ICANN BUSINESS CONSTITUENCY MEETING MELBOURNE

March 10th, 2001 - 1:30 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.

PART I - PUBLIC SESSION

The meeting was led by Theresa Swinehart (Worldcom), as BC representative at the DNSO names Council. The secretariat was represented by Sebastien Bachollet (Cigref), from the BC secretariat.

 

Presentation of the agenda

 

1.     Welcome & Preservation to Newcomers

Presentation by Philip Sheppard (AIM)

 

2.     Introduction to Grant Forsyth (new BC representative to NC)

By Grant Forsyth (Clear Communications ltd.)

He introduced himself and described his current and past activities:

He is currently working with Clear in charge of industry and regulatory affairs in New Zealand. His multiple experiences in managing a telecom user association, e-commerce group and others, enables him to understand BC diversity as well as public policy issues.

He expressed his willingness to listen to members’ requirements in order to fully play his role as a BC representative to the NC, thus contributing to a greater authority of ICANN and DNSO. 

 

3.     Selected TLDs: Status and Implementation Process

(ICANN staff : Louis Touton)

7 new TLD for possible introduction were selected in November last year

Sponsored TLD : .aero, .museum, .coop

Unsponsored TLD (like .com) : .biz, .name, .pro, .info

Discussion with the unsponsored TLDs are more advanced than with the sponsored ones.

Goal : sign the contract by April 2001.

Then a period to prepare the business to run will be needed (May 2001?)

Question and answers

Agreement : separation of registry and registrars?

Depend on the TLD but it is not mandatory.

If they want to run in the same company the registry and the registrar will have to set-up an organisational firewall.

But in any case all registrars will have to be treated equally.

 

We (ICANN) don’t expect any problem to get approval from the DOC. The new TLD will be set up to demonstrate the way competition, proof of concept, … WHOIS

Plans for new TLD for a robust and standardised WHOIS

New agreement required to centralise WHOIS at the registry level

For the .com, .org, .net it is technically more difficult because of the multiple WHOIS database held by registry and different registrars.

ICANN has not received complaints on this issue.

 Action

We (BC) need to document and to send any complaints to the ICANN Staff.

 

4.     Alternate Root versus One-root-system

(ICANN staff : Louis Touton)

ICAAN believes that a single root system is important for the internet stability and consumer trust; and therefore much more preferable to any other system.

 

 

5.     Verisign new agreement

Presentation by John Lewis (BT)

Presentation of the situation

Impact of the modification on the business?

How to follow?

We have not a lot of time to define a BC position.

 Position of the BC concerning the Verisign proposed new agreement

The BC discussion highlighted its concern that there is uncertainty underlying the assumptions on which the concept of the revised agreement has been negotiated.

 

 Firstly: It is not certain that the nature of a stable competitive climate has changed sufficiently to affect the dominant position of Verisign.

 Secondly : The registry / registrar relationships of the new open TLDS are all potentially less monopolistic relationships with lower market power than that proposed in the new Versign agreement. The BC does not believe that the question as to the relationship of a monopoly supplier (a registry) and a co-owned retailer (a registrar) has been sufficiently explored for existing and new TLDs.

We look forward to the ICANN Board’s support for the Name Council resolution which will provide BC members with time to consider these matters more fully and provide policy input to the Board. 

This communique was delivered to the ICANN Board during the open forum.

 

6.     Businesses, consumer trust and development of DNS

Who is

Whois committee of the DNSO (Theresa Swinehart  (Worldcom), represented the BC)

A questionnaire will be issued in the next few days and the NC committee will consider its

results before recommending next steps for the NC.

 

Action (first draft Theresa)

Create a BC position paper before the next Icann meeting (in Stockholm) 

 

Multilingual domain names

Presentation by John Klensin (ATT)

http://cyber.law.harvard.edu/icann/melbourne/archive/presentations/klensin-IDN.html

The request for comment on that topic

http://www.icann.org/melbourne/idn-topic.htm

International Domain Name is a very hard question

Not only a technical problem Problems of the various current “solutions” were discussed. 

Business issues

·        Whois

·        Confusion for customer

·        Trademark problem

·        Awareness of the possible problem for businesses

 

Position of the BC concerning the Multi lingual domain names question

Multi lingual domain names

 

The B C had a presentation on the technical and other challenges surrounding multi lingual domain names ……and we are concerned. We are concerned because of the likely impact on four key factors affecting consumers:·        The retrieval of Who is data in languages not understood by the retriever may lead to more bad faith registrations

·        The necessary standardisation of translation rules will increase consumer confusion

·        Inappropriate choices of character translations rules will add to uncertainty in domain name resolution and hence IP infringements

·        The desire to achieve progress quickly could lead to local solutions incompatible with the  global nature of the net

 

A contributory solution may be to look at an underlying directory structure; we encourage exploration in this direction.

 The BC recommends that ICANN should proceed with caution to avoid hasty solutions which will lead to insoluble difficulties arising from proprietary implementations. Nevertheless there is a pressing need for the examination of methods to address the issues related to multilingual domain names, and the BC recommends that the Board should set up a Multi-lingual expert Group to assist them in resolving the issue.

Be happy to provide nominees for such a group.  

 

7.     DNSO Review Process – Update and Status, BC Input(Theresa Swinehart / Worldcom)

The presentation and the BC discussion has been postponed

http://www.icann.org/melbourne/dnso-review-report-17feb01.htm

 

8.     At-Large Review Committee: Status and further Development

Presentation by Pindar Wong (At-large study committee vice chair)

Presentation and information can be founded on the Web site http://www.at-largestudycimity.org/

http://www.atlargestudy.org/ppt/Melbourne-Outreach-Pindar-3-10-2001/

The committee will have 9 members coming for different region and with a variety of skills.

 

Where the BC can help to the At-large study?

For the outreach and for the participation

Every question is a good question.

Especially because this study is starting from scratch.

 

PART II (BC members only)

9.     Membership and fee structure

 

DNSO subsidies is equal for all constituencies.

 

Some companies participated in several constituencies of the DNSO

Can we consider a reduced cat 1 fee for these companies?

 

If BC increase the fees : is it a barrier for new members?

 

For budget purpose the BC must consider an increase in both fees and membership.

 

10.           BC budget

It will be reviewed after the Melbourne meeting and a proposal sent to members.

 

11.           Structure

Philip Sheppard (AIM) suggest that the BC elect a president of the constituency in addition to the 3 DNSO representatives. This idea was supported.

 

12.           AOB

BC internal discussion on Verisign & Multilingual domain names (see upside the BC positions)

 

PART III 

PANEL DISCUSSION WITH dotBIZ & dotPRO (Commonly organised with IPC)

