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1. Process for new gTLDs

Background

The BC will continue to air the white paper within the community. The white paper is on the BC web site together with a PowerPoint presentation. Philip has also written a short article based on the white paper for the French on-line news letter Sociétes des Informations. In parallel, the staff has developed a paper on the strategy for new gTLDs that essentially ignores the Council’s overall responsibility. It is posted for comment, but has received little attention, since the Council is focused on regaining its role in managing the process. ICANN staff have progressed as thought the staff is driving the strategy, and have issued a list of questions and bodies to consult in order to inform themselves of next steps. No resolution has yet developed, but the Council is firmly committed to undertaking its responsibilities and will be pursuing further discussion with staff and Board. 

Next steps

The GNSO Council is having a meeting with the Board to discuss the process and to regain the oversight functions. It was agreed the BC will continue to support the role of the Council/GNSO as the lead entity in this  matter. 

2. WIPO II/dot Int. 

Background

At present the .int domain administered by ICANN is restricted to international treaty organisations and to just one domain per organisation. This is known to frustrate organisations (such as the UN agencies) who would like to register in .int under the full name of their organisation in all the UN languages together with their acronyms. This frustration may be part of the motivation that led these organisations to support the WIPO II process for a dispute resolution system for the names of international organisations in any gTLD.

Philip raised the question of starting a policy development process within the GNSO to widen the registration policy within .int to both relieve any misdirected support for the WIPO II process and as part of the BC’s existing rationale to support sponsored TLDs. Dot int being in effect the “sponsored” name for international treaty organisations. 

Marilyn Cade noted that the management of .int is a WSIS topic and preferred a “watch” approach.

Next Steps

Philip undertook further  discussions with WIPO, and believes that the WIPO staff are supportive of liberalising registration policy in .int. Philip will continue to discuss the proposal with other GNSO constituencies. 

3. Strategic Plan/Operational Plan

Background

Marilyn Cade, Maureen Cubberly, Mark McFadden, Chuck Gomes and Grant Forsyth have been working sine the Amsterdam Consultation in March, on ensuring community input to the Strat Plan and operational plan. As part of this broader initiative, Grant  has circulated a proposed list of changes to the strategic plan to the BC list. BC members were invited to comment on this list. In summary, there are four key issues within the existing plan:

· The creation of two sets of unrestricted funds, and what they will be spent on, and how they will be overseen

· Setting up of regional offices without an explanation of need,

· The need to develop a strategy for a post MOU ICANN, 

· The development of what ICANN means by “competition”
The group discussed the StratPlan and the Operational Plan, and the variances and concerns.  

Next steps

The meeting confirmed the BC position to oppose the approval of the Stratplan by the Board at this meeting. The BC supports the position as stated in the CC that the existence of a Strat Plan process itself is sufficient to cover any ICANN vulnerability during the WSIS and related governance discussions. The BC reps will propose a resolution at the Luxembourg GNSO Council meeting and will continue to seek support from Board members to oppose approval of the StratPlan as presently drafted. 

Note: Council did make a resolution (although not as strong as the BC had hoped for) to this effect.  However, in the end, while the Board adopted its annual budget at the Luxembourg Board meeting, it did NOT adopt the strategic plan.

4. US principles on the Internet’s Domain Name and Addressing System

Background

The US government published June 30, 2005, U.S. principles on the Internet’s Domain Name and Addressing System. http://www.ntia.doc.gov/ Grant Forsyth invited Paul Kane, chairman CENTR, to comment on CENTR’s perspective.  Paul noted that CENTR has been rather positive about the clarification and noted that this is essentially the status quo. He discussed CENTR’s view that a way forward is to move to an environment where root zone file changes, for at least national registries, should be controlled by the registries, independent of any government. CENTR wants local supervision of the national root zone file and supports moving the role of IANA to largely that of a service provider. CENTR recognizes that such changes have a potential impact on stability and a system of authentication is essential.  CENTR has been working on this for some time, and is now undertaking an authentication test-bed.  The timing of any changes is interesting with the existing ICANN-IANA contract expiring in March 2006 and the USG-ICANN MOU expiring in September 2006

Marilyn Cade further described the importance of understanding why the principles were released at this time, and described the requests that the USG had received, including from industry and governments, to clarify their position, before the issuance of the WGIG report. She also noted that the senior management of ICANN had been briefed by the USG, as were several governments. 

Next steps

It was agreed to further discuss WGIG/WSIS and the impact on ICANN on the post Luxembourg BC members telephone conference. 

5. WHOIS

Background

During the Luxembourg meetings, the Council and BC WHOIS TF members had participated at the invitation of the GAC in a workshop on law enforcement uses of WHOIS. Marilyn Cade and Bruce Tonkin organized the participation of the Council’s constituencies. Sarah Deutsch, Marilyn Cade and Maggie Mansourkia, ISPCP, assisted in development of a presentation that included ISPs, business users, and telecom providers in cooperation with law enforcement. It is likely that there will be a public workshop on WHOIS in Vancouver to further develop this and other themes on WHOIS.

The Council held a public forum and took comments on the work of the TF. At this time, the Council’s WHOIS task force has three work items out for public comment, including a statement on the purpose of WHOIS and a short questionnaire on what information is provided in the registration process. In order to fulfil the requirements of the PDP, the BC membership have been asked to provide input on a definition of the purpose of WHOIS and will shortly receive a statement on national law conflicts. 

Next steps

David Fares, one of the BC rapporteurs on the WHOIS task force, was asked to circulate a first draft of the purpose statement.  Comments are due July 21, and the BC will submit interim comments on July 25, with a final version to follow upon completion of consultation with the members.  The risk to BC interests is that many are seeking to close access to WHOIS. Efforts to educate and create rational and pragmatic approaches are essential. At present, the registrars are open to working with the BC and ISPs, and this approach needs further nurturing.

6. AOB

It was agreed that Grant Forsyth would report briefly on the meeting to the GNSO public forum.

The meeting closed 3.50pm. 
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