Steve thoughts on editorial track

Give editors a chance to “talk amongst themselves” while business folks talk about the lists etc.

Wal-Mart project & other efforts—opt-in model is really the level on which people are willing to play

Developed ideas from Philadelphia felt somewhat premature

Need to tighten up social network, figure out what editors could get out of affiliation w/MC

Coordinated (timing)/PR support

Different from collaborative model: resistance to it

Everybody’s got to do something on the election, so that’s an easy way to get people talking

Let’s actually support and foment debate: example—Sherrod Brown/Hackett/MJ

Don’t want to be a competitor organization to IPA—should talk to them about tool approach

Linda Jue: editorial listserv?

Still fleshing out meeting: give editorial staffs a couple of opportunities to break out

One session on day one: would follow a discussion/presentation on politics in the ’06 midterms—who are we, what do we do? Also, concretely in terms of tactics: what do you want from the consortium using this as a case study?

Technology issues: day two?

Divide up editors to ask them 

1) plenary panel to talk about “insider politics” and the ’06 midterms—who are the DC people you’d like to hear from—not celebrity types, but folks with political intelligence—pollsters, staffers, Congressional reps. Raw materials for editors to talk amongst themselves

2) If there were one a-list celebrity type: political leader, media type—who would you like to hear: Obama, Ted Kennedy, Moyers…? Monthly interested in pulling in Democratic candidates for president: others said it would be a total waste of time, and positioning ourselves with the party. Why pull someone in? Attract editors. Also, our profile will be raised, so you select a keynoter that reflects the direction of the organization. 

3) ME: talk to Grist, Tomasky 

Wednesday phone call: 11:30—call-in #

Bruce pulled together a memo that he talked through at the coordinating meeting

Dog and pony show on it at meeting

Show us the War/Huffington post

NOTES FROM CONVERSATIONS:

Not necessarily a problem to have a Democrat

Probably going to get a boilerplate speech out of any prominent candidate

Might be OK for Edwards or Gore or 

* *Obama—a “good get”

* *Gore

* Ted Kennedy

* *Pelosi

* *Reed

fallback: progressive caucus

Thinks we should have a public face, raise the profile

Who are we trying to let know?  Do we want to be on Fox news? (Maybe so…)

Not really sure we’re ready to have public events…

Do we want panels and forums to be on C-SPAN?

Who would it be useful to have there talking to us about politics

· a pollster: Stan Greenberg? Celinda Lake?

· Phil Singer from the Democratic Senate Campaign Committee

· Someone from the DCCC

· Someone from DNC? 

· Or from America Votes: Steve Rosenthal

· Someone who’s looking at media buys/campaigns—reach out to Annenberg?

Feels like folks from the issue groups might be too narrow

Ad consortium: most immediately promising…could attract national advertisers

Alicia: nothing to add

Katrina: avoid a presidential candidate, suggested Al Gore, Dean so-so, Murtha: weird

Maurice Hinchey: chair of media reform committee

Conyers: actions more exciting than his speaking

Moyers

Kathy Spillar: against a Dem leader

Value to folks outside of DC

Steve talked to Paul Glastris

Nancy Pelosi on national democratic strategy

Pollsters: Charlie Cook—interesting polling

Chuck Todd: hotline

Simon Rosenberg

Jane Harmon on NSA/wiretaps

Henry Waxman’s office: phil shalaro (?) walking encyclopedia on corruption

e-mail with Matt Rothschild

pollsters: Guy Molyneaux

Moyers, Obama, Boxer

Frank Luntz

Question about immigration: ask Roberto

