"Coalition/Dialogue" Meeting Report
Participants from civil society (Brazilian liasons)
Laura Tresca

Carlos Afonso

Joana Varon

Carolina was a bit sick and couldn't participate.

Other participants (business and technical community):
ICC, Oracle, Cisco, Cira, Internet NZ, Eurid, Lacnic, Apnic, Afrinic, Icann, Arin 
Google, Isoc
Content:
Instead of addressing only the Brazilian Summit, the meeting was focused on building the coalition. Mostly Brazilian liasons brought to the table the issue of the Summit and about the need to coordinate with both Brazilian Government and CGI.br. 

Meeting started once again referring to the Montevideo declaration and the positive responses to the statement. It was pointed as a signal that there is a sense of change in the community and it is a good opportunity to catalyze that sense and engage with other stakeholders. 

Main questions raised were:

- Is it a coalition, platform or partners?

- Is it open to participation of others sectors?

- Will it work until the meeting or summit or will it work beyond the meeting?

- Is this about the internationalization of ICANN or a new framework for internet governance?

- What are the goals for the Brazilian meeting or summit?

- Is this a decision-making meeting or summit? Or will it just prepare recommendations?
- What will be different from the existing processes?
Carlos mentioned that one thing is the  coalition of I* organizations and another the Summit in Brazil. ICANN issues are just one part of that Summit, for the coalition its the main. 

Reactions came in the sense that it is not a coalition of I* organizations, it will be multistakeholder.  A “coalition to offer to the world a multistakeholder mechanism for dealing with internet internet governance issues, IG processes and framework, which includes IGF.  By multistakeholder most of the people were referring to business, technical community and civil society. There was a sense of “no governments” that could be problematic. 

ICANN (Fadi), raised the point that we are dealing with many bilaterals and country after country talking about multilateral processes for decision-making and that all the events foreseen, but the IGF, are multilateral. There is a need to create a public dialogue about multistakeholder options. Brazilian meeting once again was mentioned just as an event, to which the “coalition” can say it will participate or not, help shape it or not. But the coalition could feed the Summit. 

ICC and many others have proposed to name it as a dialogue, not as a coalition.

Afrinic remained raising the point that the Brazil “meeting” is not meant to be decision making.

Carlos make the point that we would need to find common issues for both communities. Need to find the converging issues.

ICC and others (liasons included) highlighted the point that all of us needed to report to our constituencies and requested that to moving further with this coalition or dialogue, there is a need to have clarity around the goal and to draft a one pager to inform constituencies. Others agreed. 

Concrete proposals / Following key points:
1. Agreeing on the name of the platform

2. Creation of a wider mailing list for anyone that is interested to join.

3. Write down the goal of the coalition

4. Have a web page that provide a reference to 1, 2, 3

5. Gather more information about the meeting in Brazil and position ourselves to actively participate in setting the agenda and defining its final format.

6. Create a steering committee composed by 20-25 members. 

Activities underway:
- a temporary mailing list under nro.net domain has been set up in order to have a platform for discussing name and drafting the concept note of the coalition/dialogue.
