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AC Chat: 
  Andrea Glandon: (12/20/2018 07:09) Welcome to the EPDP Team Call #36 held on Thursday, 20 
December 2018 at 14:00 UTC. 
  Andrea Glandon: (07:09) Wiki Agenda Page: https://community.icann.org/x/FAvVBQ 
  Kavouss Arasteh: (07:42) Hi Kurt 
  Kavouss Arasteh: (07:42) Hi Secretariats 
  Andrea Glandon: (07:43) Welcome, Kavouss! 



  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (07:43) I have a commnent to make regaring the working method of the TEAM 
AS WELL AS WORKING METHOD OF THE SMALL GROUP DEALING WITH PUBLIC COMMENTS 
  Julf Helsingius (NCSG): (07:58) Thanks! 
  Chris Disspain (ICANN Board Liaison): (07:58) Greetings All....'tis the season to be jolly..... 
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (07:59) hi all 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (08:00) Greetings, all (and an early Happy New Year)! 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:01) Hi all. 
  Rafik Dammak (GNSO Council Liaison): (08:01) hi everyone 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:02) Hello all 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:03) May you all have a very merry Christmas and a happy New Year 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:05) pls speak louder 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:05) Kavouss you sound so far away  
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (08:05) very hard to hear 
  Chris Disspain (ICANN Board Liaison): (08:05) very hard to hear Kavouss 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:07) Is there an intent to prepare a public comment review tool for us to use, 
when the time comes? 
  Marika Konings: (08:07) @Amr - yes, staff will be working on that as soon as public comment forum 
closes.  
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:07) Ah Kavouss audio suddenly much better 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:07) Thanks, Marika. I wonder if that helps with Kavouss' concern? 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:10) Gratitude to staff and leadership for taking the task of prepping the public 
comments during the holidays. 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:11) +1 Amr regarding gratitude to staff 
  Brian King (IPC): (08:11) +1 Amr 
  Marika Konings: (08:11) Please note that submissions, including names, affiliation can already be 
reviewed here: https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-
3A__docs.google.com_spreadsheets_d_1GUf86Ngo97g74wLyDmeBv8lGcUtjLJWjsEdxBXcYDD4_edit-
23gid-
3D694919619&d=DwIFaQ&c=FmY1u3PJp6wrcrwll3mSVzgfkbPSS6sJms7xcl4I5cM&r=k7uKdjSb7_ZjItyVqr
CYHo_rKms9SFxlmbYEJqG-y9I&m=bQGJoEGXinNGW8dx5rwujK9byuO68ZpkPXhGdyoet1w&s=O-
ZG8JPwl4CeX34QKpE-ztjh9N1CtfzidZDUfLxO4uE&e= 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:15) +1 Alan 
  Margie Milam (BC): (08:15) +1 Alan 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:16) I do agree with the suggested language which reflect, to a great extent, 
the debates 
  Stephanie Perrin: (08:17) my apologies for being late. 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:17) what the square bracket signifies 
  Terri Agnew: (08:17) finding the line 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:18) why the text are put in square bracker? 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (08:18) I have a suggested revision (for clarity) that primarily moves words 
around and eliminates passive voice.  It does not reflect more substantive comments that I'm still 
considering: 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (08:18) The EPDP recommends that if a domain name registration uses a 
Privacy/Proxy service (e.g.,  masking data associated with a [Privacy/Proxy customer]) that is offered or 
made available by Registrar or its Affiliates, Registrar MUST return [unredacted data] in response to 
[RDDS] quer[ies], including the existing privacy/proxy pseudonymized email. 
  Alex Deacon - IPC: (08:18) there does seem to be a wording issue somewhere near "in connection with 
a registration is used" 



  Brian King (IPC): (08:19) Looks good Kristina 
  Brian King (IPC): (08:19) Would suggest adding the future-proof language about other accredited P/P 
providers 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:19) Kristina's edits improve the text 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (08:20) Thank you, Kavouss. 
  Emily Taylor (RrSG): (08:21) Kristina's edit simplifies and clarifies the text IMHO 
  Alex Deacon - IPC: (08:21) @amr - that is not the intent  
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (08:21) You are not the only one confused AMr.  I am confused and 
concerned. 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:22) @Alex: I didn't think so either. 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:22) Alan is correct 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:22) Well, let's put Alan's clarification into this language 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:22) @Alan G.: Thanks. That's helpful. This should be clarified in the text. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (08:22) I agree 
  Alex Deacon - IPC: (08:23) how about - The EPDP recommends that if a domain name registration uses 
a Privacy/Proxy service (e.g.,  masking data associated with a [Privacy/Proxy customer]) that is offered or 
made available by a Registrar, its Affiliates or offered by an accredited P/P provider, Registrar MUST 
return [unredacted data] in response to [RDDS] quer[ies], including the existing privacy/proxy 
pseudonymized email. 
  Emily Taylor (RrSG): (08:23) Audio cutting out for Alan? 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:24) How's this:  
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:24) The EPDP recommends that if a domain name registration uses a 
Privacy/Proxy service (e.g.,  masking data associated with a [Privacy/Proxy customer]) that is offered or 
made available by Registrar or its Affiliates, Registrar MUST return the unredacted data of the Privacy 
Proxy service provider in response to [RDDS] quer[ies], including the existing privacy/proxy 
pseudonymized email. 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:24) Being told that my voice sounds weird. Apologies. Recovering from a flu. 
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (08:24) much clearer @Milton 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:24) @Milton: +1 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:25) Alan Greenberg, pls kindly suggest any amendment to the text edited 
by Kristina to which I AGREE RATHER THAN DESCRIBING ALL POSSIOBLE EVENTS 
  Terri Agnew: (08:25) @Emily, audio did not cut out for Alan. Let me know if a dial out on the telephone 
would be helpful. 
  Emily Taylor (RrSG): (08:25) I was unable to catch most of Alan G's intervention - audio cutting out? 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:26) @Alan, can you provide the Irish law you were referencing? 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (08:26) @Alan G.: With the caveat that I haven't followed PPSAI in several 
years, how will the Registrar know if the P/P service is offered by an accredited P/P provider? 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:26) Have I lost audio? 
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (08:27) I have audio 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:27) I can't hear anything. 
  Terri Agnew: (08:27) @Amr, let me know if a dial out is needed 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:27) @Terri: I think so. Seem to have lost audio. 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:27) I'll also try to relaunch the AC room. 
  Terri Agnew: (08:28) will have the op dial out in a moment 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:28) Thanks. 
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (08:29) Kavouss - Milton proposed some language in the chat above.  
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:29) Kurt: can you put my proposed language on theboard?  



  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:29) The EPDP recommends that if a domain name registration uses a 
Privacy/Proxy service (e.g.,  masking data associated with a [Privacy/Proxy customer]) that is offered or 
made available by Registrar or its Affiliates, Registrar MUST return the unredacted data of the Privacy 
Proxy service provider in response to [RDDS] quer[ies], including the existing privacy/proxy 
pseudonymized email. 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:30) Then, pls assign the task to come up with a r3evised wording taking into 
account comments made and put a deadline for that 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:32) +1 Benedict 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:32) May two Alan s and Marc comment on Milton's language which further 
improve the text 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:33) what Benedict said  handles Alan w conerns 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:33) I don't agree with requiring registrars to provide the option to publish 
registration data, for any type of person. 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:33) Prior to the implementation of the P/P PDP, we still need a 
requirement that registrar disclose names of Proxy provider's detail.  There are bad actors that use their 
captice Prox provision and want to disguise it. 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:33) But will try to address this on the next agenda item. 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:34) captive. 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (08:34) of course :) 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:34) I volunteer to work on this issue. 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:34) So in summary, I support p/p as a special case of voluntary disclosure of 
registration data by an organisation. P/P group can then mandate disclosure as part of their work. 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:34) Use the standard list? 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:35) The only requirement would be that registrars MUST support voluntary 
disclosure 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:35) @Benedict, can we presume that now? Registrars said it must be 
voluntary. 
  Matt Serlin (RrSG): (08:36) Benedict I don't believe there's universal support for the MUST support 
voluntary discolsure... 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:36) Or rather, it is to be discussed next... 
  Alex Deacon - IPC: (08:36) @ Benedict - I get your logic - but I'm not convinced making this voluntary 
for the P/P servcie provider makes sense.  needs more thought.... 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:37) Please piut the text on the screen 
  Marika Konings: (08:37) @Kavouss - note that the language is on the screen (current languge in Temp 
Spec section 7.2.1) 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:37) Stupid question: Once Whois data is properly redacted why do we need 
p/p providers at all? 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:38) Because it’s a huge source of income 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:38) ;) 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:38) @Benedict, I was about to say the same 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:38) won't the market dissolve if our friends in IPC/BC agree to let us 
properly redact data? 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:38) Alex it’s not up to us to decide P/P policy 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:38) WE SHOULD NOT QUALIFY THE QUESTION AT ALL 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:39) Sorry, telephone problems skip me for now 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (08:39) benedict that pretty cynical. @milton I have domains, I live in europe, I 
use  P&P provider, but i don't really beleive that my data would be adaquaitely protected in this system 
as of yet. Si it takes my data out of the hands of the CANN Data merry-go-round process 



  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:40) You're  kind of agreeing with me, Alan W. If we properly shield data 
from indiscriminate public access, why do we need p/p services?  
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:40) Alan I’ve been stalked as a result of having accurate whois records, I get 
the argument. Not being cynical, just realistic. 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:40) Back now. 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (08:41) Ha in the perfect world Milton ... yes. I'm just not as optomisitc as you ... 
and based on some of  the arguments made in our calls ... I'll still prefer a P&P service!  
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:42) Well Benedict if you get too cynical about this, it's good to point out 
that Rrs and Rys have been supporting appropriate levelsof redaction, so it doesn't look like they are 
motivated primarily by retaining the revenue source of p/p 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:43) Not everyone is subject to the GDPR, so at the meoment, even if you 
trust GDPR implementation, some people will still need P/P. 
  Alex Deacon - IPC: (08:43) +1 Alan G 
  Matt Serlin (RrSG): (08:43) and i can speak for first hand experience working at two registrars that p/p 
revenue is not significant at all...it's a big market so it might be meaningful for some registrars but I 
personally have never seen that argument being used 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:43) In my mind it will still have a place, just like PO boxes. Just not for 
average registrants. “Pay or we’ll dox you” doesn’t look good for anyone. 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:44) +1 Alan G, good reminder of geographic distinction 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:44) Thanks Matt, that’s helpful 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:45) +1 Matt - common misconception, shared by me 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:45) Alan: this PDP will come up with a global solution, I am confident. 
Anything else would be rather stupid and risky 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (08:45) +1 Milton 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:47) aT SOME POINT OF TIME, COMMENTING MEMBERS ARE INVITED TO 
PROPOSE A CONCRETE LANGUAGE 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:48) Sorry for cap  
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:48) Maybe the EDPB is being pragmatic and reasonable process! 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:48) @Thomas: +1 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (08:48) Thomas, do you have a concrete language to suggest 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:49) agree some people will need P/P - In all cases let the industry decide if 
it needs P/P or not if registrants don't need P/P it will fade out and disappear 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (08:49) let the market decide 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:50) @Kavouss: We're basically discussing some of this for the first time, so a 
little premature for suggesting language. 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (08:51) Yes, let the market decide, so let's not spend 48 hours on it in this PDP 
;-) 
  Thomas Rickert (ISPCP): (08:52) Thanks, Mark - you are right, but we cannot include the consent 
language in there and it does not work through the entire industry, i.e. all players.  
  Thomas Rickert (ISPCP): (08:52) I need to leave the AC room now. Will join back on the phone in a bit, 
but cannot stay for the entire call. 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:53) @Kurt: Could you repeat the question? 
  Julf Helsingius: (08:53) I just had to restart AC 
  James Bladel (RrSG): (08:53) We're well aware of the disclosure flag in EPP.  It is not univerally 
supported and most Registry system disregard this setting.  Don't appreciate Mark's tone or 
characterization of the technical challenges. 
  Margie Milam (BC): (08:53) @Thomas-- its optional 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (08:53) +1 James 



  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:56) Would be happy to take a stab at it, Kurt. Would be glad to have Thomas 
help too, if he's willing. 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (08:56) My point is that these things are feasible using existing protocols, not that 
they have already been consistently applied, clearly.  My comment regarding non-use in escrow 
confirms that.  
  Leon Sanchez: (08:57) The AC room is very slow for me this morning 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (08:58) Yes it is Leon, it’s already afternoon here! 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (08:58) @Leon: Maybe Adobe started their holidays early? :-) 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:59) SIlence 
  Matt Serlin (RrSG): (08:59) Sorry...I believe if it's still MAY we are okay with that 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (08:59) Nothing here is straight forward! 
  James Bladel (RrSG): (09:00) I think we're fine with "May" 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:00) @Matt: +1 assuming MAY means it's optional to seek collection of the data, 
not obligatory for registrars to seek collection, but optional for RNHs to provide. 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:00) It seems that there is an agreement 
  Matt Serlin (RrSG): (09:00) Correct Amr 
  James Bladel (RrSG): (09:01) I think it will be an economic necessity, but some niche registrars may 
choose not to 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (09:01) Fair 
  Caitlin Tubergen 2: (09:01) One moment, Kurt  
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:03) I have a clarifying question/point of order about the previous topic. 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:04) Point of order on this one, too. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:06) Discussing and studying the EWG proposed rules engine is not within 
scope of this EPDP.  There has been no followup to this work from the GNSO Council or the Board, why 
on earth would we take it on?  The fact that some stakeholders are eager to build it is not relevant. 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (09:06) YES KRISTINA~!!! 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:08) Totally agree with Kristina.  
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (09:08) Let's just not make decisions about that yet, Kurt 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (09:08) That's a great alternative!! 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (09:08) (not talk about much) 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:09) The material that we have presented for public comment is already, in 
my view and in the view of several commentators, inadequate..  Let's not make it irrelevant. 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:14) I agree with Alan - can we rely on the country that the registrant's 
indicates 
  Ayden Férdeline (NCSG): (09:15) no.  
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:15) @Alan G. @Hadia: Really? After all this time, we're still limiting the issue to 
where the RNH is geographically located?! 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:15) @Ayden why not? 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (09:16) We *WILL* need a rules engine (which I refer to as a table-driven 
algorithm) when a contracted party is trying to meet different privacy regulations. So we will have two 
dimensional criteria to meet (jurisdiction and where the registrant is). It should not be needed in the 
case we are looking at (as Mark said, it is easy to implement in a LOT of ways). 
  Brian King (IPC): (09:16) That's why it's rule(s) engine, not rule engine 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (09:16) Marc. 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:18) as I understand a rules engine is a mechanism that wil be using if -then 
conditional forms  
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (09:18) If by “rely” you mean “trust to be correct”, GDPR says we are meant to 
trust the accuracy of the data provided by the data subject, unless proven otherwise. 



  Marika Konings: (09:18) From the EWG Final Report: More specifically, “rules engine” refers to a 
feature that could be implemented within the RDS to manage (a) the storage, collection and processing 
of domain name information based on Registrant, Contact, Registrar, Registry, and RDS jurisdictions 
(represented by the following data elements: Registrant and Contact Country Code, Registrar and 
Registry Jurisdictions), and (b) data protection laws of the applicable jurisdictions, in accordance with 
ICANN's future defined policy for the RDS. 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:20) What legal council  we are talikng about ? External or Icann legal ? 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:21) @Kurt: Exactly. At a minimum, this needs to be properly scoped. Or we 
could just abandon the idea of geo-distinction to begin with? ;-) 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:21) @Kavouss: External. 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (09:22) Let's not abandon the idea of geo-distinction yet ;-) 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:22) We can not abandon that at all 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (09:22) +1 Milton 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (09:22) Well put, Milton 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:23) @Mark: Darn. Was wondering if I'd get away with it. :-) 
  Mark Svancarek (BC): (09:23) :) 
  Ashley Heineman (GAC): (09:24) I tend to agree with Milton on this one. 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:24) It is very improbable that we could have a global policy on this issue 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:25) @Milton: +1 
  Alan Woods (RYSG): (09:25) great points Milton 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:25) +1 Milton 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:27) Having different and multiple jurisdiction does not mean we have to 
abandon the issue 
  Milton Mueller (NCSG): (09:27) must leave now to make an appointment - sorry and good luck all 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:28) Rules engine would need to be an alogorithm  
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:29) I do not understand the validity of rule engine here 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:30) Once again, it is almost improbable that we  could have a clear cut 
global solution for this issue   
  Margie Milam (BC): (09:32) the records are public Stephanie 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:32) Kurt, may you kindly wrap up this topic and proceed with drafting a 
clear cut clarification text to be sent to EPDB 
  Benedict Addis - SSAC: (09:33) Agree with Stephanie. Let’s try for a common global solution that 
respects a high standard of privacy. 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (09:33) Rulkes engines are an IMPLEMENTATION issue which must be made for 
any entity implementing our policy. There is a Wikipedia article on it. It is a decisionon HOW to 
implement. It is reasonable for us to point out (informall) that it is an option that a contracted party may 
want to look at. 
  Margie Milam (BC): (09:33) We have not agreed Stephanie! 
  Alan Greenberg (ALAC): (09:33) We do not have agreement. 
  Margie Milam (BC): (09:34) +1 Hadia 
  Berry Cobb: (09:37) Benedict has been added to the LC mailman list, but will likely observe more than 
participate on the LC. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:38) Perhaps once we have independent counsel we will be able to put this 
one to rest then. 
  Berry Cobb: (09:39) Next LC call will be scheduled for 2 Jan 2019. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:41) If our rep cannot be there, I presume we can provide a backup Berry? 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:42) Jan 2 is a travel day for many.... 



  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:42) @Berry:  I'll miss that call.  Am on vacation from 21 December - 3 
January. (Will be on this 3 January call.) 
  Kavouss Arasteh (GAC): (09:45)  I have to leave soon  
  Berry Cobb: (09:46) @Stephanie - we did not discuss providing backup opportunities.  Our LC is mostly 
a replica of what occured under CCWG-WS2.  They did not allow for alternates.  Will discuss with the 
EPDP Leadership team. 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:46) Good summary, Kurt. Thank you. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:47) we need to have Backup members Berry, this is not CCSW-WS2 
  farzaneh badii: (09:48) the legal team has to decide on which law firm...  
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:48) @Dan:  is there a list of specific questions that you need to have 
answered before the procurement process can start? that would be really, really helpful to have. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:49) Good privacy lawyers are busy at the moment.  I would suggest 
returning to existing RDS contract with WSG 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:50) WHo was not happy?  the IPC.  they hired their own.  Lets have an 
open discussion on this. 
  Marika Konings: (09:50) @Stephanie - please note there is no existing RDS contract with WSRG. This 
was a previous arrangement in relation to the RDS PDP WG effort.  
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:50) I have some follow up questions, @Dan. I'll send them to the email list 
that's been set up for the LC. 
  Daniel Halloran (ICANN Org Liaison -Legal): (09:51) Thanks Kurt and Kristina 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:51) I would be happy to have WSGR come back to work with us. 
  Stephanie Perrin (NCSG): (09:51) Sure Marika, but repeating that contract is easier for a number of 
sound reasons.   
  Brian King (IPC): (09:51) Thanks all 
  Rafik Dammak (GNSO Council Liaison): (09:51) thanks all, happy holidays 
  Matt Serlin (RrSG): (09:51) happy holidays all 
  Kristina Rosette (RySG): (09:51) Happy holidays - see you next year! 
  Hadia Elminiawi (ALAC): (09:51) May you all have Joyful holidays bye 
  Amr Elsadr (NCSG): (09:51) Thanks all. Bye. 
  Leon Sanchez (ICANN Board Liaison): (09:52) Thanks everyone. Happy holidays! 
  Leon Sanchez (ICANN Board Liaison): (09:52) Remember to redact your Santa letters! 
 
 


