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SO-AC-SG Leadership Call
Thursday, 14 August 2014 @ 13:00 UTC

Greetings, everyone. This is David Olive. I think I would like to start the call.

So we have representatives, Byron from ccNSO, Elisa from the Business Constituency, Keith
from the Registry Group, Kristina -- Kristina Rosette from the Intellectual Property Group;
Michele from Registrars, Olivier from the ALAC and At-Large; Patrick from the SSAC, and Tony
from the ISP. I see Rafik has also joined from the NCSG.

Thank you very much for joining the call. The agenda is in the notes, number five, and again, I
would just like to note that this call will be recorded and transcribed, and the -- both those,
recordings and transcriptions will be available, which I will distribute soon thereafter.

Susie, if you would please, start the recording, if you’ve not already done that.
I see Heather has also joined from the GAC. Welcome, Heather.

Okay. The recording has begun. Again, just to go over the agenda. A brief welcome and
organizational remarks by myself; some opening remarks from Fadi, we'll have. And the third
agenda is an update on the ICANN Accountability process. Theresa and Fadi may comment as
well. The fourth topic will be our high-interest SO-AC-SG topics for ICANN 51 in Los Angeles,
and the final topic will be the SO, AC and SG discussions in Los Angeles, before ICANN 51,
continuing on our topic of possibly workload and prioritization, so we can discuss that further at
this stage. And then the sixth part will be any other business people would like to raise.

With that, I will turn the floor over to Fadi for any opening remarks he may have. Fadi, the floor is
yours.

Thank you, David. Thank you, everyone, for taking the time to join us today again, to discuss this
important development, and important area of work for all of us, the accountability area.

I do not have a lot to say other than to thank all of you for the input and the feedback we've
received since our last call, which was dedicated to the subject of the accountability track. I think
the energy and the vigor in which we all responded, and gave input to how we are shaping this
important track, was very, very much appreciated, really by all of us.

So thank you, for all of that. We have received all the input, and as you can tell from the attached
graphic that is also on display in the Adobe Room now, I think it is clear that we have listened
carefully to the input you gave us. I think there were two things that resonated very much with all
of us. One is, you know, where possible, and if possible, let us leverage existing models and
structures for the community as opposed to the assembly which seems to bring, something new
into the mix, and we were not ready for it.
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So, we did that. We are very much now aligned with what the community is used to, and frankly
also what seems to be working very well with the IANA Stewardship Transition track which has
received global acceptance, and is moving forward with its work.

And secondly, that there was a sense also that the prominence of the experts from -- specifically
from accountability and governance areas, needs to be broader and involve more people from the
broader community, so we have done that in the model you have now. And lastly, just the request
from the GNSO to ensure that it is represented more broadly, given its very rich and broad number
of stakeholder group. So we have done that as well in this particular model.

So I -- listen, I mean, there will be no perfect constellation, but this is one that reflects everything
we've heard as best we can, ensuring that not just the ICANN community which is all of us, but
also the global community, the public that is watching this, both as individuals, as users, as well as
the public sector entities, the governments that are watching how ICANN shapes itself to be
globally accountable. All of these folks are watching us carefully, and I think that this provides us
the balance to move forward in the next -- in the next day or so, so that we are very much poised.

And I think there is some concern in the broader community that we are taking too long to get this
done, given that the TANA Stewardship Transition track in on the move, and we've committed to
everyone that these two cannot be totally apart. They have to be, you know, linked, and there has
to be liaisons between them, and they have to move forward, and hopefully a similar page. So we
are -- we believe that this reflects your input, the input we've received from others as best as we
can to balance the situation, and we hope you will help us in getting the broader community that is
not all here on the phone, but all of us to participate and to shape this and take us forward.

Thank you very much. I'll pass it back to you, David.

Thank you, Fadi. I think now we should turn to the presentation and the slide that you see there,
and ask Theresa to go through that for us. Theresa?

Sure. I'll be happy to. Thanks, everybody. And thanks for doing this call. I know many are on
holiday, or trying to have a holiday, in what seems to be a really busy August.

So as Fadi has outlined, we really -- we appreciated all the comments, we heard all the comments,
and are looking to find a mechanism that, you know, recognizes the very important and very
useful processes that already exist in the ICANN Community, but also looking at how to ensure
that there is a comfort in recognition that the broader public and community as more outside of the
immediate ICANN family, is also very interested and very engaged in this. And I think that
became quite apparent, and also during the NETMundial Meeting where the topic of
accountability was one that was in the hallway discussions, and central to areas, including when
we announced that we would be launching this process shortly.

So in taking a look at this, we heard quite strongly about the use of the term assembly, and using
new terms of that sort, and so you'll see on the graphic on the left-hand side, a rephrasing of this to
be really a cross community group on ICANN accountability and governance. This is open to
selection, as many participants as the community wishes to appoint to that, through whichever
process it wishes to do that, I appreciate that the SOs and ACs and SGs have some processes in
place for that. Again, how the community wishes to select there is, of course, up to it.

That really looks at trying to both recognize the use of new terminology, is less desirable, and
trying to recognize from a hybrid of an existing mechanism. The other thing we heard quite
strongly in the discussions was obviously trying to stay with existing or recognized approaches. I
think as Fadi has outlined, the use of the Coordination Group, in the context of the IANA
Stewardship Transition, has had some very beneficial factors to it, and has some very good
progress in it. And so this is an approach that’s been then used here, to ensure that there is the
ability to consolidate, to categorize, to prioritize issues that have been identified, including those,
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of course, by the community to the Cross Community Group itself. To look at building solution
requirements, and to have a report, and to be engaging with the community during that process.

I think a little distinct from the Coordination Group, though, is of course for those who are
participating in the Coordination Group more in detail is that -- and the policy states, of that
specific group, the policies themselves are being developed in the communities of the affected
parties, so to speak. So in the naming space and the protocol parameter space, and of course in the
IP addressing space. And the group pulls that together.

Of course in the ICANN Accountability, the accountability issues cut across a range of areas, and
as one is looking at accountability, specifically in the context of the change in historical
relationship with the U.S. Administration, one wants to ensure that there is an opportunity to look
at, not only the valuable input that’s been received on the substantive issues throughout the entire
comment period, and proposed solutions. Also though there is an opportunity, if the community
sees fit, to look at, you know, what existing mechanisms do exist? Do those map to it or not;
where are there gaps, all of that? So there's a lot of work to be done in that context.

We heard then, also, quite, quite clearly both in the comment period, and then subsequent to our
call last week, that the Staff or the Board itself, having a role in appointing any of the up to seven
advisors to the Coordination Group, was not well received for a wide range of reasons, which we
don't need to go into here.

And so, in this context, we've taken a different approach, and are identifying four respected
individuals who are not ICANN Staff or ICANN Board Members, and they will play the role in
collecting and receiving names of experts and then identifying up to seven advisors to appoint to
the Coordination Group.

So I think given all the community input that we've received both in the public comment process
at the ICANN Meeting in London, itself, we heard from the IANA Stewardship Coordination
Group, the importance of ensuring that there is a liaising role between the two processes, as you'll
see there's the suggestion to appoint a liaison. And then of course, some of the additional
comments that were shared, which reflected comments received during the public comment
period, over the past week.

I think we've reached a balance that helps address both the concerns within the ICANN
Community, but obviously to the comments made earlier that the ICANN accountability process is
one that is being looked at from the public, and from the wide global community, including the
community outside of the immediate ICANN family.

So, with that, I'm more than happy to answer any questions, or delve into any additional details.
One thing, I did want to mention, and this became -- this became clear to me as we were receiving
some of the input and especially some of the input over the past week, is that this process focuses
purely on the process. As we've mentioned several times, the majority of the comments received
actually were across a wide range of substantive issues identified and proposed solutions including
that one also put forward by the GNSO, at the ICANN 50 Meeting in London, at the public
session.

The substantive issues, those are parked. Those are for this process to look at. Including the
proposed solution, that’s not for us to provide the analysis from an ICANN Staff standpoint, but
rather that those are a plate, a wide plate, and a very rich plate of substantive points that are for
this process to be looking at, and of course one, first, for the Cross Community Group to have at
its hands when looking at the issues, and looking at any other additional issues, also to provide
over the Coordination Group, and of course for the Coordination Group to look at.
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So with that, I hope that provides some clarity on why this process here, as posted, does not
provide an analysis, or a mechanism for either adopting or solving any of substantive issues that
were raised in the public comment process, or during the London Meeting.

Thank you, Theresa. If people have any questions, you can raise your hand in the Adobe Connect
room. Though there are two in the chat, the first question was from Keith Drazek, "Who appoints
the accountability and governance public expert group? Who are the respected individuals and
how are they selected?" And a related question was from Kristina Rosette, "What is global insight,
and will the advisors receive compensation?"

I'm sorry. Can you repeat that, David?

The first question I noticed, Keith Drazek asked, "Who appoints the accountability and
governance public experts? Who are the four respected individuals and how are they selected?"
We'll start with that one.

All right. So we will be identifying and appointing the four respected, we've reached out to them,
and those will be named shortly. They are -- they are highly respected individuals outside of the
ICANN Community, and they are not Staff or Board Members.

Thank you. And Kristina Rosette's question was, "What is global insight? Will the advisors
receive compensation?"

No. I would not anticipate that they receive compensation. And if they were to receive
compensation, obviously we would approach that in an open and transparent manner.

Byron, from the ccNSO, in the chat says, "Who are "we" when we say that we will be making the
selection?"

I will. This is Fadi. I will be making the selection and announcing it. And again, this is to be clear,
not the selection of the seven advisors, this is simply the selection of the four individuals that I
think all of you will find to be highly respected and known to all of you as people who have been
very committed to the ICANN mission for many years. We will invoke their seniority, their time,
their commitment to who we are, to come in and actually put -- pull together the public experts
group, and then to manage the process by which, together, the public experts group will select --
will select the seven that will end up being on the Coordination Group.

Thank you, Fadi. Next in the queue, I'll go to Olivier, and then Rafik, and then we'll go back to the
questions in the chat. Olivier, the floor is yours.

Thanks very much, David. It's Olivier Crepin-Leblond speaking. I have a question with regards to
the liaison with the IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group. Who appoints that liaison,
and would that also mean that there would be an additional person on the Coordination Group?

Yes. That would be an -- it would an additional person who serves as the liaison for that, and we
would reach out to the IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group to look at identifying
somebody who would be the appropriate liaison, and working closely with them, obviously. But
they may--

That would be an additional person in the Coordination Group?
Yes. Correct. Correct. So you have the appointments of the participants from the SOs/ACs and the
SGs, as identified, plus the liaison from that group. And it could very well be, they’ll need to

identify how they want to have that liaison, and then liaison also from the ICANN Board.

Okay. Thank you.
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Thank you very much. Rafik, you are next. Please.

Thanks. Okay. So listening to Fadi saying that he will do the selection of those four respected
individuals, I mean, respected, whatever, it means that -- so I think here we are not solving the
problem, because what arise -- previously is that the problem of the selection, it's just that -- I
mean, we will appoint other people to do the selection, but the problem is still here is that, I mean,
Fadi -- or whatever -- I mean, even if it's not the Board now, it's still, I mean, someone from
ICANN involved in every selection is not really fixing the issue, it's just, I mean, that --

(Inaudible) specific, if not ICANN, Rafik, who do you suggest make the selection?

Fadi, let me explain my point. I mean, it's not really fixing the issue, it's just you are kind of
moving it somewhat, but the -- how to say -- the real problem is not (inaudible/audio skip). I don't
think we want the ICANN to be involved within such process. I have no -- I mean this is -- I don't
know about which people will be selected, but I (inaudible) are fixing here the issue to deal with,
whereas the same issue is a problem again. But anyway, I'm willing to listen what the explanation
is.

No, I -- there's no more listening on my side, I'm asking you. If it's not ICANN making the
selection, who do you suggest make the selection? You just said it's not solving the issue that
ICANN make the selection. Who do you think should make the selection?

I mean, the whole things is -- we want the community to be involved in -- maybe I'm -- I can be
harsh here, but I think, you know, the Staff, the Board, and yourself, Fadi. You are kind of an
interested party in the whole process. So, at least for you, I mean, kind of for you, it's to protect
yourself from any criticism, that you should not be involved within such selection process. You
should not be in any way, involved within the whole thing. So we can, maybe, find another
process to select people. Maybe we can make a call for participation or whatever.

On other -- on the other hand, I am really kind of -- I'm -- how do you say -- that this idea, that
they will be kind of respected people, whoever, it's kind of the elders, that they can do the work.
And I don't really believe in that, and that’s my personal point of view, but I will be glad to listen
to others in the call, what they think about this.

Perhaps the -- in the chat there was, again, a question about the -- or rather -- excuse me, a
question of, "What is global insight for this group?"

That would be having a perspective of what's happening in the global international arena around
Internet policy, Internet governance and dynamics around the geopolitical space. As you know,
and I'm sure people are aware, the topic of ICANN as a Multistakeholder Model, and then its
evolution in the context of the changing relationship with the U.S. Administration, including
issues around accountability and how one addresses that evolution of the model, is a topic of
interest, well outside the ICANN Community as well. And one that’s being watched, as one uses
the Multistakeholder Model as an example to address a wide range of issues. So we have a
wonderful opportunity here to, as well, demonstrate exemplary moving forward.

Thank you, Theresa. I think that -- Any other questions, either from the people in the Adobe
Connect room, or on the call?

David, this is Tarek. Can I say, maybe you can explain to the group two things. How are we going
to guarantee diversity as we -- has been well done in the IANA CC? And the second thing, how do
we sell that to governments that they have a role, and that they have some presence within this
new structure? Where would they fit exactly, from your point of view? Or is there extra work from
the GAC that needs to be done here, or what? Thank you.
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Happy to. Tarek, you’ve hit a really important point that is also globally being watched quite
strongly. On the diversity issue, we would very much, obviously, encourage that in the cross-
community group and selection mechanisms, that is one of the criteria that the respective parties
are looking at, both in their selection for the Coordination Group itself, and then the identification
of representation and participation on the Coordination Group.

It's extremely important that there is -- that the global voice is heard and the diversity of views are
heard. And so I think from that perspective, while certainly, can't dictate in any way how the
selection is occurring--

No. (Inaudible).
--but it's an important point.
Taken into consideration. Yeah.

Absolutely! Absolutely! And as you point out, for the Coordination Group and the IANA
transition through the CCs, and obviously through ALAC and all the other stakeholder groups,
that was achieved to some extent. On the role of governments, clearly they have a participatory
role, and a role in the Cross Community Group itself. They also have, obviously, a representation
on the Coordination Group. As with any of these processes, including the IANA Stewardship
process, of course the mechanisms of the participants on the Coordination Group, need to also
ensure that there is appropriate outreach to the respective communities that they are working with,
and have been selected by. And so in that context, also with the governments, and we've seen that
to be quite effective in different forums.

Yes. Yes. Okay. That’s fine. I just wanted to make this clear, because this is an important matter,
and as Fadi said, the world is really watching, on the accountability.

He did, yes. He did.
Thank you.
Thank you, Tarek, for the question.

Thank you, Theresa and Tarek. Byron, your hand is up, you are next. And then Keith wanted to
explain a question he sent on email. Byron, the floor is yours.

Sure. Thank you very much. I just wanted to make a comment regarding the selection of the four
respected individuals. You know, I'll probably take a slightly different perspective than Rafik was
raising. And of course I have my own bias being a CEO of a multistakeholder organization,
myself. So take that for what it's worth. But I think at some point, leadership has to have the
flexibility to be involved and make some of these selections, and I would say that also in the
interest of time, creating additional structures and processes around something that’s seemingly
straightforward, as picking some experts to help in an advisory capacity to the main groups that
are doing the heavy lifting, i.e. the Coordination Group, et cetera. I'm very skeptical of that.

I mean, I think that if Fadi makes bad selections here, he will hear about it endlessly. It is in his
interest to pick a broad and diverse set of experts who will bring value to the process. And in the --
in the interest of getting this process rolling, I would suggest that it is a point that I don't see the
additional value of having separate processes, and additional time required in simply picking some
key experts from the field. I really think that that is not in the interest of the process overall.
Thanks.

Thank you very much, Byron. Other questions? Keith you had said you wanted to ask, related to
your email. So, the floor is yours.
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Thanks, David. I'll be brief. I guess it's really a two-part question. You know, on May 29", on our
call with Fadi, the ICANN Accountability process was described as being sort of family. Right.
That it was a family process, and the IANA transition track was global, but the accountability was
especially family. And now, according to Theresa's email last night, we are stating, you know,
these external forces, these external groups, and interests that need to be considered as we discuss
accountability. So that appears to be a shift, a pretty significant shift in language. And I guess the
question is, who are these external forces, or external groups, or interests that are not otherwise
given a home in the Multistakeholder Model within ICANN? Thanks.

I'll clarify that. The family comment, you are taking out of context, Keith. It was to say that unlike
the IANA Stewardship Transition which has -- as its affected parties -- many more people than
those that I would call in the ICANN Community, has a very different and broader set of affected
parties. In this case, the ICANN accountability track is really something that affects this [CANN
family. It's we are the affected parties here, and therefore you don't see us on the -- say the
Coordination Group organizing that they are equal siege to people from ISOC, to people from the
RIRs, from the CC community, et cetera.

This is an ICANN family issue to many -- to a degree. Now, different from that is the question of
who globally has their eyes on this accountability process? And the answer to that is, much
broader than the people who, day in day out, are in the ICANN Community. So there is a global
attention to how this reference -- multistakeholder organization, this multistakeholder organization
that has a unique and important global position; how it will address the global call to be -- to
enhance its accountability.

And that group of eyes, or attention that is on ICANN and on this process is indeed broader than
those who are involved in the community today on a day-to-day basis, all of us, basically. So we
need to address their -- also their concerns, and their aspirations to see [ICANN become, I hope, an
example of accountability to the governance and to Internet Governance. So that’s basically how
the two jive very well.

Thank you, Fadi. Any other comments or questions? Either raise your hand in the (inaudible/audio
skip) for me in the chat. If not, I see Keith is typing, let's see if that’s a question. The comment
from Keith that’s in the chat, and he just says, "We should move on." With that, if there are no
other comments or questions we will obviously capture the comment in the chat. We will move on
to the next item on the agenda.

David, listen--
Yes, Fadi.

--if I close by inserting an invitation to the SO, AC and SG leaders, that by all means, I think their
input to the four individuals that will be busy selecting the advisors, their input to these folks, [ am
certain, very, very appreciated. So these guys are not in some ivory tower, they are not going to be
hidden. In fact, you will know every one of them very well, and I think you’ve seen all of them at
many, many ICANN meetings. So these are not people I will -- and I will make the announcement
of these selections very shortly. I'm just waiting for them to get back to me, if they are agreeable to
take that role, but as soon as they do, in the next few days, I will announce them, and I think you
will be all, much more, at ease with these folks.

And once they are onboard, I know you are on first-person basis with all of them, and I know you
will easily reach out to all of them, and provide them input and insights into your views as SO, AC
and SG leaders, as to the work they will undertake to select from the broader community, the
seven advisors that will join the Coordination Group. So this is important for all of us to know that
these guys will be extremely familiar to you, and extremely accessible, and certainly happy to
receive your guidance and input on who they would add.
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Sorry. I will pass it back to you, David. I just wanted to clarify that.

No -- very good clarification. Thank you, Fadi. There are two other hands up, first Rafik, and then
Heather Dryden. Rafik, please?

Yes. Thanks. So can we get this diagram, and I think it's -- while there is more commentary on the
diagrams, is it possible to get more details for this? I mean -- I understand that the visual
communication is quite trendy, but I think we would like to get more details that we can share
with our membership so -- to get their feedback. So, if it's possible to get that this week?

Yes. The process -- I mean, and the further details as I was describing on the phone, will be
provided when it's posted. It's all going together.

Okay.
Thank you. And Heather, you were next.

Thank you very much. So, my initial question is really similar to Rafik's. And I apologize if I
missed the timing that is planned for issuing the info-graphic. I also want to emphasize as well,
that for the GAC it's very useful to have some sort of written description around or to support the
info-graphic. I think we are all in the same situation and the SOs and ACs, we will need to go back
to our community, who may have questions. I expect the GAC will, and so to the extent that you
are able to help explain and provide explanatory information in addition to the graphics, would be
enormously helpful.

And since I have the floor. I also want to emphasize, yes, the GAC is expecting to participate. We
have had some discussions about how to contribute to the process, and you know, through various
iterations, along the way, which is very healthy. And so the GAC will need to take in and process
the latest proposal once it's circulated, and is available to the public and to the community, but
absolutely, I think that the GAC sees itself as providing the involvement, and input from a
government perspective into an activity like this.

And particularly since it's so integral to ICANN, you really want to draw on the expertise that the
GAC representatives have in this area. Or that they can tap into at home. So the governments are
there along with all the other stakeholder groups, and it's great to see that we have, now discussion
around a cross-community concept, and this is where the GAC will focus its efforts.

So, thank you, and anything you can provide to help guide these discussions, and the SOs and
ACs, and move things forward is going to be appreciated. Certainly -- certainly by the GAC.
Thank you.

David, if I could answer Heather. Heather, thank you so much for the input, and the participation,
looking forward to really have the GAC engaged through this process. Let me confirm again the
following. The public posting of the process that is depicted in this picture, along with a
document, that describes the process in more detail, along with a document that describes how we
got here, will all be posted for all of us to take to our teams, our communities, and to move
forward with, and start getting that process going within the next 24 hours. So this will all be with
the documents you are asking for publicly-available in the next 24 hours.

Great. Thank you.

And if I can; along with the posting, announce the four names I will try, but again, I'm chasing my
team to confirm that they are okay to do it, and as soon as I have the four identified, it may take an
extra day or two, but as soon as we do, in order to avoid any kind of guessing, we will get the

names out, because I am certain that when all of you will see the names of the four we thought of,
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from the various, also sectors of our own background, I think everyone will be very comforted and
very pleased that we have four people that, frankly, are quite unassailable in their -- in their
choices and in their openness and understanding of who we are as a multistakeholder community.
So we will be fine. But that’s the plan.

Thank you, Heather. And thank you, Fadi, for those remarks. Theresa, any closing remark or a
comment here at this stage, as I close the questioning at this stage.

No. Not at all. Just an expression of thanks to everybody, for all the input, and commitment to this,
and moving it forward. Thank you.

Thank you, everyone, for a good discussion and input. Now, if everyone agrees, we would like to
move to the next topic, number four in the Agenda, the high-interest SO, AC and SG topics for
ICANN 51.

To recount our earlier discussions, at the ICANN 50 in London, we had a discussion in early May,
about the various -- several (inaudible) and the like, and there was a decision by this group, to
postpone using the Monday session for a high-interest topic, 90- minutes slot, and to, instead,
defer that to ICANN 51 in Los Angeles.

And so I wanted to just draw this to your attention, and ask indeed if the switching of that time is
still holding. If we want to proceed with an organizational session at ICANN 51, and if that is true
then I'll be glad to start organizing, as we have in the past, a way to sort out the topics that you
might want to use, and the formats you would like to employ for that session at ICANN 51.

So with that, I'd just like to (inaudible) turn to a discussion on this matter, again, reminding you of
the past discussion, and the availability and opportunity of having a high-interest session on that
Monday of the ICANN 51 Meeting in Los Angeles.

If there are any comments or questions? I see Keith is typing, but in that sense, this is a rather
regular question for the group, and I gather that with no opposition to that, I will proceed to work
with you and organize a session where we can consult and select the topic or topics that would be
of high interest focus for this group at ICANN 51 in Los Angeles. Hearing no objection or
comment at this stage, I will be sending you a notification of when we can start that process in
time for planning.

I see -- I'm sorry -- Heather, your hand is up. Excuse me.

Thank you. I'm just thinking about that Monday, in Los Angeles, and I thought I would plan to see
it, because you might recall that the GAC had wanted to have a particular focus on WHOIS-
related issues. And I understand that Monday afternoon is slated for that kind of a community
discussion. And so for the GAC I think we are wanting to place a quite a bit of priority on that,
and focus there. If you're looking at a high interest topic in addition to that, then the timing would
be an issue. I'd also be interested in hearing from the other SOs and ACs, maybe offline, since
you're intending to follow up anyway, with us on that.

What they think about the WHOIS and, you know, where that is in their priority. So I just wanted
to weigh in to just plant that feed, and give you a sense of where the GAC intends to put its
attention. Thank you.

Thank you, Heather. I think that’s very helpful, and to note, obviously we would not want to
conflict -- or have a conflicting session at that point, and that indeed may come up to be another
high-interest topic that the group would want to identify. So, yes, we will continue that discussion
and allow the other SO, AC and SG Chairs to weigh in on that, in the discussion list as we go
forward, and then in any conference call that we'll have, and one or two obviously, to determine
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what are the topics, and how best to organize. So thank you for that suggestion, and a notice of the
GAC's interest in the WHOIS related issues.

Anyone else on this topic? Okay. I will close the discussion here, though it will continue on our
discussion list, and you'll be getting notes at convenient times to start our conference calls on this
process.

With that, I'd like to go to the fifth agenda item, and this is the proposed SO-AC-SG Roundtable
discussion in Los Angeles before ICANN 51. Again, I would draw your attention that on our 17"
July call, we talked about the idea of some sort of session to explore the topics of community
workload, and prioritization, as well as the mechanisms of representation and an understanding of
our bottom-up process. And that was a challenge to get the timing for that, to get everyone
together, and so the proposal, that I'm suggesting is that we go back to a timeslot that we've used
before in the past, before -- in addition to our regular teleconferences, for an afternoon discussion
session on Friday, before the start of the ICANN meeting, followed by our dinner.

And so to that extent, the proposal is for you to look at that and consider this type of timeslot that
would be from roughly 3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. on Friday, October 10. The main topic would be
Community Workload and Prioritization. Followed by a dinner which -- can continue our
discussion on that topic, as well as including (inaudible) actions by the various SOs, ACs and SGs
at ICANN 51. And so to that extent it's an easier, not adding additional meeting to your burden,
but a time to try to get everyone together in Los Angeles before the start of the main ICANN
meeting.

So with that, I would like to open it up to any questions or comments. We have, of course, in the
past, had these afternoon sessions and then we spread it out to more of a reception discussion, but
there is a proposal I'd like to have.

Michele, your had is up, and Rafik (inaudible)--

Thanks, Dave. Michele for the transcript. From my perspective Friday afternoon is perfectly fine.
I'll be in L.A. anyway, so that’s what I wanted to say, it works for me. I already told you this in an
email anyway. Thanks.

I appreciate that, and that’s -- we are trying to make it convenient for everyone who will already
be there to avoid an extra trip, or an extra scheduling of meetings. Rafik, you were next.

In fact -- unfortunately I won't be in -- I won't be there on Friday, because I have to work the
Friday, and then to leave to Los Angeles, but I think we had discussion that maybe we will
organize something after -- post Los Angeles Meeting, maybe that will be more -- much more easy
for everybody to join, and to find suitable time for everyone. So I think if it’s still on the table, and
then that way if we should find that -- the day and location that it's appropriate for all leaders to
attend.

Thank you, Rafik, for that suggestion. We will explore that, and have that as part of our discussion
in our next call, as well as our face-to-face, and that will be part of our next steps, I'm sure.

With that, are there any other comments or questions on the proposal (inaudible) afternoon
session, 3:00 to 6:00 p.m. in Los Angeles, followed by our regular dinner with the senior ICANN
executives, and the SO, AC and SG leaders?

And yes, to a point of Tony Holmes, and some others, including Bill Drake, that we will -- as soon
as I think there is general consensus of moving forward with that session, I will make sure and
send a note to community travel, that your travel plans will include arrival on the 9", so that
people can be prepared and ready for the 10",
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I've already talked to Joseph and to Diane about this, in general, noting that we wanted to wait for
a decision from this group to move forward with that, and since I gather there's a good consensus
to do that, that will help facilitate your ability to be there for the afternoon session, with the
leaders, Fadi and other ICANN senior executives. Still, I will be happy to do that.

Okay. With that, I will ask for any other comments or questions on this agenda topic. I see in the
chat there was the point about the need for travel and arrival on the 9‘h, and I will, as I say, send a
note immediately after this call, to make sure that that is taken into account when you are making
your arrangements , and I know people are being asked to do that, right now. So that will be able
to be done.

With that, I would offer, if Fadi wanted to make some final remarks. If not, I'll go through a quick
summary of our discussion. Fadi, would you like say a few words?

Frankly, thank you, just to thank everyone, again, for taking the time to join us this morning. I
know we have agreed to continue to have these calls, and I hope you agree that it's immensely
helpful for us to hear each other directly and to communicate directly. I mean, for me this is
nothing short of critical and essential for us to remain as aligned as we can be. And again, like in
any family, there is a need for all of us to keep investing and building trust, between us, and
removing some of the concerns we have.

We all have our interests, but we should, when we represent our community, all of us, including
me, we should rise above the individual interests, and we should act together as a -- as leaders that
are here to serve the public trust, and the public interest that we have been commissioned to do in
our leadership positions, especially those of us who are in leadership positions.

So I'm delighted we continue to do this, on this issue of accountability, and all other issues. And
again, we now need to get even more aligned, because of the scrutiny that we will have around the
world, and I'm confident, I am very confident that this group, the group that is here, and trusted
with these positions will rise and be strong and show the world that ICANN is indeed an
organization that has the full trust of the people that have put us in these positions.

And that we will live by the accountability ideals that frankly we have lived by for many years,
and will continue to improve and strengthen, I think a big part of what we need to do in the weeks
and months ahead, is to just tell people what we've done for accountability, and then tell the world
how we are open and willing to improve that through this accountability track we are going to get
going here in the next few hours.

So, again, I thank you all very, very much for your continued participation, commitment,
volunteering your time, all the things you do, every one of you. Thank you. And we will -- we will
stay in synch as much as we can, and I commit to you that we are -- this listening has been helpful
to me and to my team here, and we will continue with that spirit moving forward. Thank you.

Thank you, Fadi. And if I just -- will conclude with a brief summary that we can confirm that the
public posting of the process and the graphics will also include a document describing this process
in more detail, and additional information, and likely to be done in the next 24 hours. If possible
the announcement of the four names of the experts, might be made available depending on the
finalization of that, but in essence most of the information will be out shortly, and I will be
sending it around on the SO/AC Information Alert list, as soon as it is available.

On the topic of ICANN 51 in Los Angeles and the SO, AC and SG high-level topic, we will
(inaudible) with that on Monday, and I will start the process of identifying what topic or topics
might be referred by this group. Noting that Heather Dryden of the GAC, made mention that there
is keen interest by the GAC in looking at WHOIS related issues in the afternoon on Monday, and
that indeed may be a high-level topic for us, but we don't want to conflict with a session that may
focus on that for them.
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And finally, in a continuation of our monthly discussions, but now in our face-to-face meetings
that we normally try to do at ICANN meetings, we will hold an afternoon discussion session
focused on workload and prioritization on October 10", in Los Angeles, from 3:00 to 6:00 p.m.,
again followed by a dinner where we can continue the discussion and preview other activities
expected at ICANN 51. I will also make sure that Community Travel is informed, so that you can
arrive in advance and be ready for this meeting on the 10"

And I'm going to conclude, so people have a (inaudible/audio skip) -- a little ahead of schedule. I
want to thank everyone for their contribution and time and effort here, and wish everyone a good
evening, good afternoon, or good morning, wherever you may be. Thank you again, for your
participation, and I will be sending the transcripts and recordings to you shortly. Thank you.

Thanks everyone. Bye-bye.



