SO WE COULD SAY THAT AND PRESENT THE GRAPHIC OR WE COULD NOT PRESENT THE GRAPHIC AT ALL. I THINK THOSE ARE BASICALLY THE TWO CHOICES. I WILL PUT YOU BACK IN THE QUEUE, KAVOUSS. DANIEL IS NEXT. 
>>DANIEL KARRENBERG: THANK YOU, ALISSA. I AGREE WITH JEAN-JACQUES THAT WE SHOULD NOT USE THIS GRAPHIC AND WE SHOULD ACTUALLY NOT DO THIS TALLYING. I THINK IT'S A VERY GOOD IDEA TO ADD ANOTHER CATEGORY THAT SAYS OPPOSED TO THE TRANSITION IN GENERAL AND ONLY ONCE WE'VE DONE THAT TALLY SHOULD WE CONSIDER ACTUALLY PRESENTING STATISTICS ABOUT THIS. AND THE SAME GOES FOR IN THE PROPOSAL, SO WE SHOULD AMEND THAT IN THE PROPOSAL BUT WE SHOULD NOT PRESENT THE THING AS IT STANDS ON -- IN TOMORROW'S SESSION BECAUSE THAT'S -- I TOTALLY AGREE WITH JEAN-JACQUES, THAT'S THE THING PEOPLE WILL TAKE AWAY FROM IT AND THAT'S NOT WHAT WE WANT. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. MILTON. 
>>MILTON MUELLER: WELL, I JUST THINK THAT ONCE YOU GET THE DISTINCTION MADE BETWEEN PEOPLE WHO ARE AGAINST THE TRANSITION AND PEOPLE WHO ARE ACTUALLY AGAINST THE PROPOSAL THAT YOU'VE SOLVED MOST OF THESE OBJECTIONS AND THAT WE SHOULD CONTINUE TO USE THE PIE GRAPH BECAUSE THAT CLEARLY CONVEYS THE OVERALL THING. THE THING -- YOU KNOW, COMMENTS -- PEOPLE WHO ARE INTEREST HAVING A TRANSITION ARE EFFECTIVELY DISCOUNTED BECAUSE OF COURSE THE NTIA HAS HAD -- HAS DECIDED TO HAVE A TRANSITION AND WE ARE CONVEYING THE NOTION OF PUBLIC SUPPORT TO THE NTIA. SO TAKING THOSE OUT OF THAT RED ZONE IS FINE. OTHER THAN THAT, I DON'T AGREE, I'M NOT EVEN SURE I UNDERSTAND WHY YOU DON'T WANT TO SHOW THIS GRAPHIC AT ALL. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: KAVOUSS. 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: YES. I ENDORSE THE THREE PREVIOUS SPEAKERS. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: WELL, OKAY. MILTON WANTS TO SHOW IT AND DANIEL DOESN'T WANT TO SHOW IT, SO HOW DO YOU ENDORSE BOTH OF THEM? 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: I THINK -- LET ME MAKE IT CLEAR. I THEN WANT TO OPPOSE MILTON'S. BUT I THINK THIS VISUALIZED DIAGRAM MAY MISLEAD THE PEOPLE. BECAUSE THE OPPOSITION HAS VARIOUS ASPECTS. SOMETIMES MAYBE PARTIAL, SOMETIMES MAYBE TOTAL AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. IT IS BETTER YOU HAVE THE PARAGRAPH OR YOU EXPLAIN THAT RATHER THAN THIS. THIS MIGHT BE GOOD FOR SOME OTHER PURPOSES, BUT NOT IN THE ENGAGEMENT WITH THE COMMUNITY. THAT WILL MISLEAD THE PEOPLE OR WE'RE TRYING TO MAKE A SORT OF PUBLICITY FOR OUR WORK, THAT WHAT WE HAVE DONE IS SUPPORTED BY THE COMMUNITY. SO LET'S MAKE THE PARAGRAPH OR EXPLAIN IT PART OF THE PARAGRAPH THAT WITHIN THE P COMMENTS RECEIVED THERE ARE THIS VARIOUS CATEGORIES OF OPPOSITIONS AND SO FORTH. BUT NOT THIS DIAGRAM. THIS MAY BE MISLEADING. SO LET ME CORRECT MYSELF. THANK YOU. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: OKAY. SO FOLKS, WE HAVE FOUR MINUTES BEFORE THIS MEETING IS SUPPOSED TO END. AND WE HAVE TO FIGURE OUT WHAT TO DO HERE. SO WE COULD DO, BASED ON SOME OF THE -- THE SUGGESTIONS IN THE CHAT, WHAT WE COULD DO AND BASED ON LYNN'S AVAILABILITY, IS TO TRY TO BREAK THIS THING DOWN INTO MORE SUBCATEGORIES, MAKE IT MORE, YOU KNOW, CLOSER TO THE GRANULARITY OF THE ACTUAL EVALUATION WE DID OF THE COMMENTS AND WE WOULD END UP INSTEAD OF IT LOOKING BLACK AND WHITE IT WOULD END UP WITH A FEW DIFFERENT GRADATIONS, SUPPORT, QUALIFIED SUPPORT, OPPOSITION, OPPOSITION TO THE TRANSITION ENTIRELY AND NEITHER OF -- NONE OF THE ABOVE. SO WE COULD TRY TO DID THAT AND TURN IT AROUND THIS AFTERNOON AND HAVE PEOPLE TAKE A LOOK AT IT AND IF YOU REALLY, REALLY CAN'T LIVE WITH IT BEING SHOWN TOMORROW, YOU COULD SEND YOUR OPINION TO THE LIST. OR WE COULD JUST CAN IT ALTOGETHER FOR TOMORROW AND, YOU KNOW, PUT SOME BULLETS ON A SLIDE THAT DESCRIBE IT QUALITATIVELY INSTEAD. SO I'D LIKE TO GET A SENSE OF WHICH OF THOSE TWO OPTIONS PEOPLE WOULD LIKE TO PURSUE. SO OPTION 1 IS REVISE THIS SLIDE, MAKE IT MORE GRANULAR, CIRCULATE IT ON THE LIST THIS AFTERNOON AND UNLESS ANYBODY SCREAMS AND SAYS ABSOLUTELY NOT, THEN WE'LL SHOW IT TOMORROW. THAT'S OPTION 1. AND OPTION 2 IS SCRAP IT RIGHT NOW ASK JUST WRITE SOME QUALITATIVE DESCRIPTION ON THIS SLIDE INSTEAD. WHO IS IN FAVOR OF OPTION 1? PEOPLE IN THE CHAT, LET ME KNOW IF YOU LIKE OPTION 1. I THINK I HAVE ABOUT NINE IN SUPPORT OF OPTION 1. WHO IS IN SUPPORT OF OPTION 2? TWO. I FEEL THAT THE ROUGH CONSENSUS IS IN FAVOR OF OPTION 1. JOE SAYS HE COULD GO EITHER WAY. CLASSIC. OKAY. SO WE WILL PUT OUT A REVISED VERSION OF THIS SLIDE THIS AFTERNOON TO THE LIST AND IF YOU REALLY CAN'T LIVE WITH IT, THEN SEND EMAIL AND WE'LL PUT OUT A DIFFERENT VERSION THAT DOESN'T HAVE A GRAFNG ON IT. OKAY? OKAY. SO WE HAVE COME TO THE END OF OUR SESSION. WE DIDN'T MAKE IT TO THE PUBLIC COMMENT SUMMARY OF OUR DOCUMENT HERE. IS EVERYTHING OKAY OVER HERE. 
>>MARY UDUMA: MARY HERE, WHICHEVER SIDE WE TAKE PEOPLE STILL INTERPRET OTHER NUMBERS AS THEY MAKE OUT 30% OR MORE, 30% OPPOSITION. SO WHETHER WE DO IT QUALITATIVELY OR DO IT GRAPHICALLY, I THINK, WHICHEVER WAY. (INDISCERNIBLE) CATCH IT AND STILL RAISE THE ISSUE. 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YEAH, I MEAN, IT IS WHAT IT IS. THE NUMBERS AREN'T REALLY GOING TO CHANGE. IT'S JUST GOING TO BE REFLECTED DIFFERENTLY. YEAH. OKAY. SO WE WILL TAKE UP THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT ON EITHER THURSDAY OR FRIDAY. I REALLY ENCOURAGE PEOPLE TO REVIEW THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT AND SEND COMMENTS TO THE LIST BECAUSE WE HAVEN'T HAD MUCH DISCUSSION OF IT AT ALL. IT JUST CAME OUT BEFORE THIS MEETING AND IF WE ARE INTEND TO GO FINALIZE IT PEOPLE REALLY NEED TO TAKE A LOOK AT IT. SO I HAD JUST FOR THURSDAY STARTED LISTING THE ITEM THAT IS WE SAID THAT WE WOULD GET BACK TO AND THIS LIST NOW IS A LOT -- IS SOMEWHAT LONGER BECAUSE WE HAVE MORE ITEMS FROM TODAY SO. 
WE WILL COME BACK TO THE TRANSITION PROPOSAL, INCLUDING THE IMPLEMENTATION INVENTORY. WE WILL COME BACK TO THIS QUESTION ABOUT OUR SCOPE OF WORK DURING THE IMPLEMENTATION PERIOD. AND OTHER REFLECTIONS FROM THE ICANN WEEK. AND THEN WE WILL TRY TO DO -- TRY TO FINALLY GET TO THE SUMMARY DOCUMENT AND THE MINUTES. AND A LOT OF THIS IS GOING TO BLEED ONTO FRIDAY. MY APOLOGIES. IT'S LISTED FOR THURSDAY BUT WE ONLY HAVE TWO HOURS ON THURSDAY. KAVOUSS, GO AHEAD. 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: YES. IF I WERE IN THE COMMUNITY I WOULD HAVE RAISED THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS TO THE ICG, DO YOU HAVE ANY DATE THAT YOU-SUBMIT YOUR PROPOSALS TO NTIA AFTER DISCUSSIONS IN ICANN 54. AND QUESTION TWO, IN VIEW OF THE EXTENSIVE DISCUSSIONS IN THE CCWG AND THE PROPOSAL AND THE COMMENT OF THE ICANN DO YOU SEE TO ENCOUNTER ANY DIFFICULTIES TO DO SO. THAN 
>>ALISSA COOPER: YOU ARE SAYING THOSE THE QUESTIONS YOU EXPECT? 
>>KAVOUSS ARASTEH: SO YOUR QUESTION IS WHAT SHOULD BE THE ANSWER OF ICG. >>ALISSA COOPER: OH, I SEE. SO I THINK -- NO, WE DON'T HAVE A SPECIFIC DATE, RIGHT? THAT'S WHAT WE SAID. WE DON'T HAVE A SPECIFIC DATE. WE ARE FOLLOWING CLOSELY THE PROCESS IN THE ACCOUNTABILITY GROUP AND I DON'T THINK WE HAVE ANY ANTICIPATED DIFFICULTIES OTHER THAN WE'RE JUST WAITING. YEAH. LYNN? 
>>LYNN ST. AMOUR: LYNN ST. AMOUR. JUST TO BE CLEAR, I WILL TAKE A SHOT AT THE DEADLINE FOR REVISING THE GRADATION OF THE COMMENTS THIS AFTERNOON AND GET THAT BACK OUT. 
BUT I WAS GOING TO -- I WANT TO ECHO WHAT KAVOUSS SAID AND I WAS GOING TO SAY THAT I THINK THERE'S SOME QUESTIONS THAT WE CAN ANTICIPATE GETTING FROM TOMORROW AND MAYBE WE SHOULD CIRCULATE OR GET SOME OTHER FOLKS TO VOLUNTEER TO ANTICIPATE THOSE QUESTIONS AND CIRCULATE SOME TEXT HERE SO THAT WE'RE IN AGREEMENT ON SOME OF THE -- YOU KNOW, WHAT IMPACT DO WE THINK THE CCWG PROCESS IS GOING TO HAVE ON OUR TIME LINES? SOME OF THOSE QUESTIONS. 
AGAIN, JUST GET SOME TEXT AGREED TERMS OF RESPONSES. SO THAT WOULD BE A CALL FOR VOLUNTEERS, I THINK, TO TRY AND IDENTIFY THOSE QUESTIONS AND THE RESPONSES. >>ALISSA COOPER: YES. I'M ALL IN FAVOR OF THAT IF PEOPLE WANT TO DO THAT. THAT WOULD BE A GREAT HELP, I THINK. ANYTHING ELSE? OKAY. THEN WE WILL BE BACK TOGETHER AS A GROUP ON THURSDAY. 
SO ENJOY THE MEETING. 
OH, MANAL. GO AHEAD. 
>>MANAL ISMAIL: JUST REFERRING TO JOE'S COMMENT IN THE CHATROOM ASKING PEOPLE TO FILL THE MISSING PARTS IN THE SUMMARY REPORT, WE HAVE SOME MISSING PARTS IN THE PUBLIC COMMENTS SUMMARY REPORT THAT WE COULDN'T GET THE FINAL TEXT FOR. SO IF COLLEAGUES HERE ARE -- DO HAVE THIS FINAL TEXT READY AND CAN POINT US TO THIS, WE CAN MAYBE INCLUDE IT IN OUR DISCUSSION ON THURSDAY OR FRIDAY. THANK YOU. 
>>PATRIK FALTSROM: PATRIK FALTSTROM. I HAVE GOT PRIVATELY SOME QUESTION FROM ICG MEMBERS WHETHER WE AS CHAIRS DO BELIEVE THAT WE NEED THE MEETING TIME ON FRIDAY. LET ME JUST SAY TO ALL OF YOU, GIVEN THAT WE COULD NOT FINISH ALL OUR WORK TODAY AND THURSDAY IS ONLY A SHORT SESSION, WE DO ABSOLUTELY THINK WE MAY NEED TO MEET IN FRIDAY, ALTHOUGH WE MIGHT END EARLY. UNFORTUNATELY THE PEOPLE THAT ASKED WHETHER -- I PERSONALLY THINK THEY CAN FLY HOME A DAY EARLY, I MUST SAY NO. >>ALISSA COOPER: SORRY. [LAUGHTER ] 
ALL RIGHT. I THINK WE ARE DONE. THANKS, EVERYONE. ***LIVE SCRIBING BY BREWER & DARRENOUGUE - WWW.QUICKTEXT.COM***. 
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