I have corresponded often with the designated representative from INTLNET, Jean Françoise C. Morfin (Jefsey), over the course of the last five years.  Jefsey has been a frequent commentator on numerous lists such as the DNSO/GNSO General Assembly (GA) Discussion list, the Independent Domain Name Owners (IDNO) list, the icannatlarge discussion list, IETF working group lists, and so on.  Jefsey is known to us as a fixture in the ICANN community; he has contributed his views to the NTIA
, to the WGIG
, to the IGF
, and to the community at large
.
Jefsey is one of the last remaining rugged individualists with a strong tech background.  His tenacity, focus and sense of purpose is to be admired, but this particular set of character traits – this passionate single-mindedness – has often been viewed by others as excessive to the point of being disruptive; this has resulted on numerous occasions in the suspension of his posting privileges (at least five times on the ietf-languages list
), and in petitions that called for his removal as an organizational member
.
While I understand that we are NOT deciding whether we like an organization’s designated representative, nor whether we like the views espoused by such a representative, it is important to note that an individual’s propensities may have a bearing in determining whether an “organizational” application tendered by that given individual is indeed legitimate.  

I have taken note of Jefsey’s inclination to charge into a project by throwing up a website and simultaneously pronouncing it to be an organization
 (whose membership roster will in theory shortly be filled by those with collaborative interests).  At issue is whether INTLNET is a legitimate organization or if instead we are looking at an application from an individual masquerading himself as an organization.
The Due Diligence:
1. The earliest archived record
 of the intlnet.org website tells us that “The support of the Intlnet users and users networks.has been incorporated in 1978 as a non-profit Secretariat (SIAT) to administer its services and serve its Execom actions.”

2. The organizational domain itself, however, was only first established (according to WHOIS records) on 13 March 2002 – apparently the INTLNET organization functioned without an organizational website that bore its own name for a total of 24 years.

3. A later edition of the intelnet.org website displays an incorporation document
 dated 22 August 1978 – but the name of the organization applying for association registration is S.I.A.T (Secretariat International Pour les Applications de la Tele Informatique), not INTLNET.

4. According to additional website documents
, the S.I.A.T. organization on 12 July 1983 decided to use “Intlnet” to distinguish a certain range of activities from those associated with the word “Eurolab” which was being used in technical test documentation (as in SIAT/Eurolab).

5. Corporate documents were formally modified on 13 August 1983
 and once again on 15 July 1992
.  These documents are drafted in the name of the association S.I.A.T (that reserved the right to use the English name “ISDCA”, an acronym for International Secretariat for Data Communications Applications) and bear the SIAT stamp.  The association also noted its use of “Intlnet” as a “logo”.

6. These above documents list the S.I.A.T. organizational directors and members as:  Jefsey Morfin, the association AIEE, Tymnet Inc., the associations GIEXAD and IBCS Inc.  

7. While it can reasonably be determined that S.I.A.T formally existed at one point as a legally registered association under the 1 July 1901 French law, no such claim can be made for the organization that now purports to have the legal name “INTLNET”.  

8. As France does have provisions in its commercial code for organizations incorporated as non-commercial entities, and as there is no record being offered of an association named “INTLNET” listed as a registered association, the validity of INTLNET’s status as an organization meeting NCUC eligibility requirements is in doubt. 

9. Further, if we are to accept the notion that the association S.I.A.T was formally or even informally renamed as “INTLNET”, we are not presented with any current documents on the website that indicate who sitting Board members or other members might be (we note, for example, that former member Tymnet Inc. was sold to McDonnell-Douglass
 that was later merged with Boeing).  Association documents should be available that would detail the Board’s current composition and/or membership roster, yet no such documents are presented on the intlnet.org website.  

10.   The earliest version
 of the intlnet.org website also contains the following:  “[INTLNET] intends to enter in a MoU with ICANN and to join the ITU.”  While we have no issues with ancillary ITU membership, it should be noted that the membership of the NCUC specifically excludes “Organizations that provide services under contract or MoU with ICANN”.  If establishing such an MOU is INTLNET’s declared intent, then its tenure within the NCUC (if accepted for membership) would be of very limited duration.

11.   Even if we were to accept the proposition that INTLNET is an organization, it would be incumbent upon us to know that the organization consisted of more than a single member.    The website’s home page displays a “Main Discussion List” that is described as the “main list of all its members”.  Its archives
 through February 2005 show no legitimate messages whatsoever.  Membership appears to be null.

12. On 12 July 2002 Jefsey Morfin registered the domain dot-root.com whose website contains a charter
 that states in part:  “The ULD Managers will form an association named Intlnet to represent them and to share common services and efforts.”    If in fact Intlnet was a legitimate association that had already been in existence since 1978, then there would have been no need in 2002 to “form an association named Intlnet”.   We are offered no evidence on this website or elsewhere that Intlnet was actually legally formed as an association in 2002 or thereafter.  

13.   The NCUC Charter specifically excludes from membership associations for the benefit of commercial entities (even if they are non-profit in form).  As such we must ask if INTLNET is a non-profit association that functions for the direct benefit of another commercial entity.  

14. A website exists at utel.net – this website was registered on 13 February 1998 by UTELNET that coincidently shares exactly the same registrant address as the earlier-mentioned dot-root.com that was registered by Jefsey.  This website presents itself as the “Universal Telephone Operators consortium of Internet Services” and as “an INTLNET presented project”.  When one clicks on ‘initial information’, the hyperlink takes you to a document marked “Confidential / 30 June 2005” that bears the caption:  “INTLNET Secrétariat International pour les Applications de la Téléinformatique Association loi de 1901, créée en 1978 http://intlnet.org”.  Jefsey has described UTEL as his “business”
, and has previously joined ICANN’s Business Constituency (BC) as the UTEL designated representative.
15. Jefsey has stated
:
1.   “I am involved in many aspects of the Internet, through my own small business practice (UTEL)”
2.  “I am the smallest Member of the DNSO/BC.”
3.  “As a business I own 2000 DNs for local sites chains and I own 2 TM in the on-line class.”
16. If INTLNET (purportedly a non-profit) is (as indicated) the sponsor of UTEL, a for-profit business entity, then INTLNET is necessarily ineligible for membership within the NCUC.
My assessment is that we are looking at what one might call “smoke and mirrors”, a type of deception, at an “organization” akin to Jeff Williams’ INEG that exists only in the mind of its creator without any other participants as members. 
I have no issue with ad-hoc coalitions as potential NCUC members as long as such coalitions actually come into fruition with a readily demonstrated and identifiable membership.  Unfortunately, I have found no indications that INTLNET has any current members other than Jefsey Morfin.

If elucidating clarifications are not forthcoming, on the basis of the NCUC Charter guidelines I would recommend rejecting this particular membership application.  
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� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icannatlarge.com/morfin.html" ��http://www.icannatlarge.com/morfin.html� “Business: project engineering and management, Internet area (� HYPERLINK "http://utel.net" \t "_blank" �http://utel.net�)”
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