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Notes 
 

 The 360 Assessment has been launched. It is one of the components of the Review, the 
other two being interview and the document/information assessment. 

 There were will be GNSO Review Webinars on August 12 and August 13.  

 The survey can be extended if necessary. 

 Westlake has been working to determine what an appropriate minimum number of 
participants for the survey would be, but given the complexity of the review it is best to 
aim to have as much participation as possible.  

 As of the call, approximately 12 individuals completed the survey and around 40 viewed 
it within 24 hours of it being launched.  

 Some additional questions regarding the Working Groups was suggested and supported 
by the varying Working Party members.  

 Westlake noted that they prefer to ask individuals who have a deeper experience within 
the Internet Governance sphere regarding the exponential increase in stakeholders as 
the Internet as grown.  



 

 The 360 Assessment, by its nature, was intended to be broad and applicable to a diverse 
group of responders, not just people within the GNSO. Staff and Westlake will work 
together to develop a plan for the best way that diverse, detailed information can be 
gathered from a variety of sources.  

 While factional questions are included within the survey, Westlake found it best to avoid 
simply asking factual questions. It was thought that it was best to ask individuals what 
their actual views are. 

 It was noted that Question 5 of the survey was intended to indicate which group the 
survey respondents falls under. It is intended to determine which group the respondent 
is a participant of, not which group the respondent is speaking on behalf of.  


