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Chantelle: It's been a lot this last week. 
  Jessica: You're telling me.
  Chantelle: Is that you doing the transcription Jessica? 
  Jessica: No sorry I have a transcriber in here. 
  Chantelle: Oh, okay. 
  Jessica: Yeah I've just been responding to everybody. 
  Chantelle: Yeah you're really in there. 
  Jessica: I want to get those full marks of participation this time. I'm not settling for less.
  Chantelle: Hey Mikha, how are you? 
  Mikha: Hi, how is everyone? 
  Pam: Busy weekend with home work. School work I should say. It's all home work.
  Mikha: Yeah there's a lot to do isn't there with having the two classes this time around.
  Pam: The other instructor seems to be kind of awol. 
  Mikha: M.I.A., hey? What's up with that, I don't know. I noticed that there's no-- nothing in the unit or week two discussion topic yet for that class.
And I'm interested to see if the Tuesday evening online meeting goes ahead? Like the 5 o'clock one? Yeah. 
  Chantelle: Yeah because I was there last week and the teacher didn't show up. Right? 
  Mikha: It's interesting like I post a question in the Q&A and they never responded.
I can tell when you go to the participants that she hasn't signed in in like nine days. Since before the course began.
  Pam: Oh, okay. Hope she's okay. 
  Mikha: I was thinking the same thing. Wondering what's going on. Like I wonder if something happened? I don't know. It does seem odd though. Like not a single e-mail from her or anything.
And see if she responds, right? And then see if we hear if her. 
  Pam: Yeah there's very little direction on how to proceed. 
  Mikha: Yeah I've found that course a bit hard to navigate too. Like the instructions haven't been super clear. I found like-- really for the discussion forum. Like instructions. I know it's super bizarre.
Well I was looking over the ideas everyone's added in. There's lots of really great ones. I don't know how we're going to pick. 
  Pam: Yeah I've added in a couple this morning.
The last one, I was interested because I thought this bill S2 was going to be great that ends for the second generation cut-off thing. But then I follow a number of Indigenous groups online and some of them are not happy about this because it just-- there's going to be like an influx of people into their community that have no connection and ties. And making decisions so I was surprised by that, that there's almost a gatekeeping. And the thing is they should be able to decide who belongs in their community and their government.
  Mikha: Yeah like any of the topics would be easily to be turned into-- what do you think? Have we picked?
  Chantelle: Should we do a vote? I don't know.
  Mikha: Yeah, like we could go in and put like maybe some kind of marker or something that we're more interested in. And then see if one comes out with more, I don't know. 
  Pam: I like the land acknowledgment ones too. 
  Mikha: There was so much. Was actually interested in the drug control one.
  Pam:-- making some kind of statement about it.
  Chantelle: Okay, so should we just go through and put a mark on the ones we're interested in? And whittle it down somehow? 
  Pam: What kind of mark are we going to put? 
  Mikha: Maybe our initial or something? Does that work? 
  Jessica: Yeah, that works.
  Pam: I like them all. It's hard to choose. 
  Mikha: We all just mark them all. Doesn't help at all.
Oh you're smart with the brackets Chantelle, that's a good idea.
  Jessica: Do you think we could maybe tie in the one that's should Indigenous nations have the right to enact their own drug use and if Indigenous policing-- tie those two topics together possibly? 
  Joel: We could. One of the things our group suffered from in 502 was, I don't know what I thought was scope. So the larger the scope, the harder it is to get something into 20 minutes or 2,000 words or whatever. And so when I was doing this-- pardon me, trying to pick something that was more narrow and focused.
The only limited amount of research that we could look at. 
  Mikha: It's surprising how quick that word count goes.
Happens quickly. But Jessica like maybe if we picked, like if we were to do the drugs or alcohol legislation. And maybe it would end up that Indigenous placing was connected to one of the recommendations or something like that, right? 
  Joel: Or if we looked at alternatively Indigenous policing.
The recommendations of Indigenous nations to enact their own laws and this could be one of the things mentioned.
  Mikha: I can't get over your cat Joel. So cute. 
  Joel: Aggressive in his love. So yeah. 
  Mikha: I see you lift him off your desk so many times and he just keeps popping back in. 
  Joel: He loves sitting in my arms and being held like the little baby he is.
  Mikha: Okay are people still looking these over or have we got in our little votes.
  Chantelle: I think we're done.
  Mikha: Oh look at that. My cat's super spicy. My black cat won't be joining us. 
  Pam: I have an orange cat but she's hiding. 
  Mikha: Oh cute. Jessica do you have a cat? 
  Jessica: No. Not at all. 
  Joel: You're the only non-cat person here? 
  Jessica: Yeah, I'm allergic to cats.
  Joel: Pam's fully covered in cats right now. 
  Pam: I have dogs too. 
  Jessica: No my baby is sitting down ore here 120 pounds. 
  Mikha: Oh no way. That's a dog? What kind of dog do you have? 
  Jessica: Chocolate lab. 
  Mikha: Is he food obsessed?
  Jessica: Yeah, Oh yeah. Totally.
  Mikha: I've lived with one and I've never seen anything like a chocolate lab on a mission to get a treat. It's wild.
  Jessica: You Donte that say hi? 
  Pam: I have four dogs and they are all surrounding me.
  Joel: Aww. 
  Mikha: What a cutie.
Oh no way that's awesome.
  Joel: You're fading out as zoom was trying to control the what is a person what is not a person. Is he wearing a service dog label? Do you let him off service dog as well? 
  Jessica: Oh yeah.
Totally. 
  Joel: Awesome. 
  Pam: My dog's well behaved enough.
  Mikha: If I'm counting correctly it looks like a tie between two. The recognition to automation AI generated land acknowledgments and the drug alcohol and tobacco legislation one.
  Chantelle: I feel like the drug one would maybe have more research we could find. Since AI is so new, it might be harder to find. 
  Joel: Who wrote the AI generated land acknowledgment? Had you come across something that was about AI generated land acknowledgments? 
  Jessica: It was mentioned in one of my courses in my undergrad in regards-- but I don't remember where.
Basically land acknowledgments are just meaningless essentially.
  Pam: Yeah. Well the guy that kind of invented it from UVic, he is sorry that he did. Because it just kind of seems like it's just kind of a token thing, right? A check-off at a meeting.
It's not meaningful. 
  Joel: Minutes from last meeting. And land acknowledgment. Thing to do. Okay, interesting. 
  Jessica: And the big thing like if everyone is just AI generating them. What mean dog they have? 
  Mikha: Absolutely. Yeah.
  Jessica: I do agree that the other topic would definitely have more research behind it.
  Chantelle: Especially if we include the policing part.
  Mikha: Yeah, that's true. 
  Jessica: I'm not sure is Indigenous policing actually a thing? 
  Joel: Like does it exist? It sure does. Absolutely. Like the RCMP supports it in some areas. They provide officers, like Indigenous officers in some areas. In some nations have their own police services.
So it's definitely a thing. I threw these out, I threw sort of two different things. One is there was this recent RCMP raid in Nova Scotia where the RCMP came in, raided a dispensary, and then were met with opposition on the highway. RCMP vehicles burned.
People were really upset. There's also been issues around I want to say-- Mohawk nation in Ontario. Where they are getting people coming onto the reserve. Partying. Having massive concerts. Like just disrespecting the place. And it's turning into a disaster and there's no ability to control what's going on.
So in that case I would think you would want your ability to set your own laws. You could police them or regulate is perhaps the better word.
I am fascinated about how Indigenous policing is tide to the colonial system it is. Are you just-- you know-- putting a representative of the crown who enforces the law the same as anyone else would. But they just look like someone else in your community. Does that hurt less? Or-- is it just more of the same? I don't know.
  Pam: Yeah-- and that could be tied to the police officers state or Hispanic ICE agents and things like that. 
  Jessica: The big question I have is when you look at the-- attachment just a couple weeks ago.
And you also look at the issue in Surrey as well in terms of budget. They look forward to having their own type of policing.
  Joel: Yeah. And-- I mean-- different areas are going to need to be-- using the word police, but I mean I suppose this is what I mean. But different areas are going to need to be policed in different ways, right? If you live in a community where you have that sense of community. You need less of the anonymous people driving around in police cars.
Stopping people in the middle of the night, that kind of stuff. You are looking truly at a more community-based model, right? Perhaps-- I mean the larger your nation's going to be, the area that you are responsible for. The more difficult it's going to become. And yes you're right Jessica, totally. Large areas are going to need big money. Who pays for that. 
  Chantelle: We could also compare it to the own judicial system where they operate solely based on area. 
  Pam: What about security guards. A lot of local communities around here have their own security rather than policing.
  Joel: Is everyone here based in BC except for me. Put your hand up if you are not based in BC.
I'm in Alberta.
So I don't know how the rules are in BC. Certainly in Alberta a security guard. Like any sort of reflected vest private security guard.
They are an agent of the company or a place that they represent.
They have no more power than you or I would in your everyday life. So not sworn peace officers. They have no special powers to arrest.
  Pam: They can't detain people.
Mostly if people come onto the reserve they can escort them off the reserve.
And they are community members that are trained, generally.
Because I've done some suicide prevention training with them and they are from those communities.
But they've just been in training security.
  Mikha: I any BC it's largely-- you have to have training. You don't have really judicial powers. I know that the sky train security is the only security in all of BC that's allowed to carry guns.
They are not police officers. It's sky train in Vancouver the sky train security officers are like their own thing.
And they are not police officers and they are not just security guards. They are the only ones that are sanctioned to carry guns.
I'm sure there's other things attached to that.
I don't know if they are employed by government.
  Jessica: Like metro Vancouver transit police.
  Chantelle: Hmm. Transit security? Maybe.
  Jessica: It is. Interesting. They can pull you over.
  Joel: Across the transit network. From horseshoe bay to mission. Ooh-- and there's a very daring CSI photo of someone with a flashlight looking at a bush.
I just went to the webpage.
Yeah they are police officers.
  Mikha: So that's an interesting thing. Like they don't function in the normal police force. It would be similar to the military police maybe. Like a stand alone. 
  Pam: Pay your fare or we'll arrest you. 
  Jessica: Would visit the same model as like BC sheriffs and Alberta sheriffs kind of? 
  Joel: Alberta sheriffs are peace officers not police officers. So they have limited powers of arrest. Some may carry firearms but their role is still different. Now having said that our illustrious premier is changing the Alberta sheriffs to be a police service. That hasn't happened yet. But in the meantime, they are-- peace officers but not police officers.
But these have limited scope in mind. I don't imagine police will get involved with a high speed pursuit and spike belts and helicopters. They are not skipped for that. Like-- they do certain things but within the realm of policing. Transit police--. Yes-- right? 
  Chantelle: So the first nations police-- wherever their station as their jurisdiction.
.
  Pam: And the large communities. Like the six nations.
  Joel: This is for 3A, right? So if we went for this. Choose a topic related to Indigenous justice.
  Pam: The presentation is due first? 
  Joel: Yes doing it on residency. Yeah. 
  Pam: And this outline is due next week.
Yeah on the Sunday.
  Joel: So we could talk about historical background. I'm guessing the RCMP have written something down. I realize as I'm talking I sound very down on the RCMP. They are a lovely bunch of fellas. 
  Pam: But they were initially created to police Indigenous people in Canada, right? 
  Joel: They were. Yes, that's sort of where I'm going with this.
Strategies to use in the past. Sorry, I'm just reading through the outline here. 
  Chantelle: What would be the issue? Like we don't have enough? We have to is decide what the actual issue is.
  Joel: So-- yeah.
I mean, our issue could be-- and I talked like I limited this down to drug, alcohol, tobacco.
But the issue could be do Indigenous people have the right to police themselves?
  Chantelle: Right. That would include drugs, alcohol.
Their own sovereignty and people. 
  Pam: Domestic violence. Theft. Up to murder, I guess.
  Joel: Yeah. 
  Mikha: I feel like if-- I don't know just thinking about what you were saying Chantelle. What is the actual issue? I think with the drug enforcement one we can clearly reference what is happening like in terms of the example you gave Joel. And the kind of counter to that.
I think it might be easier to define the problem. But I don't know. 
  Chantelle: I think you're right. We have to provide recommendations to basically solve the problem.
So we need to decide what the problem is. 
  Pam: And Indigenous policing could be one of those recommendations.
  Mikha: Yeah, because we have to examen the current justice issue. I mean obviously there's huge issues with RCMP treatment of Indigenous people and historical present day ramifications of that. That are creating justices. I don't know. I mean I guess we could just honestly, we can just decide. Like we could write a paper on any of these.
So I don't know if I have so much of a preference.
Would the problem be-- the--- disproportionate number of Indigenous people in the legal system? Or how they are treated by different legal systems? And then from there we can recommend they have their own police force and their own laws for controlled substances.
That they have certain sovereignty laws? 
  Mikha: We can. I think for me, I don't know when I think about the-- over representation of Indigenous people.
In the justice system. Like there's so many things that go into that, right? So we could really use that as a problem for so many things, like it is, whatever-- you know, the-- how they are being controlled. How for families. The intergenerational trauma. Like all of the things.
How do you feel like-- with that topic we'd have to address--. But I also overthink anything.
  Joel: 3,000 words.
Sorry as we look at this giant issue and it seems to be creeping even bigger and bigger.
I'm returning to AI generated land acknowledgments. Like we-- the question is, like what is the problem? So the question is are they meaningful or performative? That's a great question. But we can talk about AI generated.
But part of sit we talk about the history of-- land acknowledgments.
Which is something I know very little of.
It's an opportunity to-- set of recommendation or strategies, right? 
  Mikha: It's funny because we're like that's too narrow. And now maybe we want the narrow topic? It's also very current, right? This is something that is-- we might start seeing more.
  Joel: We've seen some places say we are not going to do a land acknowledgment because we think it's performative.
It's interesting. Obviously I looked at it. And it was like fine, whatever. But this provides an opportunity to dig into it a bit. 
  Jessica: I really like the drug topic but it's way too in depth. 
  Joel: Yeah fine Jessica. Go ahead. Use your common sense. Take something that could be a thesis or life's work and--. Yeah, I-- it might be a little big.
  Jessica: You have to go into the CDSA as well. Sure.
Okay.
Because this provides an opportunity to talk about-- sorry Chantelle.
To talk about-- like the history of land acknowledgments. So historical background. Identify the issue. And the issue is going to be that people find it performative. Talk about new technology. Which is going to be AI.
And then our recommendations and strategies which I don't know what they'll be.
But that could be a nice 3,000 words.
  Pam: Yeah part of the recommendation could be a meaningful plan on how you would address some of maybe the TNR recommendations.
  Mikha: Yeah, if we're finding that it's too narrow with AI, like we could talk about them in a more general sense. Like we could see what's out there in terms of research and how it's coming together.
And chances are we can probably-- write a paper on it. Without having to expand it I would imagine. I'm just looking here at what kind of research is out there.
And there's not a ton.
Less than I thought would come up. But I'm just basically stepping into the journal search.
  Chantelle: One thing I was thinking about this is there are no AI regulations.
How to recommend to prevent this from happening. People will use it or won't use it. 
  Mikha: Is this a thing that is happening? 
  Chantelle: Yeah I don't know I haven't heard of this. 
  Mikha: Yeah, me neither. Like it's upsetting that people are doing this. 
  Pam: I can imagine people are. Somebody has to sign up to do the land acknowledgment in a meeting they are going to run it through AI.
And come up with this brilliant statement that is meaningless. 
  Joel: You're a presenter. You're flying all over the world. You get tapped to come to Victoria and do the presentation.
Like got to do a land acknowledgment. Hey chat GPT generate a land acknowledgment for Victoria, BC. There you go, right? 
  Chantelle: Do we have research to show that this is happening though. I'm not sure. How can you show that people are actually doing this? 
  Pam: Right.
Or is it more like-- we're preventative.
Or like don't do it? 
  Mikha: And then do we have to argue for that? Like talk about how prevalent it is and assume it also applied in this area and then argue why it should not be? 
  Jest Jessica: There's definitely sources out here. I'll put them in the chat here.
  Pam: From York university. Land acknowledgments in a virtual world.
  Joel: I'm on native-land.ca as I was clicking here it said-- click here to generate your AI land acknowledgment.
  Chantelle: That's wild. Government of BC. AI learning story. Grades four or five social studies. Generative AI. Microsoft co-pilot on writing land acknowledgments. To be done through teacher-led AI use and co-teaching classroom.
So the tightly is can AI help us write land acknowledgments.
So we're working a grade four/five level. 
  Mikha: That's wild. It's right there button on their home page. That's wild.
So-- are people against it then? Like seems like everyone's using it.
  Joel: if you can go to a website and just say-- what does it want to know? What is your relationship to the land and waters of this place? Click send. And it will generate something for you. Like--. Are they just performative? 
  Mikha: And do we paint them all with the same brush?
Think a lot is how they are approached. But I don't know.
  Pam: Then we could include that AI into it being-- seen as performative, right? Or it is performative. It's not even seen. 
  Jessica: It's technically AI if you are just clicking a button just generate the land acknowledgment. Scripting. 
  Joel: It would depend on how the technology is being used. Because if it is looking for-- like if you are feeding it input and just taking sources and combining that, then it is not necessarily AI slop. But if you are just running something flowery and then it's-- interpreting what you're saying.
To create something which has no root. No basis. Then yeah-- it is--. And performative. Like we talk about it. So is the generation performative? Or is the use of it performative? 
  Mikha: Well it's super weird. Like engaging with the AI bot. You type in an area and it's like what is your relationship to the land and waters of this place? Is it first question. 
  Pam: So is it making you think about these things?
  Mikha: And part of me wants to play devil's advocate like what if there is someone who is really trying to-- feeling really intimidated. And real wanting to start venturing into that idea of thinking about Indigenous people in Canada.
And maybe they don't know where to start. I just have to play devil's advocate.
I get the ick when I think about this.
Like that is wild.
The exact opposite of what I want to do.
But what if there is that person and this is a gateway to start explore their local Indigenous group and trying to do that reconnection to what this land is.
  Chantelle: Isn't eight part of land acknowledgments to bring awareness to these things? Not everyone will have the intention behind it but the awareness is still there. 
  Pam: And is it harm to feel Indigenous people? That's the thing, right? If it's performative, are we causing harm? I thought it would spit out-- it asks what are the relationship? I said I live here. And it says how do you plan to create relationship? I said tread lightly. And it says what actions can you take to help care for and steward this place? So it is prompting reflection. I don't know. 
  Joel: And I mean we're removing-- like we've sort of jumped to AI. But on the university of Alberta website here. Is talking about-- towards meaningful land acknowledgment. The purpose strategy. But at the bottom is-- have you ever wondered how to create your own territorial acknowledgment? With help and guidance from U of A staff you can create your own. Click here to watch the video. And so this is the pre-AI version. It requires perhaps more effort. But--.
So who owns land acknowledgments then, right? Oh my God. Jessica, why? Why? 
  Pam: And in BC our opposition government has recently put a vote toward ending those land acknowledgments.
Not sure what their reasoning for that is. Does anybody else know? 
  Mikha: I think what it comes down to. It's not a one size fits all. Some are comfortable with this. Some aren't. Some people it's affected and some it isn't. I know in one of our youth groups that we run at our building, the youth were like we don't want to do land acknowledgments.
It feels performative. So instead what they decide-- and I was like-- y’all are geniuses. Every day there's a word of the day from the local and Indigenous language spoken here, right? And so we write that on the board and that was what they picked. And so-- and that is a way to connect and acknowledge where we are.
But-- it's not a land acknowledgment. And they were like pretty adamantly against the land acknowledgment, right? So it's interesting. 
  Joel: It makes sense though. I mean I'm just parting back what's on the internet here. But it's saying for the land acknowledgment, not intended to be simply a list of people who lived here or continue to live. It's an acknowledgment of past. To attempt address contemporary wrong doings. It's talking about-- you know honouring your position or relation to the land. Or you could say the people you're with. So that-- the word of the day. That's incredible, right? Now we're thinking about it. It's meaningful. Rather than-- performative. 
  Mikha: Language and culture. Yeah I thought it was great. I don't know. I completed my process. With the land.ca land acknowledgment and it asked me like three questions that do prompt some reflection for sure.
But then the answer-- it gave me this quite thorough land acknowledgment. But it's incorrect so it says as you walk in the gently upon these shores may your commitment to tread lightly honour the enduring relationships of the first people. You're in the traditional, ancestral and unceded territories of the Comox, which is correct. But the plan in which way we come from Campbell river. And-- I don't know where-- is from. But they are not from here.
So it's very inaccurate. So no, I don't like it anymore.
And like I think about that, right? That's messed up. People could be going to the AI bots and then prompt some reflection but you don't even know who lived here decisions along with that. That's wild.
  Pam: It's not correct information. And then people just repeating it. 
  Mikha: Like people travelling for big meetings showing up with their AI generated land acknowledgments not even-- right? That's messed up. 
  Joel: So what are we going to do? 
  Mikha: Do we want to revote after these conversations?
Or do we want to clarify between land acknowledgments, drug legislation and policing? Are those kind of the three that we're-- going between? 
  Joel: Yes? 
  Pam: Both contemporary issues. I'm leaning towards the land acknowledgment. As a whole. And then incorporating that AI piece into it.
  Mikha: Our thesis for that-- I guess we have to do the research to find out? Do we know the answer to that question? 
  Joel: The justice issue.
  Pam: Are they causing more harm than good, I guess? 
  Joel: Oh, yeah. Do land acknowledgments help or harm? Right? 
  Chantelle: And then use of AI could be one of the recommendations. Like whether to use it or not? 
  Joel: Even within AI, you can talk about-- the AI is going to generate things based on where it's got its inputs from. So-- if you are using Indigenous sources. If you are using a different structure that is developed stakeholders my new favorite word after 502.
Then you are more like three get something if you need it. I would say it's likely not performative. And if it is-- developed with-- stakeholder input, then is likely--.
  Pam: Stakeholders is a colonial word. We should be using like interest holders. Or terms like that? Stakeholder is kind of derogatory. It's-- colonial like they are staking a claim. It's-- user terms like interest holders or people who have interests in the discussional to project to---- yeah. That language is switching. 
  Joel: Sure.
  Pam: Sorry to burst your bubble on your new favorite word.
  Joel: It popped up a lot in 50 o2.
Like it kind of goes like shareholder something too. 
  Joel: Is that a no-no? Is shareholder no? 
  Pam: Yeah-- because that's like-- that goes back to like slavery and things like that as well. It says the term stakeholder is increasingly considered offensive particularly with engaging Indigenous communities. Due to its colonial roots where settlers used stakes to claim Indigenous land. Yeah-- it can imply an often non-existent stake in resources needing to harmful, retraumatizing connotations.
Yeah.
Alternatives are rightsholders, paddle holders. Partners. Interested parties. Affected parties. Okay so talking about land acknowledgments then as our topic? 
  Joel: Sure. We're good. We're agreed? 
  Pam: Are we going to divvy up the work then? 
  Joel: Wait, we're not done? I thought that was it.
Just let AI write our paper. The irony of that is wild.
 So based on the outline, we need a background. Recommendations. And-- we need to use like all the different disciplinary perspectives.
And also a method for measuring success. 
  Pam: And looking at what outside our region is doing. Like other countries and things. Is that on there too? Yeah.
Australia might have one we are looking for I don't think the United States uses it very often. This is land acknowledgements but maybe Australia does.
  Chantelle: We could do one recommendation from another country. Like Australia? 
  Mikha: Are you reading the description of the team presentation or the paper? Because the presentation doesn't give a ton of.
Yeah, I think it's just based on the paper. 
  Mikha: Interesting. Because we have to do it before. Yeah--. I don't like that. Yeah. 
  Joel: What is the--. 
  Chantelle: Do we want someone to do the intro? And someone to do conclusion? And then-- the rest of us do recommendations?
Or how do we want to do that? 
  Mikha: I they makes sense. 
  Joel: So we have history, recommendations. Like methods for measuring success.
Intro conclusion. 
  Pam: I'm wondering if the person that does the intro on the conclusion will also do the editing and the formatting to make sure it's all APA correct and that it has good flow. From topics. 
  Chantelle: Could do that. Or we could also like edit it together. Whatever works. Like Joel and I's group we've just kind of edited it together in a google doc. With the suggestions.
  Mikha: We did the same thing. We ended up having it all in the google doc. And that's nice because you can create the flow yourself. As you are adding them together. And it was so great to have everyone edit it I think. Because we all found different things and had different suggestions and different strengths in our writing. Soy feel like it really was awesome to be able to just add in comments and suggestion throughout.
And then being open to people picking and choosing what's in there and what they wanted to play.
  Pam: Yeah-- in our paper, the comment was that it kind of seemed choppy. This is such a good idea. Right Jessica? Yeah. 
  Mikha: I think if we can all-- do we want to spend some time doing some research.
And seeing if there's a party merges from us. More interesting that we want to take on and then we can touch base again. In a few days or something like that? And kind of nail out the different sections? And decide what we're going to take on? Or what do you think? 
  Joel: Sure-- we're at Monday right now. 
  Mikha: When did you say the outline was due? Sunday. Okay. 
  Joel: So-- I'm guessing-- the outline is really just going to be-- like sort of a sentence for each portion really? Right? It doesn't seem like there's any sort of formal thing from-- I'm guessing they probably just don't want us to do it all at the last minute. 
  Pam: Yeah, I think it's like a short paragraph of what your contribution to the paper will be.
  Joel: What do we think? There's the three recommendations. I think-- would it be-- sorry reasonable to have multiple methods to measure success? Or do we want to have that-- because each recommendation--.
Like one for each recommendation basically?  Okay. 
  Chantelle: Yeah, that make sense. 
  Pam: each of those take on a recommendation. Ask then someone do the intro and conclusion? 
  Mikha: So there's five of us. Like historical background. And then there's three people taking on-- and then one person does the conclusion with a third come-- thorough examination of the limitations. 
  Joel: Oh yeah, limitations. Yeah. 
  Pam: I remember have the historical.
  Joel: Okay, I like it. It sounds perfect. 
  Mikha: And I feel like we don'ts know what's going to be in there until we start poking around a bit.
When do we want to meet again? Maybe like a quick turn around? Just like the general shape of the Paper and then we can be working on filling in the parts we take on after that? Like what are we thinking?
We could meet on Wednesday or Thursday or we could wait until the weekend if we want more time.
  Joel: For me Wednesday evening would be good. Like today and tomorrow to do some digging. Everything a little rough but that's okay we just need an outline. And then Wednesday we can come together and that way we'll have more ideas. Especially for-- like limitations and future research. Have some ideas in that. And then we've got a few days to cobble together a summary. Does that make sense? 
  Mikha: I think that works for me. I can do Wednesday night. What about everyone else? 
  Chantelle: Yeah that works. What time for everyone? 
  Mikha: I can do any time after 5. Actually sorry. I'm working an extra hour these days to make up flex time for our time away. So any time after 6 would be best for me.
  Chantelle: Maybe 6:30 Pacific? Joel does that work for you?
  Joel: Yeah absolutely.
Everyone else also good with that? 6:30? Okay. 
  Jessica: I'll create another one.
  Pam: Good thanks Jessica. Our tech person.
  Joel: Awesome. Okay. Well I will bounce now. I will see you guys all 6:30 Pacific time on Wednesday. 
  Jessica: I'll e-mail out the link. 
  Joel: Okay thank you so much. Okay. Bye.
Pam Heggie, CSR(A) RPR.
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