Los Angeles Meeting Notes

MARINA del Rey November 13th 2000
Participants 

ICANN At large Directors:

AUERBACH, Karl /North America, KATOH Masanobu /Asia/Pacific, 

Müller-Maguhn Andy,/Europe, Quaynor Nii/ Africa.

AIBE Reiko, ALVERSTAND Harald, ANDERSON Stephen , BASKIN Jim, BURTON Greg, CADE Marylin, COLIGNON François, COOMBS Andy, CROCKER Dave, DALZIEL Lawrence, DELGADO Rosa, DEUTSCH Sarah, DORRIAN Michael, Dot travel, Dot tel, DRAKE Mark, DUKHOVNY Dimitry, EDER Jürgen , FARES David, FAUSETT Bret, FREUNDLICH Joëlle, HANDERSON Mac, HAYES Matt, .HEAFEY Linda, HIBBERD Roy, HISAMAYA K., HYUN Lee, GABAY Catherine, GAON Sloan, INNE Anne-Rachel, JAMIN Maca, KAMIYAMA Takashi, KLESH Kathi, LANE Rick, LEE Joon-Hee, LEVIN Alan, LEWIS John, LUCAS Jennifer, KARNOWSKI Dan, KNIFF J., MAMEDOV Afletan, MARCHANT Phil, MARTINEZ Larry, , MASUCH Frank, MEGHROUNI Alexis, MENGE Eric, MEYER Rieland, MILOSEVIC Desirée, MORFIN Jean-François, MURPHY Patrick, NEUMAN Jeffrey J., PILLAI Vener, PRESSMANN Ann, SAXE-LEVY Jo, SENDERS Brent, ST AMAND Gerry, St. GERRY Glen, SCOTT Dave, SCOTT Michelle, SHA'BAN Charles, SHEPPARD Philip, STANBROCK Clive, STANDEFORD Derfie, SWINEHART Theresa, WATT Rebecca, WILIAMS Laurie, YAMANAKA Katsu.

0. Amendments to the agenda 

- item 7 was switched with item 5, 

- three issues were added under A.O.B.

o Replacement of M. Katoh

o At- large study

o ICANN ad-hoc group

· a meeting was split into two parts and the BC held a “members only” session at the end of the meeting.

1. Presentations of the BC and its activity

Ph. Sheppard described the BC and in particular: 

- its mission, 

- its objectives, 

- representation and fee structure, 

- working practice, 

- the main issues on the agenda of the LA meeting.

1.1 Short Overview of main recent ICANN Issues

Th. Swinehart informed the participants on the follow-up of the decisions taken at the meeting in Yokohama concerning in particular the introduction of new TLDs. She stressed the consistency in the BC efforts in this field resulting in recent actions (BC comment to the public forum, paper sent to ICANN Board).

2. Question & Answer Session with newly elected ICANN Directors

Four newly elected At-Large Directors kindly accepted the BC invitation to attend its meeting in LA: 

Karl Auerbach (North America), Masanobu Katoh (Asia/Pacific), Andy Müller-Maguhn (Europe) and Nii Quaynor (Africa).

After briefly introducing themselves they have described their views as to further development of ICANN concerning:

- enhancing overall participation

- reinforcing consumer trust

- listening to the voice of constituencies

· sharing out of financial resources

3. Joint statement BC/IPC: Minimum Safeguards for the Introduction of new TLDs

Ph. Sheppard reviewed the content of the statement, jointly prepared by the two constituencies and endorsed by ISP Constituency [www.BCIPCSafeguards.htm#precis – www. BCIPCSafeguards.htm#fin]. A document was sent to the ICANN Board Directors as a contribution to the TLDs evaluation process.

4. TLDs Evaluation Process 

Three candidates, who gave a seven-minute presentation of their applications, approached the BC: 

Affinity for “.biz”

SITA for “.air”

JVT team for “.pro”

All applicants were asked to leave the room before the BC continued discussing this matter.

J. Lewis updated the participants on different stages of the evaluation process. He stressed that the BC had no intention to endorse a particular application but to set up criteria expressing the needs of users in domain name system.

He overviewed the different categories under which the applications were listed:

General purpose TLDs- general group

General purpose TLDs –personal Group

General purpose TLDs –restricted content Group

General purpose TLDs –restricted Commercial Group

Special purpose TLDs

New services TLDs –Telephony –related Group

New services TLDs –Message Routing Group

New services TLDs –Other Group

NB These categories were set up at first to facilitate the discussion of the Board but were removed during the final selection made by the Board on the November 16th,2000.

The key criteria for the BC are:

quality, centralised WHOis, registry process and geographic location, sunrise period, UDRP.

Short list comprised 18 applications as at 13th November.

During discussion the following points were made:

- Personal name space - M. Cade stressed that it seems rather premature to take any decisions at present. This matter should be studied in parallel, as we will gain more experience with the new TLDs. 

She also pointed out confusion may result from:

different ccTLDs applying differently personal names

ISP management of personal names .

- Resources needed for assessment were mentioned as an important factor and the management of the limited ICANN resources was questioned

- Necessity for companies to register in all new space if there is no legal protection in place,

- Additional research needed for the SLD (second level domain).

Action: It was decided to convey key BC concerns to the ICANN Board during a public comment forum [www.bcdnxo.org/BCLA2000.doc] - Ph. Sheppard

As a member of the EC-Pop steering committee J. Lewis provided some information on “.EU”:

- it has a number of dimensions: UDRP, WHOis registry services, value added applications, preventing cybersquatting, sunrise period.

· as for global companies a rule that applies is to have an operational unit situated in EU.

5. Internationalisation of Domain Names and Business Issues

Th. Swinehart recalled the importance of this issue to businesses and the need to initiate a discussion process within the BC. BC members were invited to attend the Workshop that took place in LA on 13th in the morning, in order to gather more information on: 

- standards provision

- test bed initiatives 

- active parties in this area

Further discussion should include the issues of concern for the BC itself such as.

- Understanding global mechanism on international domain names,

- problems pointed out by test beds and the need to examine them carefully before -applying them to businesses,

- awareness on how it works and is it localised,

- responsibility for transition.

M. Katoh stressed impact of IDNS and new opportunities for cybersquatting. 

Even though, the UDRP solves some of the problems, we should be looking more in depth to other solutions too: technical and legal

It was suggested to ask ICANN about its opinion on test beds.

D. Fares proposed to produce a BC “issue paper” on the matters related to businesses and list questions aimed at establishing a dialogue and seeking collaboration with ISP/IPC.

Action:

Th. Swinehart will produce a draft document and conduct this action with the group comprising M Cade, D. Fares, M. Katoh, K. Yamanaka

6. DNSO Review Committee

As a leader on this activity within the Names Council, Th. Swinehart reviewed the process and its present outcome. A document comprising questions and addressing different aspects of the DNSO and Constituencies’ work was sent out. Very little feedback was provided during a public comment period. As to the Business Constituency we had no response at all. For all those reasons a report could not be finalised nor presented to ICANN Board at this meeting. The action is postponed until March.

The BC members are urged to contribute to the next round of this process.

End of the public session

