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ICANN51-L.A. 
GAC TRANSITION OF U.S. STEWARDSHIP OF IANA AND STRENGTHENING ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY 12 OCTOBER 2014 
>>TOM DALE: THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION. IF YOU WILL TAKE YOUR SEATS, PLEASE, WE'LL BE STARTING THE MEETING VERY SHORTLY. THANK 2014 >>TOM DALE: THANK YOU. ONCE AGAIN, IF YOU COULD TAKE YOUR SEATS. WE'RE ABOUT TO START. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: OKAY. WELCOME BACK FROM THE BREAK. B EVERYBODY, AND THANK YOU, TOM, FOR HANDLING THE SOUND EFFECTS FOR THE GAC. SO WE HAVE AN AGENDA FOR OUR DISCUSSION HERE IN THIS SESSION. YOU SHOULD HAVE THOSE AVAILABLE IN HARD COPY AND I HOPE THEY HAVE BEEN CIRCULATED ONLINE SO YOU CAN SEE THEM ONLINE. HARD COPIES ARE AVAILABLE IN THE BACK, IF YOU DO NEED ONE. OKAY. SO AS YOU CAN SEE, WE HAVE TWO GENERAL STREAMS OF WORK TO DISCUSS. THE FIRST IS THE IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION AND THE SECOND IS ENHANCING ACCOUNTABILITY. SO LET'S START WITH THE IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION. AND THE FIRST ITEM WE HAVE HERE TO TAKE NOTE OF IS THE NEXT NEXT MEETING THAT WE WILL HAVE ON THIS TOPIC HERE IN THE GAC WHICH WILL BE IN EXCHANGE WITH THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP. SO THEY WILL BE COMING TO MEET WITH US ON WEDNESDAY MORNING, AND WE HAVE AN AGENDA, A LIST OF TOPICS TO COVER IN THAT EXCHANGE WITH THEM. AND THERE WILL BE AN OPPORTUNITY, IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS AND WANT TO MAKE ANY POINTS TO THE ICG IN THAT EXCHANGE, THERE WILL BE TIME IN ORDER TO DO THAT. SO THAT'S WEDNESDAY MORNING WE WILL HAVE THAT EXCHANGE. AND THERE WILL BE MEMBERS OF THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP THAT CAN TELL YOU A BIT ABOUT THE PROCESS THAT'S UNDERWAY TO LOOK AT THE PROTOCOL PARAMETERS, TO LOOK AT THE NUMBERS RELATED IANA FUNCTION AND THEN AS WELL ON THE -- THE DOMAIN NAME SIDE AS WELL. BUT WE'RE ALSO PARTICIPATING AS PART OF THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP WHICH IS THE NEXT STOPPIC THAT WE HAVE ON OUR AGENDA FOR THIS SESSION. 
SO WE HEARD A LITTLE BIT YESTERDAY FROM OUR GAC PARTICIPANTS IN THAT PROCESS, NORWAY AND THAILAND, AND I UNDERSTAND THEY HAVE BEEN ABLE TO ATTEND A CALL THAT WAS ON OCTOBER 6WHICH WOULD HAVE BEEN THE FIRST MEETING OR CERTAIN THRI FIRST MEETING WITH THE GAC PARTICIPATING, AND THERE IS A SECOND MEETING PLANNED FOR TOMORROW, MONDAY, AND THAT IS A MEETING OF THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP AND IT'S AN OPEN MEETING. SO ANY AND ALL THAT ARE INTERESTED IN ATTENDING THAT MEETING MAY DO SO. AND I EXPECT A NUMBER OF YOU WILL WANT TO ATTEND THAT CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP MEETING. SO WE ALSO HAVE THE POSSIBILITY OF OTHERS ATTENDING AS PARTICIPANTS AND WE KNOW, FOR EXAMPLE, THAT THE U.K. IS ONE GOVERNMENT THAT HAS DECIDED TO JOIN AND PARTICIPATE IN THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. OTHERS MAY ALSO WISH TO DO THAT. SO IN TERMS OF THE KEY WORK ITEMS WE HEARD FROM OUR COLLEAGUES YESTERDAY THAT WE HAVE A TIMELINE THAT IS UNDER DEVELOPMENT BY THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. QUITE A TIGHT TIMELINE AS THAT PARTICULAR PIECE OF THE OVERALL PROPOSAL IS MEANT TO BE COMPLETED BY MID-JANUARY, AND THEN WE NEED TO TALK HERE TODAY ABOUT A PROCESS FOR ORGANIZING OURSELVES AND FEEDING IN WHERE IT IS APPROPRIATE TO DO SO AND WHERE WE CHOOSE TO DO SO HERE IN THE GAC. 
SO I'D LIKE US TO SPEND A LITTLE BIT OF TIME ON THIS POINT ABOUT THE PROCESS FOR GAC INPUT AND FEEDBACK AND KEEP IN MIND AS WELL THE ACTION ITEMS THAT HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED BY THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IN TERMS OF THE DELIVERABLES AND AGAIN OUR COLLEAGUES HAVE BROUGHT THESE TO OUR ATTENTION YESTERDAY, BUT THESE ARE THE THINGS THAT THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IS GOING TO BE WORKING ON. SO HERE IN THE GAC IT WOULD BE USEFUL, I BELIEVE, FOR US TO IDENTIFY WHERE WE MAY HAVE VIEWS AND HOW WE WOULD LIKE TO COMMUNICATE THEM AND ENGAGE OUR GAC PARTICIPANTS IN THAT PROCESS. 
SO AT THIS POINT I DON'T KNOW WHETHER NORWAY OR THAILAND WOULD LIKE TO CONTRIBUTE OR WHETHER WE CAN MAYBE JUST SEE IF THERE ARE SOME COMMENTS FROM THE FLOOR, BUT IF YOU CAN ASSIST US IN GUIDING OUR EXCHANGES ON THIS, THAT WOULD BE QUITE WELCOME. NORWAY, PLEASE. 
>>NORWAY: THANK YOU, CHAIR. WELL, THE EMAILS ARE ALREADY GOING BACK AND FORWARD WITHIN THIS GROUP, OF COURSE. IT HAS FOR SOME DAYS. JUST A COMMENT ON THE TIMELINE. IT'S ALREADY DISCUSSION THAT GOES ON TRANSLATION OF KEY DOCUMENTS THAT ARE PRODUCED IN THIS GROUP, WHETHER OR NOT WE SHOULD HAVE TRANSLATION OF THOSE. AND THAT, AGAIN, IS A QUESTION OF TIMELINE. OF COURSE BECAUSE IT'S GOING TO CAUSE A LOT MORE WORK AND WILL PROBABLY THEN MEAN THAT THE TIMELINE WILL BE PUSHED FORWARD. I SEE THAT IT IS A DISCUSSION WITHIN THE GROUP NOW, IF THE PRINCIPLE OF HAVING A THOROUGH AND GOOD PROCESS AND COMBINE IT WITH A VERY TIGHT TIMELINE, IF THAT IS POSSIBLE. AND SOMEBODY ALREADY POINTED TO THAT THE TIMELINE IS TOO TIGHT. SO I AM JUST GOING TO WARN YOU THAT THIS IS PROBABLY GOING TO BE A LARGE PART OF THE DISCUSSION MONDAY, FOR TOMORROW, THE TIMELINE ISSUE. AND OF COURSE, SOME VOICES SAID THAT CRESHED TRY TO MEET THE TIMELINE FIRST AND THEN PROBABLY EXTEND IT IF WE WOULD LIKE. BUT IT WOULD BE BETTER TO HAVE A THOROUGH DISCUSSION AND MAYBE THEN EXTEND THE TIMELINE ALREADY SO WE KNOW ALL HERE AND ALL THE OTHER PARTICIPANTS WHAT WE ARE WORKING ON. AND WHEN IT COMES TO DELIVERABLES, IT IS ALSO A DISCUSSION IN THE GROUP WE HAVE SOMEONE WHO HAS THEN -- I CAN READ SOME OF THEM AND SOME SUGGESTION, WHAT WE SHOULD GO THROUGH IN THE GROUP AND THAT IS OF COURSE DESCRIBE ALL THE STEPS IN THE CURRENT IANA PROCESS FOR NAMES, IDENTIFY THE PLACES IN THOSE STEPS FOR THE U.S. GOVERNMENT SHOULD THE NTIA OR ANY OTHER GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATE, IDENTIFY ELEMENTS OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT'S ROLE THAT'S NEEDED TO BE REPLACED AND BRAINSTORMING IDEAS ABOUT POSSIBLE MULTISTAKEHOLDER, NOT MULTILATERAL PROCESSES REPLACING THE U.S. AND SO ON. IT IS ANOTHER WORK THAT IS PUT FORWARD THAT IS KIND OF LIKE BASIS WORK THAT NEEDS TO BE PUT FORWARD SO WE KNOW WHAT TO WORK ON AND HOW TO START UP AND WHO'S GOING TO DO WHAT. SO IT WOULD PROBABLY BE A LOT OF SUBGROUPS ALSO DOING WORKS WITHIN THIS -- THIS CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. 
AGAIN, I'D LIKE THE ATTENDANCE OF AS MANY AS POSSIBLE ON THE MONDAY MEETING, JUST MANY OF YOU MIGHT JUST POP IN TO SEE IF THIS IS INTERESTING FOR YOU TO PARTICIPATE IN FURTHER ON ALSO. SO I THINK ON MONDAY, AS MANY AS POSSIBLE OF THE GAC MEMBERS WHO ARE INTERESTED SHOULD SHOW UP AND LISTEN IN. IT WILL BE A LOT OF WORK TO PARTICIPATE, BUT I THINK THIS IS A VERY IMPORTANT PROCESS. SO THAT'S ALL I HAVE FOR NOW REALLY. JUST ALSO A COMMENT ON THE CONTRACT THING THAT I SAID YESTERDAY ABOUT LEGAL WORK IN THIS GROUP, THE BEEN A BIT CONFUSING IN MY COMMENT AND IT'S MY FAULT. I WAS REFERRING TO THE ACCOUNT BETWEEN NTIA ON THE SPECIFIC IANA FUNCTIONS, NOT THE cc CONTRACTS IN GENERAL. JUST SO YOU KNOW. OKAY. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, NORWAY. IT'S VERY USEFUL FOR US TO HAVE A SENSE OF WHERE THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IS AT AND WHAT THEY WILL BE DISCUSSING TOMORROW. I THINK IT'S GOING TO BE CHALLENGING FOR US TO REALLY START GETTING INTO THE SUBSTANCE OF THESE ISSUES IF WE'RE STILL AT THE BEGINNING OF THAT CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP PROCESS. BUT WE WILL NEED TO BE ABLE TO DEAL WITH THOSE SUBSTANCE MATTERS AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE SINCE THERE -- THERE IS THIS CHALLENGING TIMELINE IN FRONT OF US. SO VERY USEFUL. THAILAND, DID YOU HAVE ANYTHING TO -- TO ADD TO THAT AT THIS STAGE? FEEL FREE TO REQUEST TO SPEAK. 
>>THAILAND: YES, OKAY. I THINK WE HAD ADDITIONAL TWO POINTS THAT WE SEE. ONE IS THAT THE MENTION ABOUT WORKSHOP MEETING WITH THE ICG IN MID-NOVEMBER WHICH IS NOT SPECIFIED A DATE YET. AND WE NEED TO GO THROUGH THE TIMELINES, WE'RE DEALING WITH SIX MEETINGS UNTIL 15 OF JANUARY PLUS THE MEETING AT ICG, SO SOMEBODY SAID THAT ALMOST LIKE MISSION: IMPOSSIBLE BUT WE STICK WITH THE 15 OF JANUARY AS A NOTATION BASELINE. SO I DO BELIEVE WE NEED A LOT OF WORK AMONG GACs AND HOW WE COLLABORATE AND WORK TO GO RESPOND TO THE WORKS THAT WILL BE BY (INDISCERNIBLE) THAT ARE THE ISSUE. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. SO AGAIN, THAT'S A MEETING BETWEEN THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP AND THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP IN MID NOVEMBER, AND THAT REMINDS ME OF ANOTHER SIMILAR KIND OF LINKAGE AND THAT'S BETWEEN THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP AND THE ENHANCING ACCOUNTABILITY TRACK OF WORK. SO THAT'S SOMETHING THAT WE WILL DISCUSS A BIT LATER IN THIS SESSION OR HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO. 
SO IRAN, YOU'RE NEXT, PLEASE. 
>>IRAN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. MADAM CHAIRMAN, FROM THE TIME THAT DISTINGUISHED GAC MEMBERS GAVE US FIVE PEOPLE, INCLUDING MYSELF, TO PRIVILEGE TO BE GAC REPRESENTATIVE MEMBERS IN THE ICG I PERSONALLY HAVE SPENT ALMOST 60% OF MY FULL TIME ON THE ICG. DOING NOTHING IN THAT ADMINISTRATION IN MY GOVERNMENT BUT ICG. 
FIRST OF ALL, I HOPE THAT 
. 
%%%K{^}END. 
THERE ARE SOME CHANGES MIXTURES OF ALL ACRONYMS, CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. IF WE ARE DEG DEALING WITH THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP WITHIN THE MANDATE OF THE IANA TRANSITION, THAT IS A CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP WHICH HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED UNDER THE OPERATIONAL COMMUNITY OF NAMES, ccNSO, AND GNSO, FOR WHICH GAC IS ONE OF THE KEY PLAYERS. 
THEN WE REQUESTED OR INVITED OR ENCOURAGE TO CONTRIBUTE ON THAT. 
COMING TO THE CONTRIBUTION. I DON'T KNOW AT THIS STAGE WHETHER YOU ARE TALKING OF CONTRIBUTION OF GAC IN TOTAL AS AN ENTITY TO THAT PROCESS OR WE'RE DEALING AND DISCUSSING IN GAC TO ENCOURAGE EACH INDIVIDUAL GOVERNMENT TO COMMENT ON THE PROCESS OF THE IANA TRANSITION OF THE STEWARDSHIP FROM ONE ENTITY TO THE GLOBAL COMMUNITY. 
SO THIS IS A POINT THAT WE HAVE TO CLEARLY MENTION. 
I DO NOT KNOW EXACTLY WHAT IS THE TERMS AND DUTY AND MANDATE OF NORWAY AND THAILAND, WHETHER THEY WANT TO PREPARE SOMETHING THAT SHOULD BE SUBMITTED FROM THE GAC ON BEHALF OF GAC AS AN ENTITY TO THE TRANSITION ACTIVITIES OR WHETHER THESE DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUES, THEY ARE WORKING AND PARTICIPATING IN THE MEETINGS IN ORDER TO PROVIDE INFORMATION IN DETAIL FOR EACH GAC MEMBER TO GO TO INSIDE ITS GOVERNMENT, ITS INSTITUTION, ITS LOCAL COMMUNITIES AND LOCAL MULTISTAKEHOLDERS IN ORDER TO ENCOURAGE THEM TO INDIVIDUALLY CONFER AND SEND COMMENTS ON THAT. 
THIS IS SOMETHING THAT SHOULD BE DISCUSSED. 
PEOPLE ARE TALKING ABOUT THE TIMELINE. I DON'T THINK THAT TIMELINE IS A MATTER TO BE DISCUSSED UNDER THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. TIMELINE IS EXCLUSIVELY IN HAND OF THE ICG, AND ICG, AFTER THE LENGTHY DISCUSSIONS, HAS ESTABLISHED AND COMPLETED THAT TIMELINE, AND THAT IS 15th OF JANUARY 2015. IT WAS 31st OF DECEMBER. IT WAS EXTENDED TO 15th OF JANUARY BY DEFUSING THE TIME OF THE NTIA TO DISCUSS THE MATTER . 
AT THIS STAGE IT IS UNCHANGEABLE AND IT IS FIXED, AND IT IS DEFINITIVE. 
SO I KNOW WE HAVE RECEIVED IN ICG SOME REQUESTS FROM THE ccNSO AND GNSO THAT THEY MAY NOT MEET THAT MANDATE; THAT THAT IS ANOTHER ISSUE. THAT IS COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THESE TWO COMMUNITIES AND ICG AND IS NOT THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE CROSS-COMMUNITY COORDINATION GROUP TALKING THAT THAT TIME LIMIT COULD NOT BE MAINTAINED, BECAUSE THAT WOULD HAVE IMPACT ON THE ENTIRE TIMELINE. 
SO MY QUESTION, MADAM CHAIRMAN, IS TO YOU. WHAT IS THE EXPECTATIONS FROM NORWAY AND THAILAND, WHAT THEY HAVE TO DO. THEY PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING, JUST TO COLLECT THE INFORMATION, AND SEND THAT INFORMATION TO EACH GAC MEMBER THROUGH APPROPRIATE MEANS OR TO THE GAC. AND IF IT IS TO EACH GAC MEMBER, WHAT IS THE MEANS AND WAYS, SO ON AND SO FORTH. AND I WOULD REQUEST YOU KINDLY LISTEN TO THE EXPERIENCE THAT I HAVE. 
DURING THE TRANSITION ACTIVITIES FOR ICG FOR THE FIRST ROUND, I WAS TOTALLY DISAPPOINTED THAT I SEND TEN BRIEF TO ASIA-PACIFIC COLLEAGUES, TEN BRIEF. TENS OF PAGES. MANY, MANY INFORMATION, AND I HAVE RECEIVED ABSOLUTELY NO COMMENT. I HAVE RECEIVED FOUR COMMENT: ONE FROM THAILAND SAYING THAT, YES, HE IS DISCUSSING INSIDE HIS COUNTRY. I HAVE RECEIVED SOMETHING FROM KOREA, VERY, VERY MINOR. AND I HAVE RECEIVED SOMETHING FROM JAPAN. THEY WANTED TO ADD ANOTHER PERSON TO THE NAME. SO ON AND SO FORTH. 
AND APART FROM THAT, NO COMMENT AT ALL. I HAVE RAISED MANY, MANY QUESTIONS AND NO ANSWER WAS RECEIVED. 
IF THE SAME THING IS GOING TO HAPPEN, MADAM, WITH RESPECT TO THE ACTIVITIES OF THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IN RELATION WITH THE TRANSITION FUNCTION, I DON'T BELIEVE THAT THERE WOULD BE ANYTHING UNLESS WE TRY TO ASK SERIOUSLY THE GOVERNMENT THAT THAT IS A PROCESS BELONGING TO YOU. YOU ARE PART OF THE NAME. YOU ARE THE MAIN KEY PLAYERS, AND YOU HAVE TO OR YOU REQUESTED OR INVITED TO REALLY TAKE PART IN THIS. AND I DON'T THINK THAT TAKING PART WOULD BE THROUGH THE GAC. EACH COULD TAKE PART INDIVIDUALLY BUT THEY COULD SHOW THEM INFORMATION WAYS AND HOW TO COMMUNICATE. 
SO FIRST OF ALL, MADAM, PLEASE DO IN THE CONFUSE THIS CROSS-COMMUNITY COORDINATION GROUP WITH ANOTHER CROSS-COMMUNITY COORDINATION GROUP WHICH IS NOW ESTABLISHED UNDER ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY. 
I DON'T KNOW WHY ICANN CHOOSE EXACTLY THE SAME ACRONYM. IT IS TOTALLY CONFUSING. 
SO WE HAVE TO MENTION THAT WHAT CROSS-COMMUNITY GROUP WE ARE DISCUSSING. DISCUSSING THE ONE RELATED TO THE NAMES OR DISCUSSING THE ONE RELATED TO ACCOUNTABILITY. THAT SHOULD BE QUITE CLEAR, CHAIRMAN. 
I DON'T WANT TO CONTINUE NOW. I STOP AND I REQUEST YOU TO KINDLY REPLY TO THE QUESTION I HAVE RAISED. THE ROLE OF THE NORWAY AND THE ROLE OF THE THAILAND, HOW TO DO THE THINGS AND HOW TO ENCOURAGE THE GAC. WHETHER WE SHOULD SEND SOMETHING ON BEHALF OF GAC TO THE ICG OR WHETHER WE ENCOURAGE EACH GOVERNMENT TO SEND SEPARATELY OR WE DO BOTH. 
AND I THANK YOU VERY MUCH AT THIS STAGE. 
THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, IRAN. 
YOU RAISE A NUMBER OF IMPORTANT ISSUES THAT WE ARE CERTAINLY FOCUSED ON DISCUSSING HERE IN THIS PARTICULAR SESSION. IT'S CERTAINLY THE CASE THAT THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP AND THE TIMING OF THAT ACTIVITY IS SOMETHING WE NEED TO KEEP IN MIND. AND WHEN WE HAVE OUR EXCHANGE WITH THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP ON WEDNESDAY MORNING, WE'LL BE ABLE TO SPEND A BIT MORE TIME TO GIVE THAT APPROPRIATE ATTENTION AS BEING THE MAIN OVERALL PROCESS UNDER WAY TO DEAL WITH COORDINATING THE PROPOSAL THAT WOULD BE FORWARDED TO THE NTIA. AND CLEARLY HAVING REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE GAC PARTICIPATING IN THAT PROCESS IS GOING TO BE TREMENDOUSLY HELPFUL TO US IN STAYING UP-TO-DATE AND AWARE OF DEVELOPMENTS THERE. AND THAT INCLUDES THINGS LIKE PUBLIC COMMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND UNDERSTANDING WHAT THEY ARE AND HOW IT IS POSSIBLE FOR INDIVIDUAL GOVERNMENTS OR GOVERNMENTS AS PART OF THE GAC, AND SO ON, WHAT ARE THE OPTIONS, WHAT ARE THE POSSIBILITIES FOR GOVERNMENTS TO BE ABLE TO SHAPE THAT, THE PROPOSAL BEING DEVELOPED AND PUT IN PLACE. 
SO I LOOK TO OUR COLLEAGUES PARTICIPATE INCOME THE ICG TO CONTINUE TO GUIDE THE GAC AND TO HELP US, IN PARTICULAR IN THAT SESSION WEDNESDAY WITH THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP. AND I SEE YOU NODDING, AND THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONTINUED EFFORT IN THAT REGARD. IT DOES DESERVE APPROPRIATE RECOGNITION. AND IT IS A SIGNIFICANT COMMITMENT OF TIME. THAT IS CERTAINLY THE CASE WITH ALL OF THESE KINDS OF PROCESSES. 
ONE OF THE THINGS THAT I THINK HAS BECOME APPARENT FROM THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP EFFORT IS THAT WHEN THINGS ARE MOVING VERY QUICKLY, IT BECOMES A BIT OF A WHICH WILL FOR US TO DEAL WITH PRECISELY THOSE THINGS THAT YOU ARE POINTING OUT ABOUT COMMUNICATING BACK AND FORTH, PROVIDING INFORMATION, COMING UP WITH A POSSIBLE GAC VIEW, AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. 
SO WE HAVE ADAPTED OUR APPROACH FOR THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP ON THE DOMAIN NAME FUNCTION IN ORDER TO SEE IF WE CAN MAKE THAT WORK FOR US. 
, AND IT DOES SEEM THAT THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP WILL NEED TO GO AT AN EVEN FASTER PACE THAN WE'VE SEEN IN THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP. AND AS FAR AS HOW NORWAY AND THAILAND WOULD PARTICIPATE FOR THE GAC IN THAT THIS IS SOMETHING THAT I THINK OUR COLLEAGUES FROM NORWAY AND THAILAND WOULD WANT TO HEAR ABOUT FROM THE GAC IF WE CAN GIVE THEM GUIDANCE, IF WE CAN GIVE THEM CLARITY ABOUT WHAT OUR EXPECTATIONS ARE AND I THINK HAVING THEM SHARING INFORMATION AS THEY ARE IN THIS SESSION AND AS THEY DID YESTERDAY IS CLEARLY GOING TO HELP US. SO THAT'S ONE EXAMPLE OF THE WAY IN WHICH WE CAN LOOK TO OUR COLLEAGUES. BUT, IF WE CAN SET CLEAR EXPECTATIONS AROUND THAT, IT'S TO OUR CLEAR ADVANTAGE. AND SINCE IT IS POSSIBLE FOR OTHER PARTICIPANTS TO JOIN -- AND WE HAVE SEEN SOME GOVERNMENTS ALREADY JOIN AS PARTICIPANTS IN THAT PROCESS, WELL THEN OTHERS ARE CERTAINLY OPEN. THERE'S AN OPENNESS TO THEM DOING THAT. SO THAT REMAINS AN OPTION FOR ANYONE THAT WANTS TO BE FOLLOWING THINGS MORE CLOSELY IN THAT PROCESS. 
SO WE DO HAVE SOME WORKING METHODS QUESTIONS. CERTAINLY SHARING INFORMATION IS GOING TO ASSIST US CERTAINLY AS FAR AS OUR GAC PARTICIPANTS IN THAT PROCESS ARE CONCERNED. AND THEN WHEN WE GET TO DISCUSSING THE ENHANCING PROCESS, THEN WE CAN TALK ABOUT WHAT THAT PROCESS IS NOW, WHAT IT LOOKS LIKE AND THEN DISCUSS HOW THE GAC WOULD PARTICIPATE IN THAT. SO I SEE REQUESTS FROM INDONESIA AND OVER AT THE END OF THE ROOM THERE. YES. AND I SEE -- AH, CTU. GREAT. OKAY. AND CHINA AND FRANCE. OKAY. INDONESIA, PLEASE. 
>>INDONESIA: THANK YOU, HEATHER. FIRST OF ALL, THE ICG ITSELF, I UNDERSTAND THAT AT THE MOMENT WE HAVE FIVE GAC MEMBERS AT ICG IF I'M NOT MISTAKEN AND THE ICG MEETING IS OPEN FOR ALL OF US. AND I'M QUITE HAPPY TO HERE THAT WE WILL HAVE SEVERAL MEETINGS WITH THE ICG TOMORROW OR SOMETHING LIKE THAT ABOUT THE PROCESS. 
AND ALSO I UNDERSTAND THAT WE WILL HAVE TO WAIT UNTIL -- WE'LL HAVE TO GET THE PUBLIC COMMENTS UNTIL 15 JANUARY 2015. 
AND SO I HOPE ALL THE GAC MEMBERS CAN PROVIDE INPUT, IDEAS, WHATSOEVER ESPECIALLY FOR OUR FIVE REPRESENTATIVES AT THE ICG. 
AND JUST TO GIVE A SHORT COMMENTS TO MR. ARASTEH THAT HIS BRIEF NOTES I FOUND IS VERY USEFUL. AND I APPRECIATE THAT. HOWEVER, TO GIVE RESPONSE TO THAT IS NOT AN EASY MATTER. AND WE HAVE -- IN INDONESIA WE HAVE TO DISCARD IT INTERNALLY FIRST BEFORE WE GIVE COMMENTS TO THE SUBSTANCE AS TO HOW ICG SUBSTANTIALLY CAN MOVE FORWARD. 
NOW, I WOULD LIKE THE SECOND TO GO TO THE SECOND THING THAT IS THE SUBSTANCE OF THE TRANSITION. IANA STEWARDSHIP. AS WAS COMMONLY UNDERSTOOD BY ALL OF US, IANA OPERATION WAS REQUESTED TO BE CONTROLLED BY THE MULTISTAKEHOLDERs AND NOT A GROUP OF COUNTRIES THAT IS VERY IMPORTANT. ON THE OTHER HAND, DURING SEVERAL MEETINGS INCLUDING THE LAST IGF IN TURKEY, THERE ARE QUESTIONS AS TO HOW THIS INSTITUTION IS NOT CONTROLLED BY A PARTICULAR COUNTRY OR WORKING UNDER A PARTICULAR COUNTRY LEGAL SYSTEM CAN BE FOUND. 
BECAUSE IF IT OPERATES, IT HAS TO BE LOCATED IN A PARTICULAR COUNTRY. SO HOW IT CAN WORK NOT UNDER A LEGAL SYSTEM OF THAT PARTICULAR COUNTRY. I ALSO ASK THIS QUESTION IN SEVERAL MEETINGS. AND IT'S VERY INTERESTING BECAUSE THE RESPONSE THAT I RECEIVED IS WELL, WE HAVE TO INVENT ONE SYSTEM FOR THAT. 
SO IN THIS MEETING PERHAPS THE GAC ITSELF IS A VERY IMPORTANT ORGANIZATION WITHIN ICANN THAT SHOULD INVENT AS HOW A MULTISTAKEHOLDER INSTITUTIONS, WHICH IS NOT GOVERNED BY A PARTICULAR LEGAL SYSTEM OF A PARTICULAR COUNTRY CAN BE FORMED. NOW, NOW, AT THE MOMENT AS FAR AS I UNDERSTAND, THERE'S ONLY ONE ORGANIZATION WHICH IS THE U.N. WHICH HAS ITS OWN U.N. SYSTEM AS ALL OF US KNOWS WHEN WE HAVE IGF IN TURKEY FOR EXAMPLE, THAT PARTICULAR AREA IS NOT A TURKISH JURISDICTION. IT IS A U.N. JURISDICTION. WHEN WE HAD THE SAME ONE IN BALI, THE BALI CONFERENCE CENTER IS NOT AN INDONESIA JURISDICTION. IT IS A U.N. JURISDICTION. PERHAPS WE SHOULD WORK TOGETHER AS TO HOW WE CAN HAVE AN AREA LIKE THAT WHERE THE MULTISTAKEHOLDERS GROUP CAN WORK AND NOT UNDER A PARTICULAR COUNTRY JURISDICTIONS. SO IT IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR LEGAL SYSTEM OR PARTICULAR COUNTRY. I DO NOT KNOW HOW IT IS POSSIBLE, BUT I THINK GAC IS IN A NICE POSITION IN A GOOD POSITION TO FIND A WAY OUT FOR THEM. FOR EXAMPLE, IS IT POSSIBLE THAT WE SET UP A MULTISTAKEHOLDER'S ORGANIZATIONS WHICH CAN USE U.N. LEGAL SYSTEM WHAT U.N. LEGAL SYSTEM BUT NOT RESPONSIBLE TO U.N., NOT RESPONSIBLE TO U.N. GENERAL ASSEMBLY. THERE'S NO SUCH THING LIKE THAT. BUT CAN WE DO THAT? I DO NOT KNOW. BUT GAC SHOULD BE IN A POSITION TO DISCUSS THIS. 
OR IS IT POSSIBLE TO HAVE ANOTHER ORGANIZATIONS, FOR EXAMPLE, WELL, WE HAVE UNITED NATIONS. MAYBE WE CAN HAVE A UNITED MULTISTAKEHOLDERS THAT CAN SET UP ITS OWN SYSTEM. IF IT IS AGREED BY ALL COUNTRIES, THEN WE HAVE -- WE CAN HAVE AN AGREEMENT WHERE THIS IANA ORGANIZATION MULTISTAKEHOLDER GROUP WILL NOT WORK UNDER A PARTICULAR COUNTRY LEGAL SYSTEM. SO IT IS A FREE SYSTEM FOR INTERNET GROUP. NOW I DO NOT KNOW HOW IT SHOULD WORK BECAUSE THERE'S NO SUCH THING LIKE THAT CURRENTLY AVAILABLE. BUT I THINK GAC IS, IS THE ORGANIZATION, SO WITHIN ICANN THAT CAN FIND A WAY OUT FOR THAT. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, INDONESIA. NEXT, I HAVE THE CTU, PLEASE. 
>> CTU: MADAM CHAIR. NIGEL FROM THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS UNION. I HEARD OUR COLLEAGUE FROM NORWAY SAY THAT ONE OF THE ASPECTS OF THE TRANSITION TO BE STUDIED IS THE CURRENT ROLE OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT IN HAVING STEWARDSHIP OVER IANA. AND ENSURING THAT THESE FUNCTIONS ARE APPROPRIATELY TRANSITIONED AS WELL. 
WHEN I LOOK AT THE ACTION ITEMS LISTED FOR THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP, I DON'T SEE THIS SPECIFIC ASPECT LISTED THERE. IS IT THAT THE -- THE STUDY OF THESE ITEMS, YOU KNOW, THE CURRENT RULE AND TRANSITION OF THE ROLE OF THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, IS THAT BEING STUDIED IN A DIFFERENT GROUP? AND WHETHER OR NOT IT IS, IS THIS AN ASPECT THAT SHOULD ALSO BE ON THE GAC WATCH LIST? THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: NORWAY, PLEASE. 
>>NORWAY: THANK YOU. NO, IT'S NOT ON THE LIST AS SUCH AS ON THE MANDATE OF THE WORKING GROUP. I THINK I TRIED TO DESCRIBE THAT THIS GROUP IS ALREADY WORKING. IT'S ALREADY STARTED TO DISCUSS WHAT WE HAVE TO LOOK AT IN THIS GROUP.AND ONE OF THE THINGS THAT HAS BEEN DESCRIBED AND IDENTIFY THE PLACES WHERE THE U.S. GOVERNMENT HAS EVOLVED TOWARDS IANA FUNCTIONS. SO THIS IS HOW IT WORKS, YOU KNOW? YOU HAVE A MANDATE AND THEN YOU START DIGGING. AND YOU HAVE TO SEE HOW TO FULFILL THE MANDATE. AND ONE OF THE THOSE THINGS THAT IS PUT FORWARD THAT WE SHOULD LOOK INTO IS TO IDENTIFY WHERE THE NTIA HAS A ROLE TOWARDS THE IANA FUNCTIONS. IS NOT TO -- YEAH. NOTHING MORE, NOTHING LESS. BUT IT IS ONE OTHER THING WE HAVE TO LOOK INTO. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, NORWAY. SOMETHING TO KEEP IN MIND IS THAT THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP TOOK THEIR MANDATE FROM THE ANNOUNCEMENT FROM THE NTIA AND THEN IT WAS FORMED AS A COORDINATION GROUP TO COORDINATE THE PROPOSAL TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE NTIA. AND THEY DEVELOPED A DOCUMENT CALLED AN RFP, COMMUNITIES DOCUMENT. OR A DOCUMENT AIMED AT INVITING THE PROPOSALS, THE PIECES OF THE PROPOSAL TO COME FROM THE DIFFERENT OPERATIONAL COMMUNITIES AND THE GROUPS ASSOCIATED WITH THEM TO COME UP WITH A PIECE OF THE PROPOSAL THAT CORRESPONDS TO ONE OF THE THREE MAIN IANA FUNCTIONS. SO, IF YOU WANT TO LOOK AT THE DOCUMENT THAT GAVE THE MANDATE TO THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP OR IS INVITING A RESPONSE ON THE PART OF THE OVERALL PROPOSAL THAT RELATES TO THE DOMAIN NAME FUNCTION, YOU CAN LOOK AT THE IANA COORDINATION GROUP DOCUMENT TO SEE SOME GUIDANCE THERE. I CAN SEE IRAN WHO IS ALSO PARTICIPATING IN THE ICG. PERHAPS YOU CAN ASSIST. 
>>IRAN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. LET US REPLY TO THE QUESTION ONE BY ONE. WE ARE GRATEFUL OUR DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUE FROM INDONESIA. BUT THE POINT HE RAISED IS OUTSIDE THE MANDATE OF GAC AND OUTSIDE THE MANDATE OF THE TRANSITION AND OUTSIDE THE MANDATE OF ICANN. HE REFERRED TO THE GOVERNANCE THE ISSUE. WE ARE NOT DEALING WITH THAT. HIS QUESTION IS VALID AND PERTINENT. BUT WE ARE NOT DISCUSSING THAT. AT THIS STAGE WE ARE DISCUSSING THE ISSUE OF THE TRANSITION OF THE IANA FUNCTION STEWARDSHIP FROM THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT TO NTIA TO THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER GLOBAL COMMUNITY. WE ARE NOT ABLE AT THIS STAGE TO SAY WHO ARE THESE MULTISTAKEHOLDER GLOBAL COMMUNITY. THIS IS THE ANSWER THAT INDONESIA WILL GET OUTSIDE AND HIS QUESTION IS VALID. SO WE CAN'T DISCUSS THAT. NOW, LET US COME TO THE SITUATION. FROM THE MOMENT THAT ICG WAS ESTABLISHED, FIRST, IN MY REPORT I HAVE MENTIONED THAT. ICG FIRST DISCUSSED ITS INTERNAL ORGANIZATIONS. HAVING SAID THAT, I THINK THE ICG HAS PROVIDED AND APPROVED ITS CHARTER. I INVITED PEOPLE TO READ THAT CHARTER. THEN ICG PROVIDED THE RFP, REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL FROM THE ENTIRE PEOPLE AND ENTIRE COMMUNITY FROM THIS ISSUE OF TRANSITION. AND THAT IS A DOCUMENT THAT I REQUEST COLLEAGUES TO READ THAT DOCUMENT. THEN ICG PREPARED A TIMELINE WHAT ACTION SHOULD BE DONE AT WHAT TIME AND WHAT IS THE TOTAL TIME FRAME WITHIN THE PURVIEW AND DISCUSSING THE 15th OF SEPTEMBER 2015 THAT NTIA PUT AS THE FIRST DEADLINE. 
THEN ICG DISCUSSED THE PROCESS OF GUIDELINE HOW DECISIONS SHOULD BE MADE. AND THAT IS ANOTHER DOCUMENT AND YOU HAVE IT AND I HAVE MENTIONED THAT IN MY REPORT TO YOU. 
NOW, WHAT WE ARE DISCUSSING HERE AMONG THE ACTIONS OF THE TRANSITIONS WHICH DELAYED TO THREE AREAS. AREA OF NAMES, WHICH IS ccNSO, GNSO, GAC IS INVOLVED IN BOTH. AND THE AREA OF NUMBERS, RIRs PLUS ISO AND THE AREA OF THE PARAMETERS AND THE PROTOCOL WHICH IS IETF. WE ARE NOW DISCUSSING ONE OF THEM. AND THAT IS NAMES. AND THAT IS THE ISSUE WHICH PART OF THE ICG. FOR THAT WE DISCUSSED THAT IT SHOULD BE GOOD TO GO TO THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP AND ASK THE COMMUNITY WHAT IS THEIR VIEW WITH RESPECT TO THE PREPARATION OF THE PROPOSALS UNDER THAT PARTICULAR SUBJECT. WE DON'T REFER TO NUMBERS. WE DON'T REFER TO PROTOCOL, ALTHOUGH NUMBERS AND PROTOCOLS, THEY ARE INTERCONNECTED WITH NAMES. BUT AT THIS STAGE WE SAY THE PROCESS HOW WE GET THE PROPOSALS FROM THE PEOPLE ENCOURAGING THEM AND IT WAS THOUGHT THAT WE ESTABLISHED THIS CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP FOR WHICH THERE IS A CHARTER AND REQUEST CTO TO READ THE CHARTER OF THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP MANAGING THAT WHAT IS THE DUTY, WHAT IS THE ACTION AND IF THAT CHARTER IT SHOULD NOT BE AVAILABLE MAYBE REQUEST A SECRETARIAT TO MAKE IT AVAILABLE. I THINK IT IS ALREADY TOM DID A LOT OF GOOD WORK BUT MAYBE REFERRED TO THE PEOPLE THAT THEY NEED TO READ THE CHARTER. SO SOME OF THESE QUESTIONS ARE NOT RELEVANT TO THIS DISCUSSION, MADAM, AT THIS MEETING. WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW THAT THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP HOW THROUGH THE GOOD OFFICES OF NORWAY AND THAILAND COULD ENCOURAGE THE PEOPLE TO PROPOSE SOMETHING FOR THAT 15th OF JANUARY WITH RESPECT TO THE NAMES ONLY. IF THEY WANT TO ALSO REFER TO THE NUMBERS AND TO THE PROTOCOLS IN CONNECTION WITH THE NAMES, THAT THEY COULD DO THAT. THE PROBLEM IS THAT IN THE FIRST PROCESS, THERE WAS ONLY ONE WEEK AND THERE WAS NO REACTION EXCEPT VERY FEW FROM THE GOVERNMENT AND COMMUNITIES AND OTHER DISTANCE IT IS A LONG TIME AND PEOPLE THEY HAVE TO DO THAT ALTHOUGH THEY MIGHT BE DIFFICULT TO GET. BUT I THINK THAT THIS SITUATION, WE SHOULD LIMIT THE DISCUSSION MODEL TO THE ISSUE OF THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IN RELATION WITH THE NAMING ccNSO AND AGAINST AND A GROUP OF THAILAND AND NORWAY AND HOW THEY COULD ENCOURAGE THE PEOPLE EITHER COLLECTIVELY, INDIVIDUALLY THROUGH GAC OR NOT THROUGH GAC OR BOTH TO COMMUNICATE AND GIVE THE VIEWS TO THAT -- TO THE ICG CHAIRMAN. WE SHOULD NOT MIXUP THE WHOLE THINGS. WE ARE NOT DISCUSSING THE WHOLE ISSUE. OTHERWISE, WE NEVER GET OUT OF THAT. LET US LIMIT OUR SELF TO WHAT WE ARE GOING TO DISCUSS. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, IRAN. NEXT, I HAVE CHINA, PLEASE. 
>>CHINA: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. WE WANT TO CHAIR SOME INITIAL THOUGHTS WITH COLLEAGUES. I SPEAK CHINESE. WE THINK THE UNDERGOING IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION. WE NEED TO CONSIDER TWO THINGS. FIRST, GAC EARLY PARTICIPATION. FOR NOW WE HAVE DISCUSSED A LOT ABOUT OUR ENGAGEMENT AND NOW PRACTICE. WE HAVE TAKEN ACTIONS TO I THANK THIS EARLY ENGAGEMENT FROM GAC IS VERY IMPORTANT BECAUSE THIS WILL MAKE SURE THAT THE TRANSITION IS ON TIME AND SMOOTH AND WE ALSO THINK THAT THE EARLY ENGAGEMENT FROM THE U.S. GOVERNMENT IS ALSO VERY IMPORTANT BECAUSE THE LAST PROPOSAL WILL BE DECIDED OR APPROVED BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT. WE HOPE THAT THE U.S. GOVERNMENT CAN ENGAGE IN THIS ENTIRE PROCESS IN AN EARLY WAY AND OFFER THEIR DISCUSSIONS TO MAKE SURE THAT THE TRANSITION IS SMOOTH. 
SECOND, THE FOCUS TOPICS OF THE IANA TRANSITION FROM THE PUBLIC INTERESTS VIEW GOVERNMENTS TAKE GREAT IMPORTANCE ON THE SMOOTH AND SECURE OPERATION OF THE INTERNET. SO IANA FUNCTIONS ARE VERY IMPORTANT. THEY'RE VERY IMPORTANT TO THE SECURE, STABLE AND RESILIENT OPERATION OF THE INTERNET. 
THE FUTURE -- THE DESIGN OF THE FUTURE MECHANISMS SHOULD BE AN IMPORTANT TOPIC IN THE ENTIRE PROCESS. FOR NOW, THE ICG HAS DISTINGUISHED THREE FUNCTIONS, NAMELY, NAMES, PROTOCOL. AND NUMBERS. I'M NOT SURE WHETHER THE ROOT ZONE IS ALSO INCLUDED. 
WHETHER THE ROOT ZONE IS IN THE AREA OF NAMING. 
ALSO, RSSAC AS THE ROOT ZONE OPERATOR IS IT INVOLVED IN THIS WHOLE PROCESS? I'M NOT SURE. 
ALSO, NTIA HAS A CONTRACT WITH ICANN, BUT ALSO HAS CONTRACTS WITH VERISIGN WITH THE COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS. 
SO I'M NOT SURE WHETHER THIS CONTRACT IS ALSO INCLUDED, WHETHER WE SHOULD ALSO CONSIDER THIS CONTRACT OR NOT, I'M NOT SURE. THAT'S MY OPINION. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOUING. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, CHINA. NEXT I HAVE FRANCE, PLEASE. 
>>FRANCE: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. THANK YOU. I -- OUR COLLEAGUE PUT FORTH VERY GOOD QUESTIONS. I WOULD LIKE TO THANK THE CHINESE AND THE INDONESIAN DELEGATIONS FOR OPENING THIS DISCUSSION. BUT I WOULD LIKE TO CHECK A POINT WITH YOU, MADAM CHAIR, ABOUT WE HAVE STARTED THE DISCUSSION OF THE SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES AND I BELIEVE THIS IS GOOD BECAUSE IF THEY CAN DEVOTE IT ITS TIME ONLY TO PROCESSES THAT WOULD BE A WASTE OF ENERGY. SO I WANT TO MAKE SURE THAT THE IANA ASPECT OF THIS REFORM WILL ENABLE US TO CARRY OUT A DISCUSSION OF SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES AND WHETHER THIS WILL BE INCLUDED IN OUR MEETING OR OUR SESSION ON ACCOUNTABILITY. IF THAT WERE THE CASE, MADAM CHAIR, I WOULD LIKE TO PARTICIPATE IN THAT SECOND PART OF THE SESSION. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: PLEASE GO AHEAD. 
>> THANK YOU, CHAIR, AND THANKS TO ALL FOR THIS VERY INTERESTING AND INFORMATIVE DISCUSSION. ALSO I'D LIKE TO THANK THE GAC'S ICG REPRESENTATIVE AND MR. AIR STAY FOR THE UPDATES THAT HAVE BEEN PRESENTING, THEY'VE BEEN USEFUL. LIKE MY INDONESIAN COLLEAGUE IT'S BEEN SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT TO KEEP UP RECENTLY BUT CERTAINLY WE ARE READING YOUR BRIEFS. I NOTE THE LAST ONE T COMPREHENSIVE BRIEF WAS SHARED WITH THE WHOLE GAC AND I'M WONDERING WHETHER GOING FORWARD IT WOULD BE USEFUL FOR THOSE ICG TO PROVIDE BRIEFS FROM THE MEETINGS TO SHARE THEM WITH THE WHOLE GAC SO EVERYONE GETS THE INFORMATION AND THERE'S NOT AN INFORMATION DISPARITY WITHIN THE GAC. THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR EFFORTS THERE. 
THANKS ALSO TO NORWAY AND THAILAND FOR VOLUNTEERING TO TAKE ON THE HUGE AMOUNT OF WORK THAT THE CCWG WILL INVOLVE. AND BUILDING OFF FRANCE'S SUGGESTION OF GOING TO SUBSTANCE, I RECALL YESTERDAY THAT NETHERLANDS MADE A SUGGESTION ABOUT WHETHER THE GAC BEGAN TO DEVELOP OR CONSIDER DEVELOPING SOME HIGH LEVEL POLICY PRINCIPLES THAT COULD GUIDE THE GAC'S REPRESENTATIVES INTERVENTIONS IN THESE SPACES SO THAT AT -- I MEAN, I THINK THAT WOULD SERVE A NUMBER OF PURPOSES. THE REPRESENTATIVES IN THESE WILL BE VERY BUSY, THINGS WILL BE MOVING QUICKLY, I THINK SOME HIGH LEVEL GUIDANCE ABOUT GOALPOST, FRAMEWORKS, ET CETERA, SOME BROAD THINGS THAT THE GAC CAN POTENTIALLY AGREE TO AS A GROUP MAY BE VERY USEFUL GUIDANCE. AND I THINK IT WOULD ALSO, IF WE BEGIN TO HAVE THAT DISCUSSION AT A PRINCIPLES LEVEL, IT MAY HELP THE GAC TAKE SOME STEPS FORWARD IN WHERE WE MIGHT LIKE TO SEE THIS GO, IF ANYWHERE. IT MAY BE THAT WE CAN'T AGREE ON VERY MUCH AND INDIVIDUAL COUNTRY WILLS INTERVENE ON THEIR OWN, BUT IT MAY BE AT A LEVEL OF PRINCIPLES ABOUT SECURITY, STABILITY, PREDICTABILITY SERVICE STANDARDS FOR IANA, SERVICE USERS, ET CETERA, THE GAC MAY BE ABLE TO AGREE AND I THINK WE SHOULD POTENTIALLY BEGIN THAT DISCUSSION RELATIVELY SOON. I AGREE WITH NETHERLANDS, THAT COULD BE A USEFUL STARTING POINT. 
>>NETHERLANDS: THANK YOU, AUSTRALIA FOR THAT PROPOSAL. IT DOES SEEM TO BE A USEFUL ONE FOR US. REGARDING PROCESS, OF COURSE, WE DO NEED TO HAVE CLARITY ABOUT THE PROCESS AND NOT EVERYONE HAS BEEN FOLLOWING THE VARIOUS PARTS OF THE IANA STEWARDSHIP AND ENHANCING ACCOUNTABILITY AS CLOSELY AS OTHERS, SO WE DO NEED TO HAVE CLARITY ON THAT AND TRY TO ADDRESS QUESTIONS OR REQUESTS FOR FURTHER INFORMATION HERE AND WITH THE ASSISTANCE OF OUR CAPABLE SUPPORT TO UNDERSTAND THOSE POINTS AND THAT ALLOWS US TO THEN HAVE SOME GREATER FOCUS ON THE SUBSTANCE OF THESE ISSUES. THERE ISN'T A PROPOSAL YET FOR THE GAC TO LOOK AT, BUT IF WE FOCUS ON PRINCIPLES OR GUIDANCE UP FRONT THAT WILL HELP US LATER ON WHEN WE ARE ACTUALLY GOING TO BE REVIEWING A PROPOSAL FOR THE ICG TO CONSIDER OR COORDINATE AND THEN FORWARD TO THE NTIA, THEN THAT DOES SEEM TO BE A VERY USEFUL APPROACH TO DOING THAT. OKAY. SO I HAD A REQUEST OVER HERE BRAZIL. THANK YOU EUROPEAN COMMISSION AND THEN INDONESIA. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]>> THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. I'D LIKE TO MAKE A COMMENT IN REGARD TO IT'S MORE A COMPREHENSIVE COMMENT, NOT EXACTLY LIMITED TO THIS ISSUE AT HAND. I HOPE THIS WILL NOT BE FOUND MY COMMENT IS THE FOLLOWING. FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF THE GOVERNMENT WE HAVE BEEN ACTIVE PARTICIPANTS IN ICANN FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS AND WE VALUE THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER APPROACH THAT IS UNDERTAKEN IN THE CONTEXT OF ICANN. BUT AS A GOVERNMENT, OUR MAIN CONCERN HAS BEEN ALONG THE YEARS AND WE HAVE BEEN VERY CLEAR ABOUT THAT IS ABOUT THE UNILATERAL JURISDICTION UNDER WHICH ICANN OPERATES. I'M SAYING THIS BECAUSE WE ARE INVOLVED IN A PROCESS IN WHICH WE SHOULD SEEK TO PROVIDE INPUT IN THE MOST CONSTRUCTIVE WAY WE CAN AND CONTRIBUTE, AND I AGREE WITH IRAN, THAT AT THIS POINT SOME ISSUES WOULD NOT BE THE FOCUS BUT AS A GOVERNMENTAL REPRESENTATIVE I CANNOT REFRAIN FROM THINKING THAT FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF GOVERNMENT -- FROM THE INTEREST OF GOVERNMENT THE DISCUSSION AROUND THE ICANN TRANSITION IS IMPORTANT BUT IT IS -- I WILL NOT SAY IT WOULD BE OUR MAIN CONCERN. WE ARE CONFIDENT THAT ICANN HAS BEEN OPERATING TECHNICALLY FROM A VERY -- IN A VERY GOOD WAY. WE ARE CONFIDENT THAT THIS WILL CONTINUE AFTER THE TRANSITION. BUT WE WOULD BE -- WE THINK THAT WOULD BE A LOST OPPORTUNITY IF THE PROPOSAL THAT WILL COME FORWARD IN SEPTEMBER 2015 WOULD BE LIMITED TO THIS VERY NARROW ASPECT OF THE TRANSITION. THE DISCUSSION ON ACCOUNTABILITY, ON TRANSPARENCY HAS BEEN GOING ON FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS, AND THERE IS A POINT THAT IT SHOULD CONTINUE TO PROCEED IN THAT WAY THAT IT HAS BEEN DONE. HOWEVER, WE CANNOT FORGET THAT THE ANNOUNCEMENT THAT WAS MADE BY THE NTIA ON MARCH 15 CHANGED THE DYNAMICS OF EVERYTHING WE HAVE BEEN DOING SO FAR. SO IF WE LIMIT THE TRANSITION TO THE MERE COMPLIANCE WITH THE CONDITIONS THAT WERE SPELLED OUT BY NTIA FOR THE TRANSITION, IF WE DON'T WE FORGET ABOUT THE OTHER ELEMENTS THAT FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF GOVERNMENT BE IMPORTANT TO SEE THE ICANN AND ICANN THAT WOULD BE SEEN MORE LEGITIMATE FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF WHAT IT HAS BEEN DONE FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF NOT BEING ATTACHED ONE SINGLE JURISDICTION BUT BEING RESPONSIBLE TO MULTIPLE -- TO THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER COMMUNITY. I THINK THE POINTS RAISED BY INDONESIA ARE VERY IMPORTANT FROM RESPECT OF GOVERNMENT INTEREST. I THINK THE IDEAL SOLUTION FOR US AS GOVERNMENTS WOULD BE TO COME UP WITH AN ORGANIZATION THAT IS -- THAT HAS A TRUE INTERNATIONAL STATUS, NOT INTERGOVERNMENTAL STATUS BUT AS INDONESIA WAS SAYING MAYBE SOMETHING WE CAN TRY TO FIND TO COME UP WITH THE SAME ENVIRONMENT WE HAVE THE U.N. BUT NOT LINKED TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, SOMETHING THAT WOULD BE RELATED TO THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER -- THIS IS SOMETHING NEW. THIS IS NOT SOMETHING THAT EXISTS. WE DO NOT HAVE ANY PRECEDENT OF THAT. BUT I THINK FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF THE OUTMAKE OBJECTIVE, IF WE LIMIT OURSELVES ONLY TO THESE NARROW IANA EXERCISE THAT WOULD BE VERY FRUSTRATING -- FRUSTRATING EXERCISE FROM THE POINT OF GOVERNMENT. AT LEAST BOTH PROCESSES SHOULD CONVERGE, THE ACCOUNTABILITY TRANSITION AND WE SHOULD HAVE ONE PROPOSAL THAT ENCOMPASSES BOTH. AND WILL BE LOOKING VERY MUCH TO THE DISCUSSION THAT WILL FOLLOW ON ACCOUNTABILITY BUT CERTAINLY WE THINK, AS IN OUR PAPER, WE HAVE TABLED INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACCOUNTABILITY. WE THINK BOTH SHOULD GO TOGETHER. WE CANNOT BE ENGAGED IN AN EXERCISE ONLY TO COMPLY WITH THE NTIA ANNOUNCEMENT. WE HAVE ALSO TO LOOK AT WHAT OUR GOVERNMENTAL INTERESTS AND I DON'T THINK THAT ONLY BY COMPLYING WITH THE NTIA FIVE POINTS WE ARE DOING THE BEST IN THE INTEREST OF OUR PEOPLES AT LARGE. 
AND TO THE LEGITIMACY OF THIS SYSTEM AS A WHOLE. SO I'LL STOP AT THAT AND I LOOK FORWARD TO THE DISCUSSION ON THAT. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, BRAZIL. NEXT I HAVE EUROPEAN COMMISSION, PLEASE. 
>>EUROPEAN COMMISSION: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. I'M JUST -- THIS IS JUST A QUESTION MORE TO PETER, I THINK ALSO. YOU WERE MENTIONING HIGH LEVEL PRINCIPLES ABOUT THE IANA TRANSITION AND THE INTEREST TO DO SUCH A THING. I MEAN, FOR MY POINT OF VIEW I'M JUST WONDERING IS THIS SOMETHING THAT WE SHOULD DRAFT IN A COMMUNIQUE THIS TIME OR IS IT SOMETHING THAT WE SHOULD DEVELOP IN A LONGER PERIOD? I MEAN, THAT'S JUST A MATTER THAT I THINK IS IMPORTANT FOR TRANSPARENCY FOR GAC TO KNOW IF WE WANT TO PUT SOMETHING IN THE COMMUNIQUE AND HOW WE WILL THEN DRAFT SOMETHING LIKE THAT HERE. I'M JUST OPEN TO THE -- THE SUGGESTION AND WANTED TO KNOW THE TIMELINE. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, EUROPEAN COMMISSION. AUSTRALIA, DID YOU HAVE COMMENTS TO OFFER OR -- 
>>AUSTRALIA: THAT'S A VERY GOOD QUESTION. I THINK IT WOULD BE USEFUL IF GAC COLLEAGUES THOUGHT ABOUT WHERE THEY'RE HAVING SOME PRINCIPLES WOULD BE USEFUL AS A FIRST STEP AND THEN WE COULD PROBABLY DISCUSS PROCESS. SO, YOU KNOW, THERE COULD BE SOMETHING IN THIS COMMUNIQUE THAT WOULD BE OBVIOUSLY QUITE CHALLENGING, GIVEN THE TIME. WE COULD FORM A WORKING GROUP OR WE COULD APPOINT A LEAD TO TRY TO LEAD ON THIS INTERCESSIONALLY. BUT I THINK IF WE ARE GOING TO GO DOWN THIS PATH SOONER RATHER THAN LATER WOULD BE USEFUL SO THAT OUR COLLEAGUES WHO WERE GOING TO BE EXTREMELY BUSY KEEPING UP WITH THINGS, WILL HAVE APPROPRIATE GUIDANCE. I MEAN, IF THERE IS GOING TO BE GUIDANCE, EARLIER WOULD BE BETTER, SO YEAH. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, AUSTRALIA. AND AGAIN, THE THEME OF THE DAY IS THAT WE HAVE SUCH A TIGHT TIMELINE THAT WE'RE WORKING AGAINST THAT IF WE ARE GOING TO LOOK AT PRINCIPLES, WE REALLY DO NEED TO START THAT NOW. AND THERE MAY BE PRINCIPLES OR COMMENTS THAT HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED AS PARTED OF THIS PROCESS THAT WE CAN REFER TO THAT WE CAN HELP TO START GETTING SOME PRINCIPLES TOGETHER. THERE MAY BE SOME THAT WE REFERRED TO WHEN WE INCLUDED TEXT IN OUR COMMUNIQUE ABOUT THE NTIA ANNOUNCEMENT AND SO ON. SO IT MAY BE THAT WE ALREADY HAVE SOME WORK THAT WE CAN DRAW ON AND THEN WE CAN PERHAPS FURTHER DEVELOP THAT. BUT IF WE ARE -- ARE GOING TO DO THIS, I THINK IT NEEDS TO BE SOONER RATHER THAN LATER FOR IT TO BE SERVING THE PURPOSE THAT WE ARE PURSUING. OKAY. 
I HAVE INDONESIA, SWITZERLAND, PORTUGAL, NORWAY, U.K., IRAN, SWEDEN, AND NETHERLANDS. 
>>INDONESIA: THANK YOU. FIRST OF ALL, I FULLY UNDERSTAND THAT AT THE MOMENT ICG IS SETTING UP SEVERAL THINGS AND THEY ARE SETTING UP THE CHARTER. ICG IS ALSO SETTING UP THE PROCEDURES TO MAKE DECISIONS AND SO ON. BUT IN ADDITION TO THAT -- I KNOW IT IS IMPORTANT BUT IN ADDITION TO THAT A GAC MEETING LIKE THIS IS VERY RARE. I THINK WE ONLY HAVE FLEE TIMES A YEAR, SOMETHING LIKE THAT. WE CAN HAVE MORE IF WE WANT, OF COURSE. BUT AS FAR AS I UNDERSTAND, AT THE MOMENT WE STILL HAVE THREE TIMES A YEAR MEETING LIKE THIS. AND THESE RARE OPPORTUNITIES SHOULD BE USED ALSO TO DISCUSS AT A MACRO LEVEL THE HIGH PRINCIPLES AS HOW WE CAN -- 
>> THERE ARE ONLY ONE PEOPLE IN THIS CONFERENCE. THIS CALL WILL BE -- 
[ LAUGHTER ] 
>>INDONESIA: WHAT'S THAT? OH, I HOPE MY -- MY COMMENT IS NOT BEING (INDISCERNIBLE). 
[ LAUGHTER ] 
OKAY. NOW WHERE AM I NOW? IT IS BASED ON THAT IDEA, HEATHER, THAT I PROPOSE THAT WE CAN ALSO DISCUSS DURING THESE RARE OPPORTUNITIES THE HIGH LEVEL PRINCIPLES AS HOW WE CAN TRANSFER IANA. I PROPOSE THAT IT'S ALSO BECAUSE DURING THE ICG IN TURKEY, FOR EXAMPLE, SOME DISCUSSION IN SOME MEETINGS, THEY SHOWED THE SIMILARITIES BETWEEN THE IANA TRANSFER OR INTERNET OPERATIONS WITH, SAY, GPS ACTIVITIES. AS YOU MIGHT -- AS YOU MIGHT AWARE GPS IS USED BY ALL PEOPLE HERE. WELL, THE DRIVER THAT BROUGHT ME YESTERDAY TO THIS HOTEL ALSO USED GPS, THE SAME THING WE USE IN JAKARTA, BALI, AND SO ON. UNTIL NOW GPS STILL OPERATED BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT AND NOT BY A MULTISTAKEHOLDERS, (INDISCERNIBLE) MULTISTAKEHOLDERS. AS A RESULT WE HAVE -- WE KNOW THE SITUATION NOW. WE HAVE (INDISCERNIBLE), WE HAVE GALILEO, WE HAVE (INDISCERNIBLE), ET CETERA. SO IF WE STILL HAVE ONE INTERNET, PERHAPS WE SHOULD START NOW TO DISCUSS HOW WE CAN HAVE IT ONE INTERNET, A NEUTRAL -- RUN BY NEUTRAL MULTISTAKEHOLDERRER ORGANIZATIONS. NOTS BEING -- NOT HAVING TO REPORT TO A PARTICULAR COUNTRY, NOT BIND IT -- NOT BIND BY -- NOT BINDING BY A PARTICULAR COUNTRY'S LEGAL SYSTEM AND SO ON. IT IS BASED ON THIS IDEA AND BASED ON THE MANY DISCUSSIONS DURING THE ICG IN TURKEY THAT I ALSO PROPOSE THAT WE SHOULD DISCUSS IT MORE ALSO AT A HIGH LEVEL PRINCIPLES IN ADDITION TO THE TIMELINE, TO THE CHARTER AND SO ON THAT'S BEEN DISTRIBUTED AFTER THE ICG FACE-TO-FACE MEETING IN IN ISTANBUL AND FOLLOWED BY THE THE CONFERENCE IN THE COMPUTERS AND SO ON. THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, INDONESIA. I HAVE SWITZERLAND NEXT, PLEASE. 
>>SWITZERLAND: THANK YOU. I'M TRYING TO BE BRIEF. I THINK THIS DEBATE IS EXTREMELY INTERESTING AND I WELCOME THE REMARKS MADE BY OTHER COLLEAGUES. I JUST WANTED TO SIGNAL THAT WE ALSO DO THINK IT'S A GOOD IDEA TO THINK ABOUT HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLES THAT WE COULD FORMULATE AND KNOWING THAT THE TIME IS SHORT AND THINGS ARE RUNNING FAST, WE WOULD NEED TO EITHER TRY TO COME UP WITH SOMETHING IN THE DRAFTING OF THE COMMUNIQUE, IF THAT IS NOT FEASIBLE WE WOULD NEED TO TAKE A DECISION PROBABLY ABOUT A PROCESS, SMALL SUB WORKING GROUP OR WHATEVER WE WOULD CALL IT THAT WOULD START WORKING IMMEDIATELY AFTER THIS MEETING TO AGREE ELECTRONICALLY ON SOMETHING LIKE THAT AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, SWITZERLAND. SO IF WE CAN START THINKING ABOUT WHAT THOSE PRINCIPLES MIGHT BE, LET'S START SEEING IF WE CAN BEGIN DISCUSS OR SHARE VIEWS ABOUT WHERE WE MIGHT START WITH THAT. THERE SEEMS TO BE AN OPENNESS TO US DOING THIS, SO LET'S GET TO THE POINT OF PROPOSING SOME. WE'VE HEARD A LOT ABOUT THE IMPORTANCE OF PRESERVING SECURITY AND STABILITY ALONG WITH RESILIENCY, SO MAYBE THAT'S A PRINCIPLE THAT WE CAN GET AGREEMENT AROUND. OKAY. NEXT I HAVE PORTUGAL. THANKS. 
>>PORTUGAL: THANK YOU. AND I'M GOING TO SPEAK IN PORTUGUESE. I WOULD LIKE TO THANK BRAZIL BECAUSE THEY MADE SOME COMMENTS IN THIS RESPECT AND I THINK THAT THE TRANSITION OF THE IANA FUNCTION IS SOMETHING THAT IS REALLY VERY IMPORTANT AND WE HAVE BEEN FOLLOWING THIS UP FROM THE VERY BEGINNING AS WELL AS THE GROUPS THAT HAVE BEEN CREATED, THE SUBGROUPS THAT HAVE BEEN CREATED AND WE KNOW THAT THIS IS IMPORTANT FOR THE ICANN AS WELL. 
IN TERMS OF ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY, THERE IS SOMETHING MORE THAN THAT. I THINK THAT THE GOVERNMENTS SHOULD BE HERE DISCUSSING A KIND OF A STRATEGY AND THEY SHOULD GIVE PRIORITY TO WHAT THEY CONSIDER IS MOST IMPORTANT FOR US IN THIS ECOSYSTEM WHERE THE GOVERNMENTS ARE LOCATED. BECAUSE WE ARE HERE AT ICANN, BUT WE ALSO PARTICIPATE IN SOME OTHER PLACES, SOME OTHER VENUES WHERE WE TALK ABOUT INTERNET GOVERNANCE ECOSYSTEM. SO OUR VIEW WITH RESPECT TO THIS ISSUE AND THE IANA TRANSITION IS JUST ONE OF THE ELEMENTS, IT'S ONE TECHNICAL ELEMENTS AND NOT A POLITICAL ELEMENT. BECAUSE THE TRANSITION OF THE IANA FUNCTION IS INCLUDED IN THE CONTRACT, WE KNOW THAT THIS WOULD HAPPEN. WE HAVE BEEN KNOWING THIS FOR A LONG TIME, BUT WHAT WE DON'T KNOW LET ME CHECK MY NOTES. WHAT I LIKE TO SAY. WE DO NOT KNOW YET WHAT WILL HAPPEN IN THE FUTURE WITH ICANN ITSELF. AND THAT'S THE MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE. WE WOULD LIKE TO CONTINUE WITH AN ORGANIZATION THAT IS REGULATED BY THE CALIFORNIA LAW, OR WE WOULD LIKE TO GENERATE ANOTHER ORGANIZATION REGULATED BY INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, PORTUGAL. 
NEXT I HAVE NORWAY. PLEASE. 
>>NORWAY: THANK YOU. 
IT WAS JUST A COMMENT ON THE TIMELINE, ACTUALLY, SO IT'S JUST TO ECHO WHAT WAS SAID, I THINK IT WAS FROM SWITZERLAND, THAT IF WE'RE GOING TO HAVE ANY GUIDELINES TO BE FED INTO THE CCWG, CWG PROCESS, IT HAS TO BE DONE AT THIS MEETING OR DIRECTLY AFTER BECAUSE WE HAVE TO SEND A REPORT BEFORE THE NEXT PHYSICAL MEETING, THE 15th OF JANUARY. WE HAVE THE MARRAKECH MEETING I THINK IS IN FEBRUARY. SO WE DON'T HAVE ANY TIME TO HAVE A DISCUSSION IN PLENUM ABOUT WHAT IS PUT FORWARD ON THE WORKING GROUP. 
SO IT IS UNFORTUNATELY, BUT IT'S JUST THE WAY THE TIMELINE IS SET NOW. AS IRAN SAID, IT'S NOT UP TO THE CWG TO DECIDE ANY OTHER TIMELINE, SO IT IS WHAT WE HAVE TO DEAL WITH. 
OKAY. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, NORWAY. 
AUSTRALIA, DO YOU WANT ME TO PUT YOU IN THE QUEUE OR -- YEAH. OKAY. 
ALL RIGHT. SO NEXT I HAVE U.K. PLEASE. 
>>UNITED KINGDOM: YES, THANK YOU, CHAIR. AND THANK YOU EVERYBODY WHO HAS CONTRIBUTED SO FAR. I THINK WE ARE NOW SUCCESSFULLY MOVING TOWARDS FOCUS ON SUBSTANCE, AND THAT'S VERY WELCOME INDEED. 
I VERY MUCH SUPPORT THE PROPOSAL FOR DEVELOPING PRINCIPLES, I THINK. THAT'S A VERY GOOD START POINT FOR THE GAC TO HAVE. 
A NUMBER OF ADMINISTRATIONS, INCLUDING U.K., HAVE NATIONAL STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION PROCESSES RELATING TO IANA UNDER WAY, AND I THINK THAT NEEDS TO BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT. 
I THINK WE CAN -- WE CAN CERTAINLY IDENTIFY SOME IMPORTANT HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLES AT THIS MEETING. WE'VE ALREADY TOUCHED ON SOME OF THEM ALREADY IN TERMS OF SECURITY AND STABILITY. ACCOUNTABILITY OF OPERATIONAL FUNCTIONS TO BE UNDERTAKEN UNDER THE NEW STEWARDSHIP ARRANGEMENTS. TRANSPARENCY OF POLICY DECISIONS. REDRESS MECHANISMS HAVE BEEN TO BE FULLY OPEN AND EFFECTIVE WITH ABSOLUTE CLARITY FOR ALL STAKEHOLDERS ACROSS THE WORLD. 
AND ULTIMATELY, ONE WOULD HOPE THAT THERE BE SOME REVIEW FRAMEWORK OF ACCOUNTABILITY, I THINK AS A CHECK ON HAVE WE GOT THE RIGHT SOLUTION. 
WE MIGHT CONSIDER A PRINCIPLE ALONG THOSE LINES. OF. 
I THINK WE'RE GETTING TO A USEFUL LIST OF KEY STRATEGIC ISSUES WHICH WE COULD TRY AND CAPTURE IN A COMMUNIQUE. BUT AS I SAY, I THINK YOU OUGHT TO ALLOW TIME FOR PERHAPS SOME OF THE DETAIL TO BE CONSIDERED BY GOVERNMENTS WITHIN THEIR NATIONAL PROCESSES. 
NOW, WE ALL NEED TO MOVE FASTER. I READILY CONCUR WITH ALL COLLEAGUES ON THAT. AND PERHAPS WE MIGHT CONSIDER -- WE MIGHT CONSIDER SOME INTERSESSIONAL CONSULTATION AS THE GAC. NOT ONLY ON THIS, ON IANA, BUT ALSO ON ACCOUNTABILITY. I MEAN, THE TIMELINE FOR THAT IS VERY TIGHT. WE SEE FROM THE DOCUMENT JUST RELEASED THAT IT'S ANTICIPATED THERE BE A FIRST MEETING OF THE CCWG, THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP ON ENHANCING ACCOUNTABILITY, IN MID-NOVEMBER SO WE ALL HAVE TO WORK PRETTY FAST. 
SO PERHAPS WE MIGHT CONSIDER SOME SCHEDULING OF INTERSESSIONAL TO DECIDE WHAT WE PUT OUT ON THE COMMUNIQUE. 
I PUT THAT ON THE TABLE AS A THOUGHT ON THE WAY FORWARD. 
THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, U.K. 
NEXT I HAVE IRAN. 
>>IRAN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. ONCE AGAIN, I REQUEST YOURSELF AND DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUE OF GAC THAT AT THIS STAGE, AT THIS SESSION WE ARE SITTING, WE CONCENTRATE ON THE TRANSITION AND ISSUE RELATING TO THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP RELATING TO THE NAMES, SO ON, SO FORTH, WITHIN THE ISSUE OF THE ICG. HOWEVER, THE POINT RAISED BY PORTUGAL AND BY UNITED KINGDOM RELATING TO ACCOUNTABILITY ARE VERY VALUED POINT BUT WE'RE DISCUSSING LATER ON I HAVE SOME INPUT TO SUBMIT. 
NOW, COMING BACK TO THE SITUATION, THE QUESTION RAISED BY OUR DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUE FROM INDONESIA, SUPPORTED BY PEOPLE, IF I SEE NOT MISTAKEN, BY FRANCE AND RESTATED BY BRAZIL IS VALID POINT . BUT THE MODALITY THAT WE REFER TO THE "YOU" AND SO ON, SO FORTH, WE HAVE TO BE VERY CAREFUL. WE SHOULD NOT GET TO THE TRAP OF MULTILATERALISM VERSUS MULTISTAKEHOLDERISM. IT IS VERY, VERY SENSITIVE AND DELICATE ISSUE. 
LET US HAVE THE MATTER DIFFERENTLY AS WAS PROPOSED BY AUSTRALIA. 
IF YOU WANT TO HAVE HIGH LEVEL, IF COLLEAGUES HAVE READ IN MY REPORT, WHICH I THINK SOME HAVE O IN THE I SAID THAT THE CONCEPT OF OVERSIGHT MECHANISM COULD LEGITIMATELY INCLUDE NEW INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENT THAT MOVE THE IANA FUNCTION OUT OF ICANN, AND SO ON, SO FORTH. 
THEY SAID WITHIN THE PROPOSAL THIS SHOULD NOT BE EXCLUDED, WHICH INDONESIA REFERRED, WHICH IS RIGHT, AND I REFER TO THE OTHER PART OF MY REPORT, WHICH I HOPE YOU HAVE READ THAT. AFTER THE TRANSITION, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE AS AN ENTITY WITH THAT OVERSIGHT? WE COULD NOT SAY MULTISTAKEHOLDERISMS OR MULTISTAKEHOLDER COMMUNITY. WHO WILL BE THAT? I RAISED THIS QUESTION IN OTHER PART OF MY REPORT IN FIVE OR SIX QUESTIONS THAT I HOPE COLLEAGUES HAVE READ THAT AND THAT ARE -- JUST, IF YOU GIVE ME A MINUTE, I I BRING THAT TO MAKE IT QUITE CLEAR THAT, FIRST OF ALL, I REFER TO THE FOUR FUNCTIONS MADE CURRENTLY BY IANA. THE COORDINATION OF THE ASSIGNMENT OF TECHNICAL INTERNET PROTOCOL PARAMETERS; THE ADMINISTRATIONS OF CERTAIN RESPONSIBILITIES ASSOCIATED WITH THE INTERNET DNSSEC ROOT ZONE MANAGEMENT; THE ALLOCATION OF INTERNET NUMBERING RESOURCES; AND OTHER SERVICES RELATED TO THE MANAGEMENT OF THE ARPA AND INT TOP-LEVEL DOMAIN TDT AND SOME OF THESE FUNCTIONS ARE ASSIGNED TO ICANN AND OTHERS TO OTHERS, VERISIGN, AND SO FORTH. 
NOW, I RAISED AFTER TRANSITION TO GLOBAL COMMUNITY, WHO WILL PERFORM THE OVERSIGHTING FUNCTION CURRENTLY BEING DONE BY IANA? WHO? 
THIS IS ONE OF THE HIGH-LEVEL PRINALS AUSTRALIA MENTIONED. 
 WHO REQUESTED THE AUTHORITATIVE FOR THE ROOT ZONE, THAT IS THE QUESTION BY CHINA. 
SO I HAVE RAISED THIS IN MY REPORT. 
IF WE WANT TO START HAVING SOME HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLE, FIRST OF ALL, MADAM, WE NEED TO DO IT AT THIS MEETING. IT WILL BE TOO LATE IF WE START EVEN INTERSESSIONALS. 
IT WOULD BE DIFFICULT TO RAISE THIS QUESTION, AND SO ON, SO FORTH, AND HAVE THIS HIGH LEVEL. HOWEVER, WE SHOULD PUT IN THE SENSE THAT BRAZIL MENTIONED, NOT REFERRING TO THE U.N. BASED OR U.N. MODEL OF THE MULTILATERALISM, BUT SOME INTERNATIONALLY OVERSIGHT PRINCIPLES AND SO ON, SO FORTH, TO AT LEAST COMPLY WITH THE CONDITIONS OF THE TRANSITION FUNCTION THAT IANA MENTIONED IN 14 -- SORRY, IANA IN 14th OF MARCH, 2014. SO WE HAVE TO APPLY TO THAT. 
SO WE NEED TO SIT DOWN AND HAVE THIS PRINCIPLE, IF POSSIBLE, WHERE SEE WHERE IT GOES AND ALSO IN ICG SOME OF THESE QUESTIONS HAVE BEEN RAISED. I HAVE THE ISSUE OF EXTENT OF EMAIL FROM CERTAIN ICG MEMBER, THEY ARE TALKING OF THIS MECHANISM. WHO AND WHAT MECHANISM WILL BE. 
 NOW, WHEN WE DISCUSS THE ACCOUNTABILITY AT THE NEXT MEETING, WE HAVE EXACTLY THE SAME THING. AFTER THE END OF THE PROCESS, ICANN WOULD BE ACCOUNTABLE TO WHOM? IT COULD NOT BE ACCOUNTABLE TO HIMSELF. SO THAT IS ANOTHER ISSUE. 
SO WE NEED TO HAVE THIS ONE. AND I'M VERY GRATEFUL TO THE DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUE TO RAISE THE QUESTIONS. 
WHEN WE COME TO THE COMMUNITIES, WE HAVE TO SAY WHO ARE THESE COMMUNITIES? WHAT ARE THE LEGITIMACY OF THESE COMMUNITIES? WHAT ARE THE FOOTING OF THESE COMMUNITIES? WHAT ARE THE FOOTING OF THESE COMMUNITIES VIS-A-VIS THE GOVERNMENT? WHETHER THE GOVERNMENT HAVE THE EQUAL FOOT OG R NOT EQUAL FOOTING? 
THAT IS THE ISSUE RAISED AT NETMUNDIAL AND THE REPORT OF NETMUNDIAL. SO I FULLY AGREE WE SHOULD DEVOTE TIME AT THIS MEETING TO HAVE THESE PRINCIPLES IN A VERY PRECISE AND CONCISE MANNER SO FAR NOT POLITICALLY, MORE TECHNICALLY AND PROCEDURALLY, AND TO SEE WHAT WE CAN DO AND PUT IT IN THE COMMUNIQUE AND TRANSMIT THAT TO THE COMMUNITY TO REPLY TO THAT. AND I THANK YOU VERY MUCH. >>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, IRAN. SO I HAVE SWEDEN, NETHERLANDS, AUSTRALIA, GERMANY, AND FRANCE. 
SWEDEN, PLEASE. 
>>SWEDEN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. 
SINCE WE ARE DISCUSSING THE MACRO PERSPECTIVE, I JUST THOUGHT I WOULD PUT OUT ANOTHER ALTERNATIVE VIEW ON THAT. 
WE'RE TALKING ABOUT THE REPLACEMENT OF NTIA, AN NTIA THAT, FRANKLY, THE FEAR HAS BEEN THEY HAD THE POWER OF MAKING POINT OF IMPACT CONSIDERATIONS AND THERE HAVE BEEN SUSPICIONS OF THEM MAKING POLICY CONSIDERATIONS, AND WHATEVER. AND NOW WHEN WE'RE TALKING ABOUT AN ALTERNATIVE, WE'RE TALKING ABOUT AN ALTERNATIVE WHERE EVERYBODY SHOULD BE AT THE TABLE IN ORDER TO POSSIBLY CHECK ON EACH OTHER. NOT -- TO MAKE SURE THAT NOBODY IS MAKING POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS THAT THEY WOULDN'T ACCEPT. 
AN OPTION TO THIS, AN ALTERNATIVE TO THIS WOULD BE TO HAVE A NEUTRAL THIRD PARTY PERFORMING THE OVERSIGHT OF THE IANA. SO NOT TO REPLACE ONE BODY WITH THE POWERS OF POLICY CONSIDERATION BUT REPLACING IT WITH A BODY THAT HAS NO POLICY CONSIDERATION POWERS AT ALL. AN INDEPENDENT, IF YOU LIKE, TASKED WITH THE ROLE OF THE COMPLIANCE WORK ORDER ONLY. 
 SO WE COULD CONSIDER, FOR INSTANCE, JUST AS AN EXAMPLE CONTRACTING THREE FIRMS DOING LEGAL SERVICE OR AUDIT SERVICE TO PERFORM THIS COMPLIANCE CHECK. 
NOW, THIS WOULD -- AND THEY WILL THREE DO IT IN PARALLEL. 
THIS WOULD REQUIRE THAT WE HAVE VERY GOOD QUALITY OF POLICIES AND RULES AND REGULATIONS IN PLACE IN ORDER FOR THEM TO HAVE A VERY CLEAR -- KNOWING VERY CLEARLY HOW TO TREAT THE IANA WORK ORDER, HOW TO -- WHAT TO CHECK THE COMPLIANCE WITH. 
SO THAT WOULD BE THE TASK OF GOVERNMENTS AND ANY OTHER PARTICIPANT IN THE ICANN COMMUNITY, TO MAKE SURE THAT THERE ARE SUCH POLICIES IN PLACE, WORKING IN THE GAC AND IN OTHER CONSTITUENCIES AS WELL.AND OF COURSE THERE ARE SOME QUESTIONS TO THIS. HOW WOULD WE CONTRACT THIS? HOW WOULD WE MAKE OVERSIGHT OF THEM, SO TO SPEAK? BUT THIS IS ALSO THE INFINITE REGRESSION OF WHO OVERSEES THE OVERSEER. BUT I THINK THAT COULD BE DEALT WITH AS WELL. AND HOW WOULD YOU DO THE CONTRACTING FOR THE IANA FUNCTIONS AS WELL. BUT I THINK THERE ARE SOLUTIONS TO THAT AS WELL. 
SO JUST AS AN ALTERNATIVE TO MULTILATERAL OR MULTISTAKEHOLDER MODEL, CONSIDER A THIRD-PARTY OPTION AND I DO SUPPORT TO START TALKING ABOUT THE PRINCIPLES AND THEN MOVE ON TO THE MACRO ISSUES LATER. 
THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, BE SWEDEN. 
NETHERLANDS. 
>>NETHERLANDS: THANK YOU, HEATHER, FOR THE WORDS. 
COMING BACK TO THE MANY -- THE GOOD DISCUSSION WE HAD. YIK I THINK WE HAD, FROM THE NETHERLANDS POINT OF VIEW, WE HAD ALWAYS HAD THE POSITION THAT WE WOULD NOT LIKE TO DESIGN OR CODESIGN THIS NEW MODEL. I THINK THE STAKEHOLDERS THEMSELVES WOULD BE THE BEST -- LET'S SAY THE BEST PARTIES TO BE CAPABLE TO DO THIS. ALTHOUGH I LIKE THE IDEA OF A THIRD PARTY FROM SWEDEN. BUT WE SHOULD STICK TO THE PRINCIPLES BECAUSE THAT IS OUR ROLE AS THE ADVISORY BODY. WE HAVE TO ADVISE IN THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC INTEREST, AND THAT'S WHAT WE SHOULD DO, AS WE DID WITH GAC PRINCIPLES ON DELEGATION/REDELEGATION, NEW gTLD, ET CETERA. 
ONE POINT WHICH I WOULD ADD IS THAT ALTHOUGH THE CRITERIA THAT NTIA FORMULATED, AND THE FIFTH ONE ABOUT NONGOVERNMENTAL, LET'S SAY, DOMINANCE -- SORRY, GOVERNMENT DOMINANCE, I THINK THESE ARE -- WE WELCOME THEM IN THE FORM OF COMMUNIQUE, I REMEMBER, BUT IT'S A STARTING POINT. 
I THINK I HEARD SOME CONSIDERATIONS BY AUSTRALIA AND U.K., AND ALSO BY BRAZIL, CHINA, SETTING THIS CRITERIA IS GOING A LITTLE BIT FURTHER THAN IT SHOULD BE IN THE INTEREST OF THE SECURITY AND STABILITY. 
THESE ARE VERY GENERAL THOUGHTS. 
SO IT'S REALLY ABOUT THE CRITERIA OF THE OVERSIGHT. WHETHER IT'S A GROUP OF PERSONS AND INSTITUTION OR WHATEVER, BUT IT'S ABOUT THE -- I WOULD SAY THE INDEPENDENCE, NEUTRALITY, FREE OF INTERESTS OF STAKEHOLDERS THEMSELVES; MECHANISMS WHICH SHOULD LEAD TO THE OVERSIGHT. 
SO GIVEN THE TIME CONSTRAINTS, I VERY MUCH AGREE WITH, I THINK, SWITZERLAND'S IDEA OF HAVING AN INTERNATIONAL CONSULTATION INTERNALLY. I THINK U.K. SAID THIS ALSO. BECAUSE OUR NEXT MARRAKECH MEETING WILL BE TOO LATE. I THINK THE ICG HAS ALREADY EVEN ASSESSED THE PROPOSALS FROM THE COUNCIL -- SORRY, THE CROSS-COMMUNITY WORKING GROUPS. 
THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, NETHERLANDS. 
SO NEXT I HAVE GERMANY, AUSTRALIA, FRANCE, AND DENMARK. 
GERMANY, PLEASE. 
>>GERMANY: YES, THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. AND I ALSO WOULD LIKE TO THANK ALL THE COLLEAGUES WHO PARTICIPATED IN THIS DISCUSSION. I THINK IT WAS QUITE FRUITFUL AND BRINGING QUITE A LOT OF IDEAS ALSO TO OUR OWN THINKING. 
I -- FROM OUR UNDERSTANDINGS, THIS IDEA TO DEVELOP SOME GENERAL PRINCIPLES SEEMS TO BE QUITE, QUITE VALID AND A SENSIBLE APPROACH, AND WE SURELY WOULD SUPPORT IT. AND I THINK THAT ISSUES MENTIONED BY -- IN PARTICULAR, BY OUR COLLEAGUE FROM THE U.K. SOUNDED GOOD. AND LEADING IN A CORRECT DIRECTION. 
I ALSO WOULD LIKE TO ADD WE MAY LIKE TO ADD SOME OF THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES GIVEN BY THE U.S. GOVERNMENT, BECAUSE IF I READ THROUGH THESE PAPERS, IT'S GENERAL PRINCIPLES WE PROBABLY ALL WOULD LIKE TO SUPPORT. IF I READ DEVELOPMENT AND SUPPORT OF THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER MODEL, RETEPINGS OF THE SECURITY AND STABILITY OF THE DOMAIN SYSTEM, CONTINUATION OF THE OPENNESS OF THE INTERNET, I THINK THESE ARE GENERAL PRINCIPLES WE PROBABLY ALL WOULD LIKE TO SUPPORT AND THAT THESE PRINCIPLES NEED TO BE INTEGRATED IN THIS COMPROMISE -- IN THESE DISCUSSIONS. 
WHAT I FIND A VERY CHALLENGING ISSUE IS MERELY TO UNDERSTAND AND FIND A COMMON UNDERSTANDING ON THE QUESTION OF WHAT DO WE CONSIDER TO BE ACCOUNTABILITY. BECAUSE IT'S, FROM MY PERSPECTIVE, IT'S A VERY SHINY TERM, AND THERE ARE DIFFERENT APPROACHES AND DIFFERENT UNDERSTANDINGS IN FINDING SOME COMMON UNDERSTANDING ON THAT SEEMS TO BE RATHER CHALLENGING FOR US ALL. NEVERTHELESS, I THINK THE APPROACH SOME COLLEAGUES HAVE PROPOSED SEEMS, FROM OUR PERSPECTIVE, TO BE QUITE, QUITE USEFUL, AS I SAID BEFORE, TO START A DISCUSSION WITH GENERAL PRINCIPLES AND HOPEFULLY FIND SOME WAY FORWARD. AND AS ALSO STATED, THIS NEEDS TO BE DONE RATHER BEFORE -- BEFORE MARRAKECH. AND THAT MEANS PROBABLY BEFORE THE END OF THIS YEAR, IF WE REALLY WANT TO PARTICIPATE IN THE DISCUSSION. 
THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU FOR THAT, GERMANY. 
AUSTRALIA, PLEASE. 
>>AUSTRALIA: THANK YOU, CHAIR. 
TO BE HONEST, THE DISCUSSION'S MOVED ON FROM WHEN I PUT MY HAND UP, SO I'M THINKING NOW THAT MANY -- AGREEING WITH GERMANY THAT MANY OF THE PRINCIPLES OR THE SHELLS OF PRINCIPLES PUT FORWARD BY THE U.K. SOUNDED LIKE A VERY GOOD IDEA. I ALSO QUITE LIKE THE IDEA THAT PERHAPS THERE ARE SOME VERY HIGH LEVEL AND UNCONTROVERSIAL ONES THAT WE MAY BE ABLE TO AGREE ON IN THE VERY SHORT TERM. POTENTIALLY EVEN HERE IF WE'RE ABLE TO GET A SMALL GROUP TO DRAFT SOME TEXT TO PUT ON THE TABLE FOR DISCUSSION ON THE COMMUNIQUE, AND THEN WE TAKE SOME MORE COMPLICATED ONES INTERSESSIONALLY. BUT THAT'S JUST SOME THINKING. WOULD LIKE TO BREAK IT UP INTO SOME ONES THAT ARE LESS CONTROVERSIAL AND POTENTIALLY LESS COMPLICATED. 
AND ONE THING TO THROW OUT THERE, WHILE THE DISCUSSION HAS ALREADY STARTED. SO TO MY COLLEAGUE FROM SWEDEN ABOUT HAVING AN EXTERNAL THIRD PARTY, AN INDEPENDENT THIRD PARTY DO SOME SORT OF AUDITING. I THINK WE CAN ALL AGREE THAT THAT THAT'S PROBABLY AN ATTRACTIVE IDEA ON THE FACE OF IT. JUST I'VE ACTUALLY BEEN DISCUSSING THIS SAME IDEA WITH COLLEAGUES RECENTLY, AND THEY'VE SUGGESTED ONE THING TO THINK ABOUT WAS THIS IS WHAT ICANN OFTEN DOESs CONTRACTING THIRD PARTIES TO PROVIDE INDEPENDENT ADVICE. AND IN THE CASE OF THE NEW gTLD PROGRAM, SOME OF THOSE INDEPENDENT COMMITTEES AND PARTIES PROVIDED ADVICE WHICH WAS SOMETIMES INCONSISTENT, SOMETIMES MISSED SOME THINGS, AND IT WAS KIND OF A "BE CAREFUL WHAT YOU WISH FOR" KIND OF APPROACH. 
AND THAT'S BEEN SUGGESTED TO MOW THAT ONE THING TO THINK ABOUT IS INSTEAD OF REDESIGNING SOME NEW IDEAL ICANN MARK 2 TO OVERSEE ICANN MARK 1, WHY DON'T WE JUST MAKE SURE THE ICANN WE HAVE IS WORKING REALLY, REALLY WELL, IS INTERNALLY ROBUST AND HAS THOSE NECESSARY CHECKS AND BALANCES. 
 THAT'S JUST SOMETHING OUT THERE FOR DISCUSSION PROBABLY IN THE COMPLICATED BASKET BUT WE'LL SEE. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, AUSTRALIA. THAT'S VERY HELPFUL. TO YOUR LAST POINT, THEN I THINK THE PRINCIPLE THAT WE MIGHT DISCUSS TAKING OUT OF THAT IS NEUTRALITY. SO WHILE WE MAY NOT BE ABLE TO GATHER AROUND THERE BEING A SPECIFIC THIRD PARTY AUDITING BODY, SOMETHING LIKE THAT, OR MAYBE IT'S JUST TOO SOON FOR US TO COME TO A CONCLUSION ON THAT, THE CONCEPT OF NEUTRALITY IS SOMETHING MAYBE WE CAN START DISCUSSING AS A PRINCIPLE. SO I LIKE YOUR PROPOSAL IN THAT IT ALLOWS US TO DEAL WITH THE FACT THAT WE ARE HERE AND ABLE TO MEET IN THE MARGINS AND COME UP WITH SOMETHING AS WELL AS RECOGNIZING THAT WE MAY NEED MORE TIME TO ELABORATE ON THESE THOUGHTS FURTHER. 
OKAY. SO NEXT I HAVE FRANCE. 
>>FRANCE: THANK YOU, CHAIR. I WOULD LIKE TO SAY THE FOLLOWING: I COMMEND MY DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUE FROM IRAN'S COMMENT AND IT'S NECESSARY FOR US TO MOVE FORWARD IN TERMS OF THE IANA STEWARDSHIP TRANSITION. THAT IS IMPORTANT. HOWEVER, I WOULD LIKE TO ECHO THE COMMENTS BY OUR COLLEAGUES FROM BRAZIL AND PORTUGAL. THAT IS, IT IS IMPOSSIBLE TO CONSIDER THAT THE TRANSITION OF THE IANA STEWARDSHIP, THE TRANSITION OF THE STEWARDSHIP OF THOSE IANA FUNCTIONS IS COMPLETE, IS TO BE CONSIDERED AS COMPLETE. THAT CANNOT BE CONSIDERED AS COMPLETE IN AS MUCH AS THE ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY REVIEW HAS NOT BEEN CONCLUDED. BOTH TOPICS ARE CLOSELY RELATED AND THEY CANNOT BE SEPARATED. A WHILE AGO I ASKED WHETHER THE ACCOUNTABILITY TRACK WAS GOING TO BE ADDRESSED IN DETAIL DURING THIS SESSION. AND I RECEIVED NO REPLY. HOWEVER, I SEE THAT OUR GAC AGENDA INCLUDES THE IANA TRANSITION AND THE ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY TRACK AS WELL. WE HAVE HALF AN HOUR LEFT FOR THIS SESSION. AND I BELIEVE THIS IS THE ONLY TIME ALLOCATED TO ADDRESSING THIS TOPIC. SO I WILL ADDRESS THIS TOPIC NOW. WE HAVE SERIOUS ISSUES TO BE ANALYZED REGARDING ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY. OUR RECENT EXPERIENCE FOR US IN EUROPE SHOWS THAT THE APPEAL MECHANISMS IN ICANN ARE NON-CREDIBLE OR LACK CREDIBILITY OR ELSE ARE UNFAIR AND THEY ARE NOT ACCESSIBLE TO EVERYONE. WE HAVE A VERY UNPLEASANT SUPPLIES. OUR RECONSIDERATION REQUESTS WERE EXAMINED BY THE VERY SAME PEOPLE THAT HAD TAKEN OR MADE THE DECISIONS THAT WE WERE APPEALING. AND NO ONE CAN SAY THAT THIS PROCESS IS CREDIBLE. 
A CERTAIN NUMBER OF INDUSTRIES AND THE COMMISSION PREPARED TO FORM AN IRP, AN INDEPENDENT REVIEW PANEL. AND WE DO KNOW THAT THIS PROCEDURE WILL BE VERY COSTLY WHO IN THIS ROOM CAN ASSURE OR CERTIFY THAT EVERYONE WILL HAVE ACCESS TO THIS PROCEDURE IN PRACTICE? WHO CAN SAY THAT THIS IS A FAIR AND ACCESSIBLE PROCEDURE? MADAM CHAIR, WE WANT THESE ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED. THE NETMUNDIAL STATEMENT MENTIONS THE INTERNET AS A PUBLIC RESOURCE THAT HAS TO BE MANAGED IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST. NOT ONLY IN THE INTEREST OF THE ICANN GLOBAL MULTISTAKEHOLDER COMMUNITY, BUT IN THE INTEREST OF THE ICANN COMMUNITY ITSELF OR THE INTERNET GLOBAL COMMUNITY ITSELF. 
ICANN WAS PART OF THAT STATEMENT. SO IT MUST ADHERE TO THE PRINCIPLES THERE. THE ICANN BOARD MAKES DECISIONS ACCORDING TO THE INTERESTS OF THE ORGANIZATION. SO A GENERAL ASSEMBLY NEEDS TO BE SET FORTH SO AS TO GUARANTEE THAT THE PUBLIC INTEREST IS PROTECTED AND THAT ALL THE MULTISTAKEHOLDERS INTERESTS ARE PROTECTED. EVEN BEFORE THE MEETING IN ISTANBUL REGARDING ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY, ICANN TOLD US THAT THIS PROCESS SHOULD BE ALWAYS ONGOING, THAT IT SHOULD NEVER STOP, AND THAT WE HAVE TO FOCUS ON CONSTANT IMPROVEMENT. THIS IS NOT A SATISFACTORY REPLY TO US. 
THIS REPLY IS JUST 5% OR FULFILLS ONLY 5% OF OUR EXPECTATIONS. AND MEETS ONLY 5% OF OUR CONCLUSIONS. ONCE ALL THE REFORMS THAT ICANN NEEDS ARE IN PLACE, WE WILL BE ABLE TO SAY THAT THE ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY PROCESS IS ONGOING AND THAT WE HAVE TO PAY ATTENTION TO THAT PROCESS. IT IS VERY IMPORTANT TO POSE THESE QUESTIONS AND TO REPLY TO THESE QUESTIONS. SO, DURING THIS WEEK, WE WILL NOT BE ABLE TO ADDRESS THIS TOPIC AGAIN. THAT IS WHERE I AM PUTTING FORTH THIS TOPIC RIGHT NOW. I AGREE WITH THE IDEA OF AGREEING ON COMMON PRINCIPLES WITHIN THE GAC. HOWEVER, THIS HAS TO FOCUS NOT ONLY ON THE IANA REFORM BUT IN THE ACCOUNTABILITY REFORM AS WELL. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: WHEN AND HOW WE WOULD GET INTO SUBSTANCE AND THE RESPONSE THAT I PROVIDED I LONG WITH INPUTS FROM OTHER COLLEAGUES WAS THAT WE NEEDED TO ADDRESS THE PROCESS QUESTIONS IN ORDER TO DEAL WITH THE SUBSTANCE. AND THAT THERE WOULD BE TIME FOR BOTH OF THOSE. 
AND THEN A DISCUSSION OF THE SUBSTANCE FOLLOWED. SO I BELIEVE YOUR QUESTION WAS ADDRESSED. IN TERMS OF PRINCIPLES, WE'RE HEARING A LOT OF GOOD SUPPORT FOR PRINCIPLES. AND I HAVE A FEW MORE REQUESTS FOR SPEAKERS. AND THEN I WILL MOVE US TO AT LEAST TOUCH UPON THE LATEST PROCESS, THE REVISED PROCESS THAT HAS BEEN POSTED ON ACCOUNTABILITY SO THAT WE CAN AT LEAST SPEND SOME TIME FOCUSED ON THAT. BUT SINCE THESE PROCESSES ARE LINKED, COLLEAGUES HAVE TAKEN ADVANTAGE OF THIS DISCUSSION TO REFER TO ACCOUNTABILITY AND INCLUDE THAT IN THEIR REMARKS. SO I HOPE THAT WE CAN, AS I SAY, AT LEAST TAKE A MOMENT BEFORE WE BREAK IN ORDER TO LOOK AT THE REVISED PROCESS AND IDENTIFY WHAT ARE OUR NEXT STEPS IN TERMS OF THAT. AND WE NEED TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THOSE PROCESSES ARE LINKED. I THINK WE ALL VIEW THEM AS BEING LINKED. AND IT'S AN IMPORTANT LINKAGE TO NOT OVERLOOK. I HAVE DENMARK, NORWAY, BRAZIL, SWEDEN AND I WILL SUM UP AND WE'LL SEE WHAT TIME REMAINS TO LOOK AT ANY OTHER ACCOUNTABILITY RELATED ISSUES. PARTICULARLY IN TERMS OF PROCESS IF THERE IS LACK OF CLARITY AROUND THAT ASPECT OF THINGS. OKAY. 
SO DENMARK. PLEASE. 
>>DENMARK: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. AND THANK YOU TO COLLEAGUES FOR THE DIFFERENT INTERVENTIONS AND THE GOOD IDEA. WE CERTAINLY CAN SUPPORT THE DEVELOPMENT OF PRINCIPLES. AND WE THINK IT WOULD BE A GOOD IDEA IF WE, IN THIS MEETING TRIED TO MAKE THOSE PRINCIPLES AS LONG AS WE CAN AGREE ON MANY OF THEM, I THINK. BUT THERE MIGHT BE ALSO OTHER THINGS WHICH WE MIGHT HAVE TO WORK INTERSESSIONAL ON. 
FROM OUR POINT OF VIEW, WE HAVE DIFFICULTIES TO LOOK AT THE IANA TRANSITION IN ISOLATION. AS YOU MENTIONED, IT IS DEEPLY INTERLINKED WITH THE ACCOUNTABILITY THINGS. AND WHAT WE THINK IS IMPORTANT BEFORE THE TRANSITION IS THAT WE HAVE THE APPROPRIATE CHECK AND BALANCES IN PLACE. WHETHER IT SHOULD BE AN OVERSIGHT, IT SHOULD NOT -- IF IT SHOULD BE AN OVERSIGHT, IT SHOULD NOT BE A BIG ONE. BUT IT MIGHT BE THAT WE ARE NOT REALLY CONCERNED ABOUT THE ADMINISTRATIVE OR TECHNICAL THING. WE THINK THAT CAN BE HANDLED. BUT OTHER THINGS MIGHT BE IN AN OVERSIGHT AND AS BEEN MENTIONED BEFORE, THE EFFECTIVE MECHANISM IS ALSO IMPORTANT TO HAVE IN PLACE. ALSO IN THE TRANSITION HOW COUNTRY CODE AND THE INVOLVEMENT OF ICANN AND IANA IN REDELEGATION IS ALSO IMPORTANT. OF COURSE, THERE IS A TECHNICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE PART OF IT. BUT WE THINK IT'S UP TO COUNTRIES AND MEMBER STATES TO DECIDE IF THERE'S GOING TO BE A REALLOCATION AND NO INTERVENING AFTERWARDS OTHER THAN THE NECESSARY ADMINISTRATIVE THINGS SHOULD BE CARRIED OUT. BUT IT'S ALSO IMPORTANT IN THIS PROCESS TO SEE THAT THERE WILL BE NO CAPTURE LATER ON IN THE PROCESS IN MANY YEARS. AND ALSO THAT ICANN REALLY ARE STILL BEING -- HAVE THE SCOPE THAT IT IS TODAY AND NOT EXPANDING THE SCOPE AND ALSO THAT WE CAN SECURE THAT THE REVIEW TEAMS IN THE AoC CONTINUE ALSO IN THE FUTURE. 
THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, DENMARK. NORWAY, YOU ARE NEXT. 
>>NORWAY: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. I JUST WANTED TO COMMENT BRIEFLY ON THE SWEDISH PROPOSAL. AT THE FIRST GLANCE OF GLANCE, OF COURSE, IT SEEMS APPEALING BECAUSE IT WILL SOLVE THE CHALLENGES WITH THE NEUTRALITY AND INDEPENDENCE. 
BUT WHAT WE FAILED TO SEE IS THAT IT WILL NOT SOLVE THE CHALLENGE WITH ENFORCEMENT IF YOU HAVE VIOLATIONS. BECAUSE WE CANNOT SEE HOW YOU CAN ENFORCE THE CONTRACT TO ENFORCE CERTAIN ASPECTS OF THE OVERSIGHT FUNCTION. 
SO IN THAT RESPECT, WE WILL -- WOULD LIKE TO SEE ANOTHER PROPOSAL OR SOLUTION FOR THIS. AND ALSO, THIS ISSUE OF ENFORCEMENT IS ALSO VERY LINKED TO ACCOUNTABILITY. 
AND ALSO I JUST WANTED TO MAKE A COMMENT ON JURISDICTION AS BRAZIL WAS MENTIONING. JURISDICTION IS IMPORTANT RELATED TO ENFORCEMENT. AND IT WILL HAVE AN IMPACT ON THE DESIGN OF THE SOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT FUNCTION. BECAUSE IT IS LINKED TO WHAT MECHANISMS OF ENFORCEMENT IN WHAT JURISDICTION, ET CETERA. 
SO THAT IS REALLY IMPORTANT OF THE DESIGN OF AN OVERSIGHT OR SUPERVISORY FUNCTION. I THINK ALSO I WANT ALSO TO MAKE NOTE THAT WE ALSO AGREE WITH THE COMMENTS FROM AUSTRALIA BECAUSE DESIGNING WITH THIS INDEPENDENT REVIEW PANELS, ET CETERA, YOU WILL HAVE LIMITED KNOWLEDGE ABOUT INTERPRETATION OF ICANN POLICY. SO I THINK WE WILL RUN UP -- RUN INTO THE SAME PROBLEMS THERE WITH THIS INDEPENDENT (INDISCERNIBLE) SO I THINK ALSO IT WILL BE THE BEST SOLUTION TO WORK WITH THE CURRENT SYSTEM WITHIN -- TO DESIGN A SOLUTION FOR THIS. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, NORWAY. NEXT I HAVE IRAN. 
>>IRAN: FIRST OF ALL, I FULLY AGREE WITH MY FRENCH COLLEAGUE. WITH RESPECT TO THE POINT THAT WE HAVE MENTIONED, ACCOUNTABILITY, BUT WE HAD BEEN DISCUSSED FULLY. IT'S IMPORTANT FOR ICG AND IT'S MORE IMPORTANT FOR THE TRANSITION ITSELF, BECAUSE THIS IS THE HEART OF OUR DISCUSSION. SECONDLY, WITH RESPECT TO OUR PROPOSAL FROM OUR SWEDISH COLLEAGUE, THIS TOPIC WAS DISCUSSED NOT IN DEPTH. BUT IT WAS DISCUSSED AT THE ICG. SORRY, AT THE IGF. THE POSSIBILITY OF HAVING AN EXTERNAL AUDITOR. BUT CERTAINLY WE COULDN'T FIND OR WE COULDN'T DISCUSS THE PROs AND CONs. WE THOUGHT ABOUT AN INDEPENDENT PANEL AS OUR -- THE REPRESENTATIVE FROM AUSTRALIA PROPOSED THAT OF COURSE WE HAVE TO CHECK THE MANDATE AND QUALIFICATIONS, ET CETERA. SO WE HAVE TO DISCUSS ABOUT THIS OVERSEEN ENTITY BECAUSE THIS IS VERY IMPORTANT. FINALLY MADAM CHAIR, I DO NOT AGREE WITH THE WORDS OF THE REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE NETHERLANDS AND GERMANY. SO THAT WE MAY REFER TO THE NTIA ANNOUNCEMENT OF MARCH SUPPORTING OR REJECTING IT. WE HAVE DISCUSSED THIS IN THE MEETING. WE HAVE DISCUSSED THIS BEFORE. AND WE SAID WE WOULD NOT INTERPRET AND WE WOULD NOT MAKE ANY REFERENCE TO THESE ANNOUNCEMENTS, NOT TO SUPPORT IT OR NOT SUPPORT IT BECAUSE IT WILL RAISE CERTAIN DIFFICULTIES AND PERHAPS THERE MAY BE SOME MISUNDERSTANDINGS. SO AS GOVERNMENTS WE HAVE TO BE CAUTIOUS IN THIS RESPECT. SO I DO NOT AGREE TO ANY MENTION IN OUR COMMUNIQUE SAYING THAT WE SUPPORT OR NOT PART OF THESE FIVE CONDITIONS SUPPORTING THE ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE NTIA. 
>> THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. FIRST OF ALL, I'D LIKE TO SAY THAT AS GOVERNMENT WE SEE OURSELVES AS PART OF THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER COMMUNITY. AS ONE OF THE STAKEHOLDERS WE DON'T THINK THERE WILL BE ANY REASON TO REFRAIN FROM MAKING ANY COMMENT, ANY PROPOSAL THAT COULD SERVE THE COMMUNITY AS A WHOLE. THE SECOND COMMENT IS THAT IN REGARD TO HIGH LEVEL PRINCIPLES THAT WE SHOULD -- WE COULD ISSUE, I THINK IT WOULD BE AN IMPORTANT THING IF THERE IS AN ADDED VALUE IN REGARD TO WHAT IS ALREADY ON THE TABLE IF WE CAN COMPARE SOME VISION COMING FROM GOVERNMENT. UPHOLDING PRINCIPLES THAT ARE THERE AND FRAMING THEM IN GOVERNMENTAL PERSPECTIVE INTEREST. 
IF WE WILL BE REPEATING THE PRINCIPLES THAT ARE ALREADY ON THE TABLE, IF WE ARE SAYING THAT UPHOLD SECURITY AND STABILITY, THERE IS NO ADDED VALUE. WE DON'T SEE ANY POINT IN DOING THIS. FOR EXAMPLE WE THANK THE UK FOR MAKING THOSE PROPS. BUT THOSE ARE THE FRAMEWORK IN WHICH ALL OF US ARE WORKING. IF WE SAY WE ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE ACCOUNTABILITY IN REGARD TO OPERATIONAL ASPECTS, I DON'T THINK THERE IS NO ADDED VALUE IN SAYING THIS. ESPECIALLY BECAUSE SOME GOVERNMENTS INCLUDING MY OWN WE THINK ACCOUNTABILITY SHOULD GO BEYOND THE OPERATIONAL ELEMENTS. 
SO -- AND I WOULD ALSO LIKE AS FRANCE HAS DONE TO RECALL THAT IN NETMUNDIAL, WE HAVE DEVELOPED PRINCIPLES SO MAYBE WE COULD REFER TO NETMUNDIAL ALTHOUGH MAYBE ONE OR ANOTHER WE COULD NOT INCLUDE BUT I DON'T THINK THERE IS A NEED TO DEVELOP SOMETHING THAT WAS VERY EXTENSIVELY DISCUSSED THERE. 
SO IN REGARD TO THIS ISSUE AT HAND, HIGH LEVEL PRINCIPLES IN SUPPORT BUT TO THE EXTENT THAT THERE WOULD BE AN ADDEDDED VALUE THAT THAT WOULD CONVEY A POLITICAL VISION IN REGARD TO THE PROCESS, I WOULD SUGGEST THAT IF WE CAN SAY WE -- THREE THINGS: PARTICIPATE AS PART OF THE MULTISTAKEHOLDER COMMUNITY AND WE CONSIDER OUR SELF PART OF THE COMMUNITY WANT TO BE CONSTRUCTIVE, WE UPHOLD THE PRINCIPLES THAT ARE GUIDING THE EXERCISE BUT WE ARE NOT -- OUR CONCERN WOULD GO BEYOND THE MERE TECHNICAL ASPECTS. WE ALSO LOOK AT WAYS TO ENHANCE THE LEGITIMACY OF THE ORGANIZATION AND MAYBE WE CAN GET SOME IDEAS ABOUT ACCOUNTABILITY. BUT I THINK IF WE CAN -- AGAIN, I THINK THE MAIN PURPOSE AND THE MAIN OBJECTIVE WOULD BE TO ADD SOMETHING THAT IS NOT ALREADY ON THE TABLE, NOT MERELY REPEATING PRINCIPLES THAT EVERYONE IS ALREADY BEING GUIDED BY. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, BRAZIL. 
THAILAND, PLEASE. 
>> THAILAND: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIR. SO FROM THE DOCUMENT THAT YOU SENT ON THE CHARTER AND THE SUMMARY PAPER THAT YOU SENT TODAY THAT FOCUSED ON THE DELIVERABLE OF ACTION ITEMS, I THINK I URGE THE GAC TO GO BACK TO READ THE FUNCTION OF IANA THAT CONTAINS RELEVANT FUNCTIONS AND THE CWGs OF THE NAME IS RESPONSIBLE FOR 9 OUT OF 11 FUNCTIONS. WE NOT INCLUDE THE ADDRESS. AND WE NOT INCLUDE THE COORDINATION OF OUR PART. THE REST OF THE 9 FUNCTIONS OF IANA IS FALLING INTO THE CWG NAMES. 
AND THEREFORE, WE SERVE POINTS ON HOW THE ROOT ZONE MANAGED. WE'RE NOT TALKING ABOUT WHO. THE REASON I RAISED THAT IS IT'S IMPORTANT FOR ALL OF US TO UNDERSTAND THEY'VE BEEN DISCUSSED IN THE FIRST MEETING THAT WE HAVE TO UNDERSTAND THE CONTRACTS OF IANA OR THE CHAPTERS THAT WE LAY -- THAT WILL BE CONTAINED IN THE CONTRACTS AND THEN LOOK INTO THE FUNCTIONS OF IANA THAT FALL UNDER THESE WORKING GROUPS. FOR EXAMPLE, THE ROOT ZONES ITSELF. THEY'RE NOT TALKING WHO IS GOING TO RUN. BUT THEY'RE TALKING ABOUT THE RELAY TO THE ACCOUNTABILITY BETWEEN THE CONTRACTORS AND -- SO WE NEED TO GO BACK TO THE CHARTER DOCUMENT AS WELL, NOT ONLY THE GENERAL TERMS TO HAVE THE PRINCIPLES TO BE DRAFTED DURING THIS GAC SESSION. AND ONE THING I ALSO LIKE TO ADD I WISH THAT WE COULD HAVE THE PRIORITIES ON WHICH OF THE IANA FUNCTIONS THAT ARE OF INTEREST OF GACs SO WE HAVE BEEN TRYING TO WORK OUT BY MAPPING THE GAC COMMUNIQUE IN THE PAST, MAP BACK TO THE FUNCTIONS OF IANA, WHAT HAVE BEEN STATED IN THE GAC COMMUNIQUE THAT RELATE TO THAT FUNCTION PERFORMED BY IANA. FOR EXAMPLE, WHOIS OR WHATEVER TOPIC THAT RELATE TO THE FUNCTION SPECIFYING. SO WE DO BELIEVE THAT THAT IS THE WAY TO GO. AND IT'S ALWAYS AN ISSUE, I THINK WE HAVE BEEN DISCUSSED THAT THE CGI, HAVING FOR THEIR MEETINGS AND THEY DO RECALIBRATION WORKS. BUT THE CWG THAT HAVE TO DO BOTTOM-UP MULTISTAKEHOLDER AND CONSENSUS BASED HAVE 90 MINUTE WORKING ON MONDAY OVER THE LUNCH AND WE HAVE SIX WEEKS -- SIX MEETINGS TO GO. SO IT'S REALLY A LOT OF WORK NEEDS TO BE DONE. 
SO I CANNOT SAY WHO NEEDS TO DO PRIORITIES BUT WHAT WE TRY BEST TO DO AND COMMUNICATE WITH THE GAC, THAT'S MAPPING THE COMMUNIQUE WISHES, SOMETHING THAT WE HAVE CONSENSUS ALREADY, MAPPING BACK TO THE FUNCTION HAVE BEEN SPECIFYING BECAUSE STATEMENT OF WORK. SO IANA FUNCTIONS. I THINK THAT IS A SOLID THING THAT WE HAVE CONSENSUS ALREADY AND FOCUS ON PRIORITY AREA OF. 
AND ALSO, TO NORWAY, I'M HAPPY IF YOU ONLY SEE ONE WEAKNESS IN THIS IDEA. I THINK THERE ARE SEVERAL WEAKNESSES. ENFORCEMENT IS ONE OF THEM. 
BUT MY POINT IS THAT WE SHOULD PURSUE DIFFERENT ALTERNATIVE MODELS. WE SHOULDN'T STICK TO ONE MODEL SINGULARLY. BUT LOOK AT DIFFERENT ALTERNATIVES AS WELL. 
AND I SUGGEST THAT THIS WILL BE ONE. THANK YOU>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, SWEDEN. OKAY. SO THERE IS CLEARLY A GOOD DEAL OF SUPPORT FOR LOOKING AT SOME HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLES AND SOME ARE OF THE VIEW THAT WE CAN TAKE SOME OF THOSE THAT WE HAVE HEARD ABOUT BEFORE THAT WE ARE ACCUSTOMED TO HEARING ABOUT AND USE THEM AS A BASIS. OTHERS ARE SEEKING GREATER VALUE THAN SIMPLY REVERTING BACK TO THE EXISTING PRINCIPLES WHERE THERE IS CONSENSUS EXISTING. I WILL SAY AS AN OBSERVATION IN THIS EXCHANGE THAT REFERRING TO PRINCIPLES NEW OR OLD HAS ALLOWED US TO HAVE A VERY ROBUST EXCHANGE AND THAT DOES SEEM TO ME TO BE OF VALUE TO THE GAC PROCESS. SO I HOPE THAT WE CAN HAVE A HIGH DEGREE OF OPENNESS TO WORKING WITH WHAT EXISTS AND BUILDING ON THAT TO COME UP WITH MAYBE FURTHER PRINCIPLES OR CLARIFYING THEM FURTHER AND DRAWING ON ESTABLISHED WORK. OUR COLLEAGUES HAVE BRAZIL HAVE MENTIONED NETmundial AND RIGHTLY SO AND MAYBE THERE ARE THINGS THERE THAT WE CAN TAKE INTO ACCOUNT AND DRAW ON IN ORDER TO DEVELOP SOME PRINCIPLES HERE. 
SO IN TERMS OF PRINCIPLES, I THINK WE'RE LOOKING AT WORKING ON A SET OF PRINCIPLES THAT WOULD COVER THE IANA STEWARDSHIP ASPECT AS WELL AS ICANN'S ACCOUNTABILITIES AND THEY MAY EVEN EXTEND TO THE DOMAIN NAME FUNCTION MORE SPECIFICALLY. SO LET'S SEE HOW -- HOW FAR OUR PRINCIPLES TAKE US. BUT I THINK IN THE FIRST INSTANCE WE'RE LOOKING AT COMING UP WITH A SET OF PRINCIPLES FOR THE IANA STEWARDSHIP AND ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY, ONE SET OF PRINCIPLES TO COVER THOSE BOTH DEEPLY INTERTWINED PROCESSES. SOME OF THE THINGS THAT WE'VE HEARD TODAY, SOME FAMILIAR, SOME AS WELL IN TERMS OF NEW PROPOSALS. WE'VE HEARD REFERENCES TO SECURITY AND STABILITY AND RESILIENCY, ACCOUNTABILITY, WHERE AS SOME WOULD RATHER TALK ABOUT LEGITIMACY IN TERMS OF PRINCIPLES. NEUTRALITY, OTHERS ARE LOOKING AT THE -- THE IMPORTANCE OF HAVING FREEDOM FROM CAPTURE AND CONCEPTS OF INDEPENDENCE FOR -- FOR THE IANA STEWARDSHIP AND ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY, PRESERVING THE OPENNESS OF THE INTERNET, ALSO AS WELL WE HEARD ABOUT MULTISTAKEHOLDER AND MULTILATERAL AND PERHAPS THERE'S LACK OF CLARITY ABOUT WHAT THOSE THINGS CAN BE DEFINED AS BUT PERHAPS WE CAN LOOK AT THOSE IN TERMS OF OUR WORK ON PRINCIPLES AND WE HEARD ABOUT THE RULE OF RULE IN OUR MOST RECENT INTERVENTION FROM SWEDEN. SO THESE ARE SOME THOUGHTS TO GET US STARTED ON THIS. WHAT I WOULD LIKE TO SUGGEST IS FOLLOWING THE PROPOSAL FROM AUSTRALIA THAT THERE BE A SMALL GROUP TO DRAFT IN THE NEXT DAY OR TWO AND SEE WHAT WOULD -- WHAT CAN BE ACCOMPLISHED IN THAT TIME FRAME. AND THE IDEA WOULD BE TO INCLUDE NIT THE COMMUNIQUE AND THEN WE CAN, OF COURSE, CONTINUE THAT WORK IF WE NEED TO OR IF WE DEEM THAT THERE IS MORE WORK TO BE DONE AFTER THESE MEETINGS CONCLUDE. BUT I THINK WE DO WANT TO SEE WHETHER WE CAN INCLUDE SOMETHING IN THE COMMUNIQUE SIMPLY BECAUSE MARRAKECH WILL PROBABLY BE TOO LATE, AND WE DO HAVE CHALLENGES WHEN WORKING INTERCESSIONALLY. AND WE'RE ALL HERE, WE'RE ALL FOCUSED AND READY TO WORK, SO LET'S SEE WHAT WE CAN ACCOMPLISH IN THE NEXT DAY OR TWO. 
SO IF I CAN LOOK TO AUSTRALIA TO HELP GATHER A GROUP TO GUIDE THAT ALONG, I WOULD BE VERY APPRECIATIVE. THANK YOU. AND I -- I EXPECT THERE WILL BE A GOOD DEAL OF INTEREST FROM COLLEAGUES IN THE GAC IN JOINING THAT EFFORT. 
SO IRAN, PLEASE. 
>>IRAN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. I FULLY AGREE WITH YOU. BUT I DON'T WANT THAT WE PUT SOMETHING IN A SLOGAN FORM, TRANSPARENCY, OPENNESS, DEMOCRATIC. WE SHOULD PUT SOMETHING WHICH IS TRANSLATABLE INTO THE PRACTICE, IMPLEMENTABLE. SIMPLE, PRECISE, CONCISE, AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE NON-POLITICAL, GO TO THE PROCEDURAL AND TECHNICAL ASPECTS. BUT WE DO NOT TALK -- AND WE DON'T WANT TO CONCENTRATE ONLY ON NAMES FT WE SHOULD HAVE TWO TRACKS. TRACK ONE IS TRANSITION. TRACK TWO ACCOUNTABILITY. AND HERE ONCE AGAIN I AGREE WITH FRANCE THAT THESE ARE TOTALLY AND FULLY INTERRELATED. THEY MUST BE TOGETHER. THANK YOU. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, IRAN. OKAY. SO FOR THE SMALL GROUP, HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLES, PLEASE, AND THERE MAY BE VARIOUS VIEWS ABOUT WHAT WE SHOULD BE INCLUDING IN THAT, BUT PLEASE DO ENGAGE CONSTRUCTIVELY TO COME UP WITH A SET OF HIGH-LEVEL PRINCIPLES. AND OF COURSE IT'S EASIER TO COME TO CONSENSUS ON HIGHER LEVEL PRINCIPLES THAN IT IS ON MORE DETAILED PROPOSALS, SO I HOPE THAT WILL ALSO FACILITATE THE WORK. 
I SAID I WOULD TOUCH UPON JUST THE PROCESS ELEMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVISED ACCOUNTABILITY PROCESS. SO THE MAIN COMPONENTS OF THE PROCESS THAT IS NOW IN FRONT OF US THAT WAS ISSUED BY ICANN THE OTHER DAY ARE TO CONTINUE HAVING SOMETHING CALLED A COORDINATION GROUP AND TO REPLACE WHAT WAS CALLED A COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP WITH A CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. SO WHAT WE CAN EXPECT IS THAT THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP ON ACCOUNTABILITY WILL BE DEVELOPED IN A SIMILAR WAY TO THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORK -- WORKING GROUP ON THE IANA DOMAIN NAME FUNCTION. AND AS A CONSEQUENCE OF THAT, THERE WILL BE A CHARTER, THERE WILL BE CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS, AND WE WILL HAVE AN OPPORTUNITY AS GAC TO HAVE PARTICIPANTS FROM THE GAC. AND I WOULD ALSO EXPECT THAT THERE WILL BE THE OPPORTUNITY FOR OTHERS TO PARTICIPATE AS WELL. SO THERE WILL BE SOME FAMILIARITY WITH WHAT HAPPENS NEXT. THE COORDINATION GROUP, WE WOULD ALSO NEED TO THINK ABOUT PARTICIPATING IN THAT IN LIGHT OF THE CREATION OF THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP AND HOW THOSE TWO THINGS WILL FUNCTION TOGETHER. SO WE WILL NEED TO ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF PARTICIPATING. BUT I WOULD ENCOURAGE THE GAC, I WOULD ENCOURAGE COLLEAGUES TO KEEP IN MIND THIS IS ANOTHER AREA WHERE WE WANT TO BE FAST-MOVING AND AGILE AND ABLE TO BE EFFECTIVE IN THAT. SO KEEP THAT IN MIND. AND THEN ONCE THE CURRENT REVISED PROCESS HAS DEVELOPED ENOUGH AND THERE IS A POINT AT WHICH WE NEED TO IDENTIFY PEOPLE, THEN WE CAN DO THAT AND WE CAN DO IT I THINK IN QUITE A SIMILAR WAY TO HOW WE HANDLED THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP. IF ANY OF YOU HAVE THOUGHTS ON THAT OR QUESTIONS, THEN LET'S DEAL WITH THAT IN THE CORRIDORS AND ASK. I'M HAPPY TO TALK ABOUT IT AS ARE OUR CAPABLE SECRETARIAT STAFF ARE. IRAN, PLEASE. 
>>IRAN: THANK YOU, MADAM CHAIRMAN. MADAM CHAIRMAN ALLOW ME TO A LITTLE BIT DISCUSS THE ISSUE IN OUR LAST MEETING. ICANN, GAC IN LONDON, WE HAVE RECEIVED THIS ANNOUNCEMENT AT THE BEGINNING. THE GROUP WAS AIMED TO BE CALLED ICANN ENHANCED ACCOUNTABILITY WORKING GROUP. AND A STRUCTURE SIMILAR TO ICG WAS PROPOSED WITH SLIGHTLY FEWER NUMBER AND WE FOUND THAT AT LEAST FROM THE VIEWPOINT OF THE STRUCTURE IT WAS QUITE CLEAR. THEN IN THE MEANTIME WE HAVE ANOTHER ANNOUNCEMENT ANNOUNCING THAT WE WOULD HAVE ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY AND GOVERNANCE CROSS COMMUNITY GROUP CCG AND ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY GOVERNANCE COORDINATION GROUP CG AND HAVING SO MANY THINGS FOR THAT AND NOW WE HAVE RECEIVED A LAST ONE, A THIRD ONE, SAYING THEY WANT TO COMBINE THE TWO TWOGHT AND CALLED THEM CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP I -- SORRY CCWG. FIRST OF ALL, WE WOULD LIKE TO REQUEST THAT THE NAME SHOULD BE CHANGED, NOT TO BE CONFUSED WITH THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP ON THE IANA TRANSITION PARTNERSHIP. IT IS BETTER TO HAVE ANOTHER NAME SUCH AS ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY WORK WORKING GROUP SO THAT WE WOULD NOT HAVE SIMILAR ACRONYM AND SIMILAR NAME AND SO ON AND SO FORTH. THEN P THIS NEW THERE IS MANY NOT CLEAR SUCH AS CHARTERING ORGANIZATION. WHO IS CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS? IS IT THE VARIOUS COMMUNITY LIKE GAC, ALAC. WHAT IS HAPPENING, TWO DAYS RULES AND PROCEDURES. BUT WHO IS CHARTERING ORGANIZATIONS? FIRST QUESTION. 
SECOND, WHAT IS THE QUOTA OF THESE -- IN ICG THERE IS A QUOTA. YOU REMEMBER IN THE BEGINNING THE GAC WAS TOTALLY MARGINALIZED TO HAVE TWO MEMBERS AND FINALLY WE DISCUSSED AND AGREED TO HAVE FIVE MEMBERS AND AGREED TO HAVE FIVE IN THE ICG. HERE THE QUOTA OF EACH OF THESE IS NOT CLEAR. 
THEN WE COME TO THE MANY OTHER THINGS THAT THEY HAVE THE CHARTER, I DON'T KNOW WHO IS SUBBING THE CHARTER. THE CHARTER OF ICG WAS ESTABLISHED BY ICG. BUT THE CHARTER OF THIS ACCOUNTABILITY OF ICANN SHOULD ESTABLISH BY THE SAME GROUP BUT THE CHARTER SHOULD NOT COME FROM OUTSIDE. THIS IS THE CHARTER SHOULD BE ESTABLISHED BY THE GROUP. SO THEY'RE PUTTING THE CART BEFORE THE HORSE. THEY SHOULD PUT THE CART AFTER THE HORSE. SO THEY SHOULD ALLOW THE GROUP TO BE FORMED WITH NECESSARY QUOTA FROM EACH OF THESE ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS THE ICG ESTABLISHMENT HAVING THE GAC WITH SUFFICIENT NUMBER AND THEN THAT GROUP NEED TO ESTABLISH ITS OWN CHARTER, NO DOUBT THEY PUT IT FOR SOME DISCUSSION BUT CHARTER SHOULD NOT COME FROM OUTSIDE. 
THEN, START WITH RESPECT TO THE PARTICIPATION. HERE WE HAVE PARTICIPATION THAT THEY WANT TO HAVE MEMBER OF THE BOARD TO PARTICIPATED ON THAT. WE DON'T KNOW WHY. THEY WANT TO HAVE A STAFF OF THE ICANN TO PARTICIPATE ON THAT GROUP. I DON'T KNOW WHY. THEY WANT TO HAVE P SEVEN ADVISER TO PARTICIPATE ON THAT GROUP. I DON'T KNOW WHY. AND THEY WANT TO HAVE FOUR DISTINGUISHED PERSONS TO PARTICIPATE ON THAT GROUP. WE DON'T KNOW WHY. AND LAST BUT NOT LEAST THEY WANT ALL OF THIS TO BE SUBMITTED TO ICANN FOR FINAL EDITING. SO ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY WILL BE EDITED BY ICANN ITSELF. SO IT IS SELF-REGULATIONS. IT DOESN'T WORK, MADAM CHAIRMAN. 
NOW, COMING TO THE PARTICIPATION OUTSIDE THAT GROUP, IF THE GROUP IS PROPERLY ESTABLISHED, WHICH IT'S NOT, WITH RESPECT TO THE PARTICIPATION OF THE BOARD WE HAVE NO DIFFICULTY IF BOARD PARTICIPATE BUT MERELY AND SOLELY ON ADVISORY CAPACITY. ON ADVISORY CAPACITY. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: IRAN -- 
>>IRAN: THE STAFF, I DON'T KNOW WHY THE STAFF NEEDS TO BE THERE. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: IRAN, CAN YOU BRING YOUR STATEMENTS TO A CLOSE? WE'RE READY TO CLOSE THE SESSION. 
>>IRAN: EXCUSE ME? 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: COULD YOU BRING YOUR COMMENTS TO A CLOSE? I WOULD LIKE TO CLOSE THE SESSION. 
>>IRAN: ALL OF THESE PEOPLE PROPOSED IN ADDITION TO THE MEMBER WHICH HAS BEEN ELECTED ORR WILL BE ELECTED BY THE COMMUNITIES LIKE US AND OTHERS, ALL OF THESE PEOPLE, THE FOUR PEOPLE FROM THE ACCOUNTABILITY AND REVIEW GROUP, THE PERSONS FROM THE SOCIAL OR I DON'T KNOW SOCIAL GROUP OR CIVIL SOCIETY. ALL OF THEM THEY PARTICIPATE BUT IN ADVISORY CAPACITY. NEVERTHELESS, THE REPORT OF THE GROUP SHOULD NOT BE GIVEN TO THE ICANN FOR EDITING. ICANN CANNOT EDIT THE ACCOUNTABILITY WHICH RELATES TO ITSELF -- 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, IRAN. 
>>IRAN: IT RELATES TO ANOTHER ENTITY. THAT SHOULD BE QUITE CLEAR. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU. YOU MAKE A VERY GOOD POINT AND THIS ISSUE ABOUT HOW THE BOARD WILL NEED TO RESPOND TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS COMING OUT OF THE CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP IS STILL TO BE FINALIZED BUT IT'S CONSISTENT IN TERMS OF THE COMMENTS COMING FROM THE COMMUNITY THAT THOSE OUTCOMES SHOULD BE VERY COMPELLING FOR THE BOARD. IT SHOULD BE VERY DIFFICULT FOR THE BOARD IN FACT TO NOT ACCEPT THOSE RECOMMENDATIONS. SO I THINK THERE'S A HIGH DEGREE OF AGREEMENT WITH THE VIEW THAT YOU ARE EXPRESSING. AND JUST IN CASE THERE IS SOME CONFUSION STILL, THE EARLIER PROCESS PROPOSALS THAT WERE PUT FORWARD REFERRED TO VARIOUS GROUPS. THEY HAVE NOW ALL BEEN REPLACED BY WHAT IS BEING CALLED A CROSS COMMUNITY WORKING GROUP ON ENHANCING ACCOUNTABILITY. SO THERE'S JUST ONE GROUP THAT WE ARE NOW NEEDING TO FOCUS ON. 
SO TOM, I WILL TURN TO YOU TO LET US KNOW WHEN THERE WILL BE A MEETING ON THIS TOPIC. 
>>TOM DALE: THANK YOU. ON THURSDAY MORNING AT 8:30 ICANN HAS SCHEDULED A COMMUNITY SESSION, I BELIEVE IT'S AN INFORMATION SESSION ON THE NEW ENHANCING ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY PROPOSALS. THAT WILL BE AT 8:30. AND IT'S IN THE -- THE SCHEDULE FOR THE ICANN MEETING SO YOU'RE CERTAINLY ENCOURAGED TO ATTEND THAT. THERE WILL BE SIGNIFICANT CLARIFICATION I'M SURE OF THE QUITE NEW SET OF PROPOSALS THAT HAVE NOW BEEN POST ADD COUPLE OF DAYS AGO. SO ENHANCING ICANN ACCOUNTABILITY THURSDAY AT 8:30. PLEASE CHECK THE SCHEDULE. THANK YOU, HEATHER. 
>>CHAIR DRYDEN: THANK YOU, TOM. PLEASE BE BACK IN THE ROOM AT 2:15 AND THEN WE WILL START OUR AFTERNOON SESSIONS. THANK YOU, EVERYONE. 
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