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The WHOIS Review Team (RT) undertook the following:
1. Adoption of a Scope and Roadmap
The RT discussed the Scope of Work in light of email exchanges, the Cartagena informal meeting conclusion and the conference call discussions. 
The RT agreed to changes to the text, and adopted the document “Scope and Roadmap” as its working document which may be found at: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Scope+and+Roadmap+of+the+WHOIS+RT. 
2. Law Enforcement
The RT formed a small working group to draft a working definition of “law enforcement”, and questions to be put to the community for comment in time for the San Francisco ICANN meeting.
3. Consumer Trust
The RT discussed the consumer trust topic in light of (OI) and (SH)’s draft which may be found at: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Material+for+Discussion+and+Questions .
The RT formed a small working group to draft a working definition of “consumer trust” and questions to be put to the community for comment in time for the San Francisco ICANN meeting.
4. Definitional work
The RT discussed the advantages and disadvantages of defining key terms contained in the Affirmation of Commitments provisions, particularly given that this is the first of a number of WHOIS Review Teams. However, the RT acknowledged that the evolving ecosystem could lead the next RTs to construe terms differently.
A group, to be assisted by staff, will undertake the drafting of definitions “Producers and Maintainers of WHOIS data”, “Applicable Laws”, as well as “Law Enforcement” and “Consumers and Consumer Trust” https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Subgroups. 
5. Discussion with Mr. Lawrence Strickling - Assistant Secretary for Communications and Information at the Department of Commerce (DOC) – and Ms. Fiona Alexander – Associate Administrator, Office of International Affairs, National Telecommunications & Information Administration, DOC
The RT had expressed its willingness to hold a session with the Affirmation of Commitments builders in order to understand the intentions of the signatories with regard to the WHOIS.
(LS) and (FA) kindly accepted the RT’s invitation and responded to Members’ queries. (ET), (KK) and (LG) had initially drafted a list of questions that may be found at: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Material+for+Discussion 
All agreed the context of this dialogue was that the RT was to make its review and findings independently.  Therefore comments given were non-directive.
6. Applicable Laws
The RT discussed the draft regarding the section of the Affirmation of Commitments invoking “applicable laws,” namely, “ICANN additionally commits to enforcing its existing policy relating to WHOIS, subject to applicable laws” [Section 9.3.1].
The RT discussed the applicable laws topic in light of (KVA) and (OK)’s draft of a detailed paper which may be found at: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Material+for+Discussion+and+Questions .
The RT formed a small working group to draft a working definition of “applicable laws” and questions to be put to the community for comment in time for the San Francisco ICANN meeting.
7. RT Meetings: Outreach and Action Plan
The RT resolved to adopt an outreach plan https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Outreach+plan as well as an action plan https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Action+plan.
The RT will meet for a full day meeting in San Francisco on Sunday, 13 March and will reach out to the constituencies Tuesday 15th. Outreach via a Public Session will take place on either Monday 14th or Wednesday 16th. Requests will also be made to meet with the GAC, ALAC, and other Advisory Committees and Supporting Organizations.
The RT agreed to hold conference calls every fortnight and identified Wednesday as the conference day. It furthermore decided to adopt a rotation system. Supporting staff is to propose a calendar accordingly.
The RT targets to hold three additional F2F meetings: Silicon Valley ICANN Meeting in March 2011 – Amman ICANN Meeting in June 2011 and Marina del Rey in September 2011. Supporting staff was tasked to report venue options for the latter F2F session tentatively scheduled for mid September.
(ET) and (BS) volunteered to work on outreach to stakeholders and to draw a list of stakeholders with whom ICANN will be expected to touch base.
8. Staff Presentation
ICANN staff Members – (DM), (LG) and (SB) – provided the Review Team with extensive presentations on WHOIS Policy (background, history etc) and compliance. These were followed by fruitful Q&A sessions. Please refer to the slides of the presentations https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Information+Provided+by+ICANN+Staff . Questions prepared by RT Members in anticipation of these presentations may be found at: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Material+for+Discussion+and+Questions. 
9. Presentation by Law Enforcement
At the RT’s request, representatives from the UK’s Serious Organised Crime Agency gave a presentation on the perspective of law enforcement, and its needs with regard to WHOIS.  At the Request of (SL), Chatham House rules were invoked, to reflect that the information provided contained sensitive security and law enforcement information. A question and answer session took place.
10. Sub Teams
The Review Team resolved to map out its scope and to divide the Team into sub groups with clearly-defined mandates: https://community.icann.org/display/whoisreview/Subgroups.
The sub groups convened to determine the level of resources required to fulfill the attributed mandate. Conference call scheduling, survey building and ICANN staff assistance (ad hoc access to documents) were elements identified as necessary to ensure the smooth functioning of the respective enterprises. The RT stressed that a level of coordination was essential to avoid duplication. (KK) submitted a proposal to hire a graduate student that would compile all information for the Review Team’s consideration.
The following Sub Teams were organized, based on the strong commitment of Team members to moving these important areas forward:
1. What is the Whois Policy? – JB, KK and WW; 
2. Whois Policy Implementation Review: PN, BS, ET, MY; 
3. Law Enforcement:  KVA, SL, WW and LD;
4. Consumers and Consumer Trust SH, OI, LG, PN, BS; 
5. Applicable laws:  KVA, OK, MY, LG;
6. Producers and Maintainers of Whois Data:  JB, SL, WW (with OK looking into the related question of who “owns” the data) 

11.  Thanks to Hosts
The meeting ended with great thanks for the warm and generous hospitality of Sharon Lemon and her entire SOCA team. Much work went into planning this RT meeting and the RT felt that the location, organization and preparation paved the way for a very successful and productive first face-to-face meeting of the RT.
