II. Focus of the Subgroup’s work
	
	Approach A
	Approach B
	Approach C

	1.
	[bookmark: _GoBack]We should discuss what is the would be the potential impact as far as jurisdiction is concerned as if the office is continues to remain in California – we can discuss what is the will be the impact of being in California from the jurisdictional point of view.

	At that time of Work Stream 1, as we discussed everything, it was based on the views of the lawyers saying that the models worked “according to California law.” So, Work Stream 1 is totally based on that scope and nothing else. If you want to remove or propose to remove ICANN from California to elsewhere we have to see whether or not we need to redo Work Stream 1.  That is the situation.  We could, with the agreement of the Co-Chairs of the CCWG-accountability, raise the question to the legal advisors, asking in the event there is a situation where it is decided to move ICANN from California to elsewhere, what would be the impact on the entire Work Stream 1, the new Bylaws and all of elements of the transition.
	We should look to solve the problems ICANN jurisdiction raise.


	2.
	At this stage, we are only discussing and examining the impact, or legal impact, of ICANN's presence remaining in California on jurisdictional issues
	That's all.  If you want to raise the question, the consequence of moving that on Work Stream 1, you can put that question. What I said is exactly what Thomas said, and this was also said sometime in an email by Mathieu some time ago. That redoing the Work Stream 1 would be horrible and would be impractical and so on and so forth, two years and some thousands [unclear] would be non-implementable, maybe the whole transition will be question.  
	

	3.
	The suggestion that I have made at this stage is to limit ourselves to study and examine the actual and potential impact from the jurisdictional point of view of ICANN being continuing to remain in California.  
	It is better that we do not discuss in this Subgroup whether or not ICANN’s headquarters office stays in California or United States or outside that.  Being or not being in California was something that was decided in Work Stream 1 and at this stage no one proposes to redo Work Stream 1.
	

	
	Let us take a pragmatic and practical way; impact, only study the impact.  Thank you.
	
	



