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IGO Names in New gTLDs 

GNSO Council Considers Advice to Board on Terms, Metrics for 
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Staff Recommends Initiation of PDP on Uniformity of Contracts to Address 
Registration Abuse 
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of Registrant Policy, Time-Limiting Form of Authorization, Requiring 
Registries to use IANA IDs 
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in Toronto  
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Five-Year Anniversary 
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SSAC 
SSAC Says Clear Definition Needed of Purpose for Collecting, 
Maintaining Registration Data 

GAC 
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Read in Your Preferred Language 
ICANN Policy Update is available in all six official languages of the United 
Nations. Policy Update is posted on ICANN’s web site and is available via 
online subscription. To receive the Update in your Inbox each month, visit the 
ICANN subscriptions page, enter your e-mail address, and select “Policy 
Update” to subscribe. This service is free.  

http://www.icann.org/en/topics/policy/
http://www.icann.org/en/newsletter/
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ICANN Policy Update statement of purpose 
 

Send questions, comments and suggestions to: policy-staff@icann.org. 

Policy Supporting Organizations and Advisory Committees 
Address Supporting Organization ASO 
Country Code Names Supporting Organization ccNSO 
Generic Names Supporting Organization GNSO 
At-Large Advisory Committee ALAC 
Governmental Advisory Committee GAC 
Root Server System Advisory Committee RSSAC 
Security and Stability Advisory Committee SSAC 

Across ICANN  

Nearly 4,000 Now Subscribe to Policy Update 
Newsletter 
At a Glance 
ICANN’s online monthly newsletter increased its subscribers by more than 40 
percent since last year at this time. At the end of September 2012, just two fewer 
than 4,000 individuals subscribed to the email newsletter; the year prior, 
subscribers numbered 2,828. 

Recent Developments 
Subscribers to Policy Update have steadily increased over the past year. The 
English language version draws the most readers, followed by Spanish and 
French. The newsletter is available also in Arabic, Chinese and Russian. 

http://www.icann.org/en/topics/policy/
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://aso.icann.org/
http://ccnso.icann.org/
http://gnso.icann.org/
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/
http://gac.icann.org/
http://www.icann.org/en/committees/dns-root/
http://www.icann.org/en/committees/security/
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Figure 1 - Total Policy Update Subscribers at Month End 

Background 
Each monthly issue of Policy Update provides the latest status of issues working 
their way through the community-based, consensus-driven policy development 
processes within ICANN. This newsletter accommodates ICANN Newcomers and 
veterans by also providing high-level explanations of a broad range of policy 
development activities, detailed updates on specific issues, and links to more 
information. 

More Information 
• Policy Update web page 

Staff Contact 
Policy Staff 

Issues Currently Open for Public Comment 
Numerous public comment periods are currently open on issues of interest to the 
ICANN community. Act now to share your views on such topics as: 

 SSAC Report on Dotless Domains. SSAC recommends against the use of 
dotless domains in the root zone. Reply period closes 14 October 2012. 

http://www.icann.org/en/resources/policy/update
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/sac053-dotless-domains-24aug12-en.htm
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 Draft Recommendations Overall Policy for the Selection of 
IDN ccTLD Strings. This proposed policy would replace the current Fast 
Track Process rules for selection of internationalized domain name ccTLD 
strings. Comment period closes 18 October 2012; reply period closes 9 
November 2012. 

 Trademark Clearinghouse Documents. Draft guidelines for implementing 
matching rules and proof of use verification in order to protect trademark 
rights during initial allocation and registration periods for new gTLDs. 
Comment period closes 15 October 2012; reply period closes 7 November 
2012. 

 DNS Security & Stability Analysis (DSSA) Working Group Phase 1 Report. 
This cross-constituency WG presents its security assessment work done 
to date and describes its future plans. Reply period closes 21 October 
2012. 

 IDN Variant TLD Program – Procedure to Develop and Maintain the Label 
Generation Rules for the Root Zone in Respect of IDNA Labels. How 
should labels be created in the root zone? Comment period closes 19 
October 2012; reply period closes 9 November 2012. 

 Protection of International Olympic Committee (IOC) / Red Cross Names 
(RCRC) Drafting Team – Recommendations. How should names relating 
to the International Olympic Committee and the Red Cross/Red Crescent 
be protected within new gTLD name space? Comment period closes 19 
October 2012; reply period closes 9 November 2012. 

 Proposed Bylaws Amendments to Align Board Terms. The Board of 
Directors seeks to begin all Board terms at the conclusion of Annual 
Meeting instead of twice yearly. Comment period closes 22 October 2012; 
reply period closes 13 November 2012. 

 Community Input and Advice Process. Submit your suggestions as to how 
the Board could receive comment or advice from the community. 
Comment period closes 25 October 2012; reply period closes 14 
November 2012. 

 Implementing the Global Policy for Post Exhaustion IPv4 Allocation 
Mechanisms by the IANA. Your input sought on how the Internet Assigned 
Numbers Authority reallocates returned IPv4 address space to the 
Regional Internet Registries. Comment period closes 25 October 2012; 
reply period closes 15 November 2012. 

 Community Input Draft 2013-2016 Strategic Plan. As part of its latest 
round of strategic planning, ICANN leadership is looking for input into this 
year’s draft Strategic Plan. Comment period closes 13 November 2012; 
reply period closes 4 December 2012. 

http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/draft-recommendations-idn-cctld-selection-29aug12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/draft-recommendations-idn-cctld-selection-29aug12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/tmch-docs-24sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/dssa-phase-1-report-14aug12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/lgr-procedure-24sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/lgr-procedure-24sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/bylaws-amend-align-board-terms-18sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/input-advice-function-24sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/implementing-ipv4-post-04oct12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/implementing-ipv4-post-04oct12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/stratplan-draft-2013-24sep12-en.htm
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 ICANN Consolidated Meetings Strategy Proposal. Should ICANN change 
how it chooses meeting sites? Comment period ends 16 November 2012; 
reply period ends 7 December 2012. 

For the full list of issues open for public comment, plus recently closed and 
archived public comment forums, visit the Public Comment web page. 

ccNSO 

Follow @ccNSO on Twitter 
At a Glance 
The ccNSO is now tweeting.  

Recent Developments 
In order to reach out to as many Community members as possible with ccTLD 
related information, the ccNSO opened a twitter account. 

Next Steps 
Gain as many followers as possible! 

Background 
The ccNSO Program Working Group, which is in charge of setting the ccNSO 
meeting agendas, looked at ways to reach more community members and 
decided to try to start tweeting meeting information. However, as Twitter is a 
good information tool, it will be used between the meetings for information 
sharing. 

More Information 
• Follow @ccNSO 

Staff Contact 
Gabriella Schittek, ccNSO Secretariat 

 

 

http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/meetings-proposal-2012-02oct12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/public-comment/
https://twitter.com/ccNSO
mailto:gabriella.schittek@icann.org
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ICANN 45 Draft Agenda for ccNSO Posted 
At a Glance 
The latest draft agenda for the ccNSO meeting at ICANN 45 in Toronto, covering 
activities for Tuesday, 16 October, and Wednesday, 17 October 2012 is posted 
for review. 

Recent Developments 
The latest draft agenda provides an overview of what to expect during the ccNSO 
meetings at ICANN 45 in Toronto this month. Though technically a “Members 
Meeting,” the ccNSO meetings are actually open for anyone interested to attend. 
Among the activities are a meeting with the ICANN Board, a panel discussion on 
Registry Principles and a session on internationalized domain names. 

Next Steps 
The draft agenda will be continuously updated with speakers, exact titles, 
summaries and documents. Check back often! 

Background 
The ccNSO Program WG aims to publish the ccNSO membership meeting 
agendas as soon as possible, so that the community knows what to expect from 
the upcoming ICANN meeting. 

More Information 
 Draft Agenda 

Staff Contact 
Gabriella Schittek, ccNSO Secretariat 

ccNSO Councilor Elections Start 29 October 
At a Glance  

The nomination period for open positions on the ccNSO Council has now ended. 

Recent Developments 
The confirmed nominees for the regular ccNSO Council nomination period are 
Becky Burr, .us (North American region); Luis Diego Espinoza, .cr (Latin 
American & Caribbean Region); Lesley Cowley, .uk (European Region); 
Ntahigiye Abibu, .tz (African Region); Keith Davidson, .nz and Sun Xiantang, .cn 
(Asia-Pacific Region).  

http://www.ccnso.icann.org/meetings/toronto/agenda.htm
mailto:gabriella.schittek@icann.org
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In the extraordinary nominations to fill the seat of Juhani Juselius, Katrina Sataki, 
.lv and Andrei Kolesnikov, .ru were nominated. 

Next Steps 
As there are two candidates in the regular nomination period for the Asia-Pacific 
region, an election will be held, starting 29 October 2012. 

As there are also two candidates resulting from the extraordinary nomination 
period to fill Juhani Juselius’ seat, an election will also be held for this seat, 
starting 29 October 2012. 

Background 
The regular nomination period to the Council occurs once a year, during which 
the standing Councilors can either be reelected, or step down. 

The extraordinary nomination period takes place only when a Councilor decides 
to leave his seat prior to the end of the term. In this case, Juhani Juselius 
decided to step down 2 ½ years prior to the end of his term. 

More Information 
• Archives of regular nomination period 

Staff Contact 
Gabriella Schittek, ccNSO Secretariat 

  

http://forum.icann.org/lists/ccnso-nominations
mailto:gabriella.schittek@icann.org
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GNSO 

Take Part in Whois Technical Requirements 
Survey  
At a Glance  

The Whois Survey Working Group (WSWG) 
invites the Internet community to participate 
in a survey designed to measure support of 
different Whois technical components, such 
as a standard data structure for Whois 
responses.  

Recent Developments 
From now until 31 October 2012, members 
of the Internet community with knowledge of 
Whois are invited to participate in a survey 

measuring support for possible future technical requirements, such as 
standardized error messages and handling of error conditions.  

You do not need to complete the survey, which is lengthy, in one session. You 
may create an ID and return to the survey at a later time to complete it. The 
survey tool will save all answers completed from the time the survey was last 
accessed. However, if you quit the survey without creating or submitting an ID, 
the session may time-out with an increased risk your answers will be lost.   

Many sections of this survey require a high degree of technical skill around 
Whois. If you’re not sure you understand a question or possess the technical 
knowledge to answer it appropriately, then you are welcome to skip the question 
and move on to the next one.   

Next Steps 
You can take the English-language survey from now through 31 October 2012, 
23:59 UTC. It consists of 15 sections around 11 technical requirements.   

The WSWG will tally the results and deliver a final report and any agreed-upon 
recommendations to the GNSO Council toward the end of 2012.  

Background 
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The survey measures the level of support for various technical requirements 
outlined in the Whois Service Requirements Report, as requested of ICANN staff 
by the GNSO Council.   

More Information 
• Take the Survey 

Staff Contact 
Barbara Roseman, Policy Director  

Update on Protection of Red Cross, 
International Olympic Committee and IGO 
Names in New gTLDs 
At a Glance 
ICANN staff published the Final Issue Report on the protection of names and 
acronyms of certain international organizations in the top and second levels of 
new gTLDs including, International Government Organizations (IGOs) and Non-
Governmental Organizations such as the Red Cross/Red Crescent (RCRC) and 
the International Olympic Committee (IOC).  In addition, the GNSO IOC/RC 
Drafting Team has published a proposal to protect RCRC and IOC names at the 
second level in new gTLDs, which is now open for public comment.    

Recent Developments  
Final Issue Report  

In response to the GNSO request in its 12 April 2012 motion and after the closing 
of the Public Comment Forum on the Preliminary Issue Report on 26 July 2012, 
ICANN staff published the Final GNSO Issue Report on the Protection of 
International Organization Names in New gTLDs on 1 October 2012.   

The primary objectives of the Final Issue Report are to: 
 

• Define the type of organizations that should be evaluated in any related 
Policy Development Process (PDP) recommending additional protections 
for international organization names at the top and/or second level of new 
gTLDs. 
 

• Describe how a PDP, if initiated, could be structured to analyze whether 
ICANN should adopt policies to protect the names of such organizations at 
the top and/or second level. 

 
The Final Issue Report provides the following recommendations:   

http://gnso.icann.org/issues/whois/whois-service-requirements-final-report-29jul10-en.pdf
https://limesurvey.icann.org/index.php?sid=71483&lang=en
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://gnso.icann.org/en/node/34529
http://gnso.icann.org/en/node/34529
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• Initiate an expedited PDP to determine whether there is a need for special 

protections for certain international organizations including, IGOs and 
NGOs including the Red Cross/Red Crescent Movement and the IOC at 
the top and second level in new gTLDs. If so, then develop 
recommendations for such protections. 
 

• Formally invite the representatives of IGOs, the Red Cross/Red Crescent 
Movement and IOC to participate in the PDP Working Group. 

   
• Consider expanding the scope of any additional protections for 

International Organization names and acronyms developed for the top and 
second levels in new gTLDs to existing gTLDs. 

 
GNSO IOC/RC Drafting Team Proposal to Protect IOC and RCRC Names  
 
In response to the 14 September 2011 GAC proposal to protect IOC and RCRC 
names at the top and second levels in new gTLDs, the GNSO IOC/RC Drafting 
Team published its Protection of International Olympic Committee (IOC) / Red 
Cross Names (RCRC) Drafting Team Recommendations for public comment on 
28 September 2012. 

This proposal to protect RCRC and IOC names at the second level in the first 
round of new gTLDs includes two recommendations: 

• Initiate an expedited PDP as the necessary process to determine the 
appropriate protections for the IOC/RCRC names. 

• Implement a temporary reservation of RCRC and IOC second level 
domain names in new gTLDs pending the completion of a PDP outcome 
or an ICANN Board resolution. 

Next Steps 
During the ICANN Public Meeting in Toronto, the GNSO Council will discuss the 
Final Issue Report at its working session on 13 October. The Council is expected 
to vote on whether to initiate a PDP during the GNSO Public Council Meeting on 
17 October.      

The Reply Period for the Public Comment Forum closes on 9 November 2012.  
The GNSO Council will discuss this proposal at its working session on 13 
October during the ICANN Public Meeting in Toronto.     

More Information 
 Final GNSO Issue Report on the Protection of International Organization 

Names in New gTLDs [PDF, 675 KB] 
 IOC/RCRC Drafting Team Recommendations Report [PDF, 152 KB] 

http://gnso.icann.org/en/node/34537
http://gnso.icann.org/en/node/34537
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/protection-igo-names-final-issue-report-01oct12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/protection-igo-names-final-issue-report-01oct12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.pdf
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 Public Comment Forum on the Protection of International Olympic 
Committee (IOC) / Red Cross Names (RCRC) Drafting Team – 
Recommendations 
 

Staff Contact 
Margie Milam, Senior Policy Counselor 

GNSO Council Considers Advice to Board on 
Terms, Metrics for Assessing Competition, 
Trust, and Choice in Expanded TLD Space 
At a Glance 
This month the GNSO Council will consider advice to the ICANN Board with 
suggested definitions for consumer trust, consumer choice, and competition and 
to propose metrics that might be useful to gauge the effectiveness and success 
of the New gTLD Program. The letter of advice is the result of nearly a year of 
deliberation, public sessions, a review of public comments and updates at ICANN 
meetings in Senegal, Costa Rica and the Czech Republic.  

Recent Developments  
The terms “Consumer,” “Consumer Trust,” “Consumer Choice,” and 
“Competition” were defined and agreed upon by the Consumer Metrics Working 
Group. Additionally, metrics and three-year targets were created by the WG for 
each definition. Three classes of metrics can be summarized as follows: 

• Consumer Trust Metrics - which encompass (1) consumer confidence in 
the registrations and resolution of the TLD/DNS and (2) the degree of 
confidence consumers have that TLD Operators are fulfilling their stated 
promises and complying with applicable national laws. 

• Consumer Choice Metrics - which are meant to measure the range of 
options available to consumers by clear and transparent ways so that 
users can make meaningful distinctions when choosing TLDs.  Potential 
indicators for defensive registrations are also defined. 

• Competition Metrics – these metrics are designed to measure the actual 
market rivalry of TLDs, TLD Operators, Service Providers, and Registrars. 

The final version of the Consumer Metrics Advice Letter was submitted to the 
GNSO Council on 17 August 2012 and was introduced at the 13 September 
2012 GNSO Council teleconference. To date, ALAC has endorsed the advice, 
and the GAC and ccNSO are still considering their positions. 

http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.htm
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/ioc-rcrc-recommendations-28sep12-en.htm
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
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Background 

The Consumer Metrics Working Group was formed in September 2011 and is 
comprised of GNSO and ALAC community members. The WG was tasked to 
provide the ICANN Board and the community with suggested definitions for 
consumer trust, consumer choice, and competition and to propose metrics that 
might be useful to gauge the effectiveness and success of the New gTLD 
Program.  

ICANN’s Affirmation of Commitments calls for a review to be conducted one year 
following the first new gTLD delegations. In advance of the review, the ICANN 
Board asked in December 2010 for advice from the SOs and ACs on establishing 
these definitions and metrics. It is anticipated that this effort will play a critical role 
in informing the ICANN community about the extent to which gTLD expansion 
has promoted competition, consumer trust and consumer choice within the 
Internet marketplace.   

Next Steps 
The GNSO Council will consider the Advice Letter and respond to a motion about 
delivery of the letter to the ICANN Board at the ICANN Public Meeting in Toronto.      

More Information 
 Final Advice Letter [PDF, 303 KB] 
 Advice Letter Supplement [PDF, 107 KB] 
 ICANN Board Resolution  
 Working Group Charter [PDF, 657 KB] 
 Public Comment Forum 
 Consumer Metrics GNSO web page 

 

Staff Contact 
Julie Hedlund, Director, SSAC and Policy Support 

Staff Recommends Initiation of PDP on Uniformity 
of Contracts to Address Registration Abuse 
At a Glance 
At its meeting in Toronto this month, the GNSO Council will consider ICANN 
staff’s recommendation for a Policy Development Process on whether a 
minimum baseline of registration abuse provisions should be created for ICANN 
agreements. They will also consider recommendations about how such language 

http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/cctc/cctc-final-advice-letter-17aug12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/cctc/cctc-next-steps-17aug12-en.pdf
http://www.icann.org/en/minutes/resolutions-10dec10-en.htm#6
http://gnso.icann.org/drafts/cci-charter-07sep11-en.pdf
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/cctc-draft-advice-letter-23feb12-en.htm
http://gnso.icann.org/en/group-activities/consumer-trust-wg.htm
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
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would be structured to address the most common forms of registration abuse, 
such as cybersquatting, gripe sites, and fake renewal notices. 

Recent Developments and Next Steps 
ICANN staff found that:  

1. Existing Registry Agreements generally do not include specific provisions 
to address abuse. 

2. To the extent existing agreements address activities that might be defined 
as abuse, there is little in the way of common language across 
agreements to identify those activities. 

3. Where registries include specific provisions for dealing with various types 
of abuse, there is evidence that the provisions can be effective. 

4. Regardless of whether the agreements contain registration abuse 
provisions, registration abuse still exists in the domain name industry. 
 

Having concluded that the issue is considered within scope, staff recommended 
that the Council initiate a Policy Development Process on this topic. Should the 
PDP proceed, staff suggests in the Final Issue Report that the Working Group 
that would be formed following the initiation of the PDP should conduct further 
research, as follows, to: 

• Understand if registration abuses are occurring that could be addressed 
more effectively if consistent registration abuse policies were established 

• Determine if and how (registration) abuse is dealt with in those registries 
(and registrars) that do not have in place any specific provisions or 
policies to address abuse 

• Identify how registration abuse provisions, where they exist, are 
implemented in practice and whether they are effective in addressing 
registration abuse 
 

Background 
The GNSO Council asked ICANN staff to prepare an Issue Report on the topic of 
Uniformity of Contracts, as a required preliminary step before deciding whether to 
initiate a Policy Development Process (PDP). The staff reviewed 17 different 
gTLD registry and registry-registrar agreements to determine whether abuse 
provisions were included consistently across all. The initial findings were 
published in a Preliminary Issue Report on Uniformity of Contracts to Address 
Registration Abuse [PDF, 683 KB], which was published for public comment. 

More Information 
 Final Issue Report on Uniformity of Contracts to Address Registration 

Abuse 
 Preliminary Issue Report on Uniformity of Contracts to Address 

Registration Abuse [PDF, 683 KB] 

http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/prelim-issue-report-uoc-25jul12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/prelim-issue-report-uoc-25jul12-en.pdf
http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/uoc-prelim-issue-report-25jul12-en.htm)
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/uofc-final-issue-report-20sep12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/uofc-final-issue-report-20sep12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/prelim-issue-report-uoc-25jul12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/registration-abuse/prelim-issue-report-uoc-25jul12-en.pdf


 15 

 Preliminary Issue Report Public Comment Forum 
 Registration Abuse Policies WG Info 

 
Staff Contact 
 Rob Hoggarth, Senior Policy Director 

IRTP Part C Final Report Published: 
Recommendations for New Change of Registrant 
Policy, Time-Limiting Form of Authorization, 
Requiring Registries to Use IANA IDs 
At a Glance 
The aim of the Inter-Registrar Transfer Policy (IRTP) is to provide a 
straightforward procedure for domain name holders to transfer their names from 
one ICANN-accredited registrar to another. The GNSO Council is reviewing and 
considering revisions to this policy through a series of Working Groups. The 
IRTP Part C WG has published its Final Report. 

Recent Developments and Next Steps 
Following review of the comments received on its Initial Report [PDF, 1.23 MB], 
the WG has now submitted its Final Report to the GNSO Council for its 
consideration. In addition to background information, an overview of the WG's 
deliberations and community input received to date, the Final Report [PDF, 1.9 
MB] contains the following four recommendations: 

• Charter Question A Recommendation #1 - The IRTP Part C WG 
recommends the adoption of change of registrant consensus policy, which 
outlines the rules and requirements for a change of registrant of a domain 
name registration. Such a policy should follow the requirements and steps 
as outlined in the section ‘proposed change of registrant process for 
gTLDs’ in the Final Report. 
 

• Charter Question B Recommendation #2: The WG concludes that FOAs, 
once obtained by a registrar, should be valid for no longer than 60 days. 
Following expiration of the Form of Authorization (FOA), the registrar must 
re-authorize (via new FOA) the transfer request. Registrars should be 
permitted to allow registrants to opt-into an automatic renewal of FOAs, if 
desired. In addition to the 60-day maximum validity restriction, FOAs 
should expire if there is a change of registrant, or if the domain name 
expires, or if the transfer is executed, or if there is a dispute filed for the 
domain name. In order to preserve the integrity of the FOA, there cannot 

http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/uoc-prelim-issue-report-25jul12-en.htm
http://gnso.icann.org/en/group-activities/rap-wg.htm
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://gnso.icann.org/issues/transfers/irtp-c-initial-report-04jun12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/irtp-c-final-report-09oct12-en.pdf
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be any opt-in or opt-out provisions for these reasons for expiration of the 
FOA. 
 
As recommended and approved as a result of the IRTP Part B PDP, 
Losing Registrars under IRTP-B are now required to send an FOA to a 
Prior Registrant. The WG advises that Losing Registrars have the option 
to send a modified version of this FOA to a Prior Registrant in the event 
that the transfer is automated where the FOA would be advisory in nature. 

Finally, during the course of its deliberations on this topic, the WG notes 
that the use of EPP Authorization Info (AuthInfo) codes has become the 
de facto mechanism for securing domain transfers and thereby replaced 
some of the reasons for the creation of the standard FOA. The WG 
recommends that the next IRTP PDP examines whether the universal 
adoption and implementation of EPP AuthInfo codes has eliminated the 
need for FOAs. 

• Charter Question C: - Recommendation #3: The WG recommends that all 
gTLD Registry Operators be required to publish the Registrar of Record's 
IANA ID in the TLD's Whois. Existing gTLD Registry operators that 
currently use proprietary IDs can continue to do so, but they must also 
publish the Registrar of Record's IANA ID. This recommendation should 
not prevent the use of proprietary IDs by gTLD Registry Operators for 
other purposes, as long as the Registrar of Record's IANA ID is also 
published in the TLD's Whois. 
 

• Additional Recommendation - Recommendation #4: As recommended as 
part of the revised GNSO Policy Development Process, the IRTP Part C 
Working Group strongly encourages the GNSO Council to create an IRTP 
Part C Implementation Review Team consisting of individual IRTP Part C 
Working Group members who would remain available to provide feedback 
on the implementation plan for the recommendations directly to ICANN 
staff. The Working Group suggests that consideration be given to 
consulting recognized security experts (such as interested members of the 
SSAC) by the Implementation Review Team. 

The GNSO Council will now consider the Final Report and its recommendations 
for adoption. The IRTP Part C WG has scheduled a meeting at the ICANN 
Meeting in Toronto to present the Final Report and its recommendations to the 
community.  

Background 

The IRTP is a GNSO consensus policy that was adopted in 2004 with the 
objective to provide registrants with a transparent and predictable way to transfer 
domain name registrations between registrars. As part of its implementation, it 
was decided to carry out a review of the policy in order to determine whether it 

http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34381
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was working as intended or whether there are any areas that would benefit from 
further clarification or improvement. As a result of this review, a number of issues 
were identified that were grouped together in five different policy development 
processes or PDPs, titled A to E, that are being addressed in a consecutive 
order. 

The IRTP Part C PDP Working Group considered the following three questions: 

1. "Change of Control" function, including an investigation of how this 
function is currently achieved, if there are any applicable models in the 
country-code name space that can be used as a best practice for the 
gTLD space, and any associated security concerns. It should also include 
a review of locking procedures, as described in Reasons for Denial #8 and 
#9, with an aim to balance legitimate transfer activity and security. 

2. Whether provisions on time-limiting the Form Of Authorization (FOA) 
should be implemented to avoid fraudulent transfers out. For example, if a 
Gaining Registrar sends and receives an FOA back from a transfer 
contact, but the name is locked, the registrar may hold the FOA pending 
adjustment to the domain name status, during which time the registrant or 
other registration information may have changed. 

3. Whether the process could be streamlined by a requirement that registries 
use IANA IDs for registrars rather than proprietary IDs. 

More Information 

• IRTP Part C Final Report [PDF, 1.9 MB] 
• IRTP Part C Initial Report [PDF, 1.23 MB] 
• IRTP Part C Final Issue Report [PDF, 625 KB] 
• Inter-Registrar Transfer Policy 

Staff Contact  

Marika Konings, Senior Policy Director 

NCUC Hosts Policy Conference on Eve of ICANN 45  
At a Glance 
The GNSO’s Non-Commercial Users Constituency (NCUC) is holding a policy 
conference, ICANN & Internet Governance Security and Freedom in a 
Connected World, on Friday, 12 October at the Fairmont Royal York Hotel in 
Toronto, Canada to explore ICANN and Internet governance. 

http://gnso.icann.org/en/issues/irtp-c-final-report-09oct12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/issues/transfers/irtp-c-initial-report-04jun12-en.pdf
http://gnso.icann.org/issues/issue-report-irtp-c-29aug11-en.pdf
http://www.icann.org/en/resources/registrars/transfers
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
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Recent Developments 
NCUC's policy conference will include discussions on the promotion of cyber-
security and human rights on the Internet, multistakeholderism and the role of 
governments, and key policy issues surrounding new top-level domains such as 
freedom of expression and intellectual property rights.  

Ron Deibert from The Citizen Lab at the University of Toronto will address the 
conference, and other confirmed speakers include ICANN CEO Fadi Chehadé, 
governmental representatives, members of ICANN's Board of Directors, civil 
society and Internet business leaders. 

More Information 

• Conference and registration information 

• Non-Commercial Users Constituency web page  

Staff Contact  

Policy Staff 

Community Explores Multistakeholder Process 
From the NGO Perspective in Toronto  
At a Glance 
On Wednesday 17 October at the ICANN Public Meeting in Toronto, the GNSO’s 
Not-for-Profit Operational Concerns Constituency (NPOC), with strong 
cooperation from the At-Large community, is organizing a panel discussion on 
the Multistakeholder process at ICANN.  

Recent Developments 
The Multistakeholder Process (MSP) has been used worldwide for decades by 
many organizations like ICANN and various social and economical development 
programs to foster consensus between diverging interests in the public domain, 
the private sector and civil society. There is a wide body of applied knowledge on 
the MSP that merits wider dissemination and understanding. A panel of 
specialists will share some of this knowledge and foster a discussion on how the 
MSP can be improved at ICANN.  

More Information 

• Session information 

• Session Agenda 
 

https://citizenlab.org/
http://www.amiando.com/NCUC-ICANN45.html
http://ncuc.org/
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34391
https://community.icann.org/display/gnsocouncilmeetings/Multi-stakeholder+process+from+the+NGO+perspective+Toronto+2012-10-17
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Staff Contact  

Policy Staff  

ASO 

Comment Now on IANA Allocation 
of Returned IPv4 Address Space 
At a Glance 
Now through 25 October 2012, you can give input on how the Internet Assigned 
Numbers Authority reallocates returned IPv4 address space to the Regional 
Internet Registries. 

 
 
Recent Developments 
ICANN has announced a Public Comment Period relating to the implementation 
of GPP-IPv4-2011: Global Policy Proposal for Post Exhaustion IPv4 Allocation 
Mechanisms by the IANA. 
 
The policy provides a mechanism for the redistribution of IPv4 address space 
returned to an IANA-managed pool. Once active, address space in this 
Recovered IPv4 Pool can be allocated, in equal shares, to the five RIRs. 
 
The IANA reports that the RIRs have so far returned approximately 1¼ of /8s of 
address space in almost 150 prefixes. 
 
The Comment Period will remain open until 23:59 (UTC) 25 October 2012.  

Background 
The ICANN Board announced ratification of GPP-IPv4-2011 on 17 May 2012. 
The proposal had reached consensus in all Regional Internet Registry (RIR) 
regions and was reviewed by the Number Resources Organization Executive 
Committee and the ASO Address Council prior to transmission to the ICANN 
Board on 13 March 2012. 
 

 

mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
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More Information 
• Public Comment announcement 

 
• Comment Now 

 

Staff Contact  

Barbara Roseman, Policy Director 

At-Large 

At-Large Toronto Gathering Includes Capacity 
Building Sessions, RALO Five-Year Anniversary 
At a Glance 
In addition to its regular meetings, the At-Large Community will celebrate the fifth 
anniversary of the Regional At-Large Structures at the North American Regional 
At-Large Organization’s outreach event. More than 18 representatives from 
NARALO At-Large Structures are expected to attend four capacity building 
sessions, joint sessions with the ICANN Fellows and other events. 

Recent Developments 
Representatives from the At-Large community will hold 26 meetings during the 
45th ICANN Meeting scheduled to take place in Toronto, Canada 14-19 October 
2012. These meetings include their traditional policy meetings, At-Large Working 
Group Meetings, and meetings with the ICANN Board of Directors.  

They will also be welcoming over 18 representatives of NARALO At-Large 
Structures who will be participating in the NARALO Toronto Events. This will be a 
series of meetings consisting of four capacity building sessions, four joint 
sessions with the ICANN Fellows, a General Assembly and an Outreach Event.  

The NARALO Outreach Event entitled: An Evening with At-Large - Honoring the 
RALOs will be celebrating the 5 Year Anniversary of the five Regional At-Large 
Organizations (RALOs). This event is scheduled for Monday, 15 October 
between 19:00-20:30 in the Regatta Meeting Room. This event will include a 
series of speakers including Fadi Chehadé, ICANN President and CEO; Steve 
Crocker, ICANN Board Chair; Patrick Ryan, Policy Counsel, Open Internet for 
Google; Philipp Grabensee, Chairman of Afilias; and David Fowler, Director of 
Marketing and Communications, Canadian Internet Registration Authority 

http://www.icann.org/en/news/announcements/announcement-04oct12-en.htm
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach/guest-speakers.htm#chehade
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach/guest-speakers.htm#ryan
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach/guest-speakers.htm#fowler
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(CIRA). The event will conclude with traditional Canadian Metis music and 
dancers.  

The ALAC will be busy in policy development activities in 26 At-Large meetings, 
which include:  

• ALAC and Regional Leadership Meeting 
• Four NARALO Capacity Building Sessions 
• Four Joint Fellow/NARALO Sessions 
• At-Large Whois Working Group Meeting 
• At-Large New gTLD Working Group Meeting 
• At-Large Future Challenges Working Group Public Workshop 
• ALAC Rules of Procedure Review Working Group (ROP WG) Workshop  
• NARALO Outreach Event: An Evening with At-Large: Honoring the RALOs  
• ALAC Meeting with the ICANN Board 
• At-Large Capacity Building: Next Steps 
• Two ALAC Policy Discussion Sessions – Part 1 and Part II 
• At-Large Registrant Rights and Responsibilities Working Group Meeting 
• At-Large Outreach Sub-Committee Meeting 
• ICANN Academy Working Group 
• NARALO General Assembly 
• At-Large Regional Secretariats Meeting 
• At-Large New gTLD Review Group Meeting 
• At-Large IDN Working Group 
• APRALO Monthly Meeting 
• Two ALAC and Regional Leadership Wrap-Up Meetings – Part I and Part 

II 
• ALAC Executive Committee Meeting  

In addition, the At-Large community members will also participate actively in 
many of the other meetings taking place during the ICANN meeting in Toronto 
either in person or using remote participation tools.  

More Information 

• At-Large Meetings scheduled to take place during ICANN’s 45th Meeting 
in Toronto, including agendas in English, French and Spanish and remote 
participation instructions 

• NARALO Outreach Event: An Evening with At-Large - Honoring the 
RALOs 

https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/ALAC+and+Regional+Leadership++Working+Session+1+2012-10-14+Toronto
https://community.icann.org/display/NARALO/NARALO+Capacity+Building+Sessions+Workspace
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/At-Large+Whois+Working+Group+teleconference+2012-15-10+Toronto
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/At-Large+New+gTLDs+2012-10-15+-+Toronto
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34223
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/ALAC+Rules+of+Procedure+Review+Working+Group+Workshop++-+2012-10-15+-+Toronto
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach.htm
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/ALAC+Meeting+with+the+ICANN+Board+2012-10-16+Toronto
https://community.icann.org/display/NARALO/NARALO+Capacity+Building+Sessions+Workspace
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/ALAC+25.10.11+-+Policy+Discussion+-+Part+I++and+ALAC+Policy+Discussion+-+Part+II
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34353
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34361
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34367
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34393
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34379
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34341
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34329
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34259
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34227
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34205
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34205
http://toronto45.icann.org/node/34203
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/At-Large+Toronto+Meeting+Agendas
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/At-Large+Toronto+Meeting+Agendas
https://community.icann.org/display/atlarge/At-Large+Toronto+Meeting+Agendas
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/naralo/toronto-outreach.htm
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Staff Contact 
ICANN At-Large Staff 

ALAC Policy Advice Update 
At a Glance 
ALAC continued its high rate of publishing statements in response to ICANN 
public comments periods as well as comments and communications. Since 
January 2012, the ALAC has submitted 37 statements, comments and 
communications.  

Recent Developments 
The ALAC policy advice statements and communications submitted between 
September and mid-October are:  

• At-Large White Paper on Future Challenges entitled Making ICANN 
Relevant, Responsive and Respected 

• ALAC Statement on the SSAC Report on Dotless Domains 
• ALAC Concerns About Board Transparency 
• ALAC Analysis of AoC Whois Report Recommendations 
• ALAC Statement on the Request for Community Input on SAC054 - 

Domain Name Registration Data Model  
  

• ALAC Statement on the Consumer Metrics Final Advice    

More Information 

• At-Large Correspondence page  

Staff Contact 

Heidi Ullrich, Director for At-Large 

mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-01oct12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-01oct12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-22sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-2-11sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-11sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-2-08sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-2-08sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence/correspondence-08sep12-en.htm
http://www.atlarge.icann.org/correspondence
mailto:heidi.ullrich@icann.org
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SSAC 

SSAC Says Clear Definition Needed of Purpose for 
Collecting, Maintaining Registration Data  
At a Glance 
SSAC published a comment on 14 September 2012 on the Whois Policy Review 
Team Final Report and Recommendations. The ICANN Board had earlier passed 
a resolution requesting that Supporting Organizations and Advisory Committees 
provide input on the report. 

Recent Developments 
SSAC’s published comments on the Whois Policy Review Team Final Report 
offering three recommendations to the ICANN Board of Directors.  

1. The Board should pass a resolution clearly stating the criticality of 
the development of a registration data policy defining the purpose of 
domain name registration data, and 

2. The Board should direct the CEO to create a registration data policy 
committee that includes the highest levels of executive engagement to 
develop a registration data policy that defines the purpose of domain 
name registration data, as described elsewhere in this document; and 

3. The Board should explicitly defer any other activity (within ICANN’s 
remit) directed at finding a “solution” to “the Whois problem” until the 
registration data policy identified in its first and second recommendations 
has been developed and accepted by the community. 

In its comment document the SSAC said it:  

"believes that the foundational problem facing all 'Whois' discussions 
is understanding the purpose of domain name registration data. The lack 
of progress in the “Whois” debate is not surprising, given this fundamental 
disconnect on what problem is being solved.  It adds that the answers to 
common questions about the “Whois” should be derived from a 
clear statement of the problem to be solved. To the extent that the 
answers are different among various use cases, solutions will likely be 
different. To the extent that the solutions are different, a single universal 
'Whois' policy, as defined in the Review Team’s report, is unlikely to be 
effective or even achievable. The SSAC believes that there is a critical 
need for a policy defining the purpose of collecting and maintaining 
registration data. This policy should address the operational concerns of 
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the parties who collect, maintain or use this data as it relates to 
ICANN’s remit."   

Finally, the SSAC stated that it: 

believes that a single consensus policy answering at least the questions 
listed above is achievable and the essential first step toward any 'solution' 
to 'the Whois problem.' It is within ICANN’s remit to work collaboratively 
with the community to retroactively establish this policy. The SSAC 
believes that the formation of a properly authorized committee to 
drive solutions to these questions first, and to then derive a universal 
policy from the answers, is the appropriate sequence of steps to address 
the Whois Review Team’s report. 

Background 
On 11 May 2012, the Whois Policy Review Team, formed under ICANN's 
Affirmation of Commitments (AoC) agreement with the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, submitted its Final Report and Recommendations to the ICANN 
Board. On 23 June 2012, the ICANN Board of Directors passed a resolution 
encouraging public input on the Final Report and Recommendations, and 
requesting that the ICANN supporting organizations and advisory committees 
provide input to the Board. The 14 September 2012 Comment is the SSAC’s 
input to the Board. 

More Information 

• [SAC055]: SSAC Comment on the Whois Review Team Final Report (14 
September 2012) 

Staff Contact 
Julie Hedlund, Director, SSAC Support 

GAC 

Where to Find GAC Information  
At a Glance 
ICANN receives input from governments through the Governmental Advisory 
Committee (GAC). The GAC's key role is to provide advice to ICANN on issues 
of public policy, and especially where there may be an interaction between 
ICANN's activities or policies and national laws or international agreements. The 
GAC usually meets three times a year in conjunction with ICANN meetings, 

http://www.icann.org/en/about/aocreview/whois/final-report-11may12-en
http://www.icann.org/en/groups/ssac/documents/sac-055-en.pdf
http://www.icann.org/en/groups/ssac/documents/sac-055-en.pdf
mailto:policy-staff@icann.org
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where it discusses issues with the ICANN Board and other ICANN Supporting 
Organizations, Advisory Committees and other groups. The GAC may also 
discuss issues between times with the Board either through face-to-face 
meetings or by teleconference. 

More Information 
 GAC web site 

Staff Contact 

Jeannie Ellers, ICANN staff 

 

https://gacweb.icann.org/display/gacweb/Governmental+Advisory+Committee
mailto:jeannie.ellers@icann.org
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