ICANN GEOGRAPHIC REGIONS
Working Group
List of statements and principles agreed after conference call on Monday Aug. 18th:
The topic of the makeup of ICANN's geographical regions must be considered in the context of the geographical region requirements imposed on all ICANN organizations and hence those requirements should be reviewed and possibly adjusted in conjunction with any proposed changes to the regions themselves.

ICANN regions are relevant to the GNSO with respect to creating an implementation mechanism for diversity of GNSO Council members. (Statement)
The application of diversity based on regions will need to be revised in the forthcoming new structure of the GNSO council.

Any change to ICANN regions should improve on any identified imbalance.

A single set of designated regions may not work for some SO within ICANN.

There is nothing sacred about the number of regions remaining at five.

Authoritative third party should be reviewed by ICANN in making geopolitical decisions.
Where there are grey areas in such a third party regional construct, there should be a mechanism for resolving that.

Participation is easier when ICANN regions correspond to authoritative existing regions.
In relation with regions and geographic diversity requirements, some flexibility should be allowed for representatives in the GNSO Council.

Different regions have different concerns and needs in relation with ICANN activities.

The designation of ICANN regions should take into consideration the varying views, concerns, and interests of the users and residents of various parts of the world. The designation of regions should provide the opportunity for those diverse views to be fairly represented within ICANN processes. There may not be an existing designation of regions that will satisfy this principle. However, reviewing existing designations will be helpful and may serve as a basis upon which to build.

ICANN regions should enfranchise those existing and future user.

ICANN regions should be reviewed with appropriate regularity. In to that end ICANN should continue its outreach to understanding as fully as possible the varying views, concerns, and interests of users and residents around the world

The value of any individual selected from a geographic region is proportional to the degree to which that person represents interests of that region.

Any geographic requirements (if any) on constituencies in selecting Councilors, or (if any) on the GNSO in selecting Board members should be measured by citizenship only.

Proposed text:

…….

Pursuant to ICANN Board Resolution 07.92, the GNSO and other ICANN structures were invited to provide input to the ICANN staff on a proposal by the ccNSO to appoint a community-wide working group to review the structure of ICANN's present Geographic Regions and related issues. The GNSO strongly supports the formation of a community wide working group as proposed by the ccNSO. 

The GNSO application of geographic region requirements is very important to the GNSO.  

Geographic regions are particularly relevant to the GNSO with respect to creating an implementation mechanism for diversity of GNSO Council members. 

The application of diversity based on regions will need to be addressed in the context of the forthcoming new structure of the GNSO Council as mandated by the Board and, in that vein; the GNSO believes that some geographic flexibility should be allowed for representatives on the GNSO Council. 

The designation of ICANN regions should take into consideration the varying views, concerns, and interests of the users and residents of various parts of the world. The designation of regions should provide the opportunity for those diverse views to be fairly represented within ICANN processes. There may not be an existing designation of regions that will satisfy this principle. However, reviewing existing designations will be helpful and may serve as a basis upon which to build.
The GNSO agrees and believes that as the working group begins its deliberations, a number of important principles should be applied with respect to the mission of the group. 

Those principles should include:

· Different regions have different concerns and needs in relation with ICANN activities.

· The makeup of ICANN's geographic regions must be considered in the wider context of the geographical region requirements imposed on all ICANN organizations.  Those requirements should be reviewed by the working group and possibly adjusted in conjunction with any proposed changes to the regions themselves. 

· Any change to ICANN regions should improve on any identified imbalance.

· A single set of designated regions may not work for some SO within ICANN.

· The value of any individual selected from a geographic region is proportional to the degree to which that person represents interests of that region.

· Any geographic requirements (if any) on constituencies in selecting Councilors, or (if any) on the GNSO in selecting Board members should be measured by citizenship only.

· ICANN regions should enfranchise those existing and future users.

· Review of existing geographic region designations will be helpful and may serve as a basis upon which to build, but there should be nothing sacred about the number of ICANN regions remaining at five.

· Participation is easier when ICANN regions correspond to authoritative existing regions.

· Authoritative third party should be reviewed by ICANN in making geopolitical decisions.

· Where there are grey areas in such a third party regional construct, there should be a mechanism for resolving that.

· ICANN regions should be reviewed with appropriate regularity. In to that end ICANN should continue its outreach to understanding as fully as possible the varying views, concerns, and interests of users and residents around the world.
The GNSO looks forward to providing volunteers to serve on the working group to contribute to its deliberations.
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