Annex 24

Governmental Advisory Committee
Durban, 17 July 2013
GAC Communiqué – Durban, South Africa1
I.

Introduction

The Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) of the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers (ICANN) met in Durban, South Africa during the week of 13 July 2013. 59 GAC
Members and 4 Observers attended the meetings. The GAC expresses warm thanks to the local
host, .zadna, for their support.
II. Inter-‐constituency Activities
1. Briefing from the Geo TLD Registry Group
The GAC met with the Geo TLD Registry Group and received information on the
organization’s origins, values, missions and current concerns.
2. Meeting with the Accountability and Transparency Review Team 2 (ATRT 2)
The GAC met with the ATRT 2 and discussed the expectations and priorities. The
GAC encouraged the ATRT2 to give advice on improving the accountability and
transparency in ICANN's financial operations reporting. The ATRT2 was invited to
advise on how to improve outreach and active participation, especially from
developing countries. Broad participation of stakeholders from all regions is vital
for the legitimacy of ICANN and the multi-‐stakeholder model. The GAC also invited
the ATRT2 to give advice on how to improve the GAC and the transparency of GAC
meetings, and to better explain and provide rationales for the advice of the GAC.
The ATRT2 invited individual GAC members to provide further written inputs to the
Review Team.
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3. Meeting with the Generic Names Supporting Organization (GNSO)
The GAC met with the GNSO and exchanged views on key policy development
work in the GNSO, including an ongoing Policy Development Process (PDP)
regarding protection of IGO and INGO names and acronyms. An exchange focused
on the opportunities for the GAC to engage early in GNSO Policy Development
Processes.
4. Meeting with the Security and Stability Advisory Committee (SSAC)
The GAC met with the SSAC and received an update on recent SSAC work
regarding namespace collisions, internal name certificates and dotless
domains, and exchanged views on ensuing concerns.
5. Meeting with the Country Code Names Supporting Organization (ccNSO)
The GAC met with the ccNSO and received information about the recently
concluded policy development regarding IDN ccTLDs, the modification of the IDN
Fast Track process with creation of a second panel and the Framework of
Interpretation work. The GAC and the ccNSO also discussed how to further improve
the future dialogue between the GAC and the ccNSO.
6. Meeting with the At-‐Large Advisory Committee (ALAC)
The GAC met with the ALAC and received an introduction to ALAC’s organization,
bottom-‐up processes and output, including formal ALAC objections to certain new
gTLD applications. The ALAC voiced concerns regarding issues on dot-‐less domains
and domain name collisions and expressed support for recent SSAC statements.
The ALAC also expressed concerns over the high threshold in the dispute resolution
procedure for Public Interest Commitments (PIC) in particular in relation to the
measurable harm standard required to file a complaint and the enforcement of
these.
7. Briefing from the Domain Name Association (DNA)
The GAC met with the Domain Name Association and received information on its
structure and objectives.
8. Meeting with the Expert Working Group on gTLD Directory Services (EWG)
The GAC met with the EWG and exchanged views on the model proposed by the
EWG for the next generation directory service as a successor to the WHOIS service.

The GAC referenced its WHOIS principles from 2007 and its Beijing advice regarding
the WHOIS Review Team recommendations, which both have served as input for
the work of the EWG. The GAC expressed its concerns about the risks associated
with centralized storage of data in one repository in one jurisdiction, and raised a
series of issues relating to the proposed data repository structure and access
including security, data accuracy, consistency with national law, accreditation of
database users, and privacy governance. The GAC looks forward to further
discussion of these issues as the working group progresses.
9. Briefing from Architelos
The GAC received a briefing on the TLD market and its development from
Architelos, a consultancy focused on the domain name industry.
***
The GAC warmly thanks the GNSO, the SSAC, the ccNSO and the ALAC, as well as all those
among the ICANN community who have contributed to the dialogue with the GAC in Durban.
III. Internal Matters
1. The GAC held its second capacity building session for new and existing members
on 13 July, which included an update to the GAC on internationalization and the
ICANN’s strategy for engagement in the Africa region.
2. The GAC welcomed Madagascar, Namibia, São Tomé and Príncipe, Swaziland,
and Zambia to the GAC as members.
3. The chair and vice chairs provided an update in Durban on progress with regard
to ACIG providing secretariat support to the GAC.
IV. GAC Advice to the Board2
1. New gTLDs
1. GAC Objections to Specific Applications (ref. Beijing Communiqué 1.c)
a. The GAC Advises the ICANN Board that:
i. The GAC has reached consensus on GAC Objection Advice
according to Module 3.1 part I of the Applicant Guidebook on the
following applications:3
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1. The application for .amazon (application number 1-‐1315-‐58086)
and related IDNs in Japanese (application number 1-‐1318-‐83995)
and Chinese (application number 1-‐1318-‐5591)
2. The application for .thai (application number 1-‐2112-‐4478)
b. guangzhou (IDN in Chinese), shenzhen (IDN in Chinese), .spa and .yun
i.

The GAC agrees to leave the applications below for further
consideration and advises the ICANN Board:
i. Not to proceed beyond initial evaluation until the agreements
between the relevant parties are reached.
1. The applications for .spa (application number 1-‐1309-‐
12524 and 1-‐1619-‐92115)
2. The application for .yun (application number 1-‐1318-‐
12524
3. The application for guangzhou (IDN in Chinese -‐
application number 1-‐1121-‐22691)
4. The application for shenzhen (IDN in Chinese -‐ application
number 1-‐1121-‐82863)

2. .wine and .vin (ref. Beijing Communiqué 1.c)
a. The GAC advises the ICANN Board that:
i. The GAC considered the two strings .vin and .wine and due to the
complexity of the matter was unable to conclude at this meeting.
As a result the GAC agreed to take thirty days additional time with
a view to conclude on the matter.
3. .date and .persiangulf
a. The GAC has finalised its consideration of the following strings, and
does not object to them proceeding:
i. Date (application number 1-‐1247-‐30301)
ii. Persiangulf (application number 1-‐2128-‐55439)
4. .indians and .ram
a. The GAC Advises the ICANN Board
i. The GAC has noted the concerns expressed by the
Government of India not to proceed with the applications for
.indians and .ram.
5. Protection of IGO Acronyms
a. The GAC reaffirms its previous advice from the Toronto and Beijing

Meetings that IGOs are in an objectively different category to other
rights holders thus warranting special protection by ICANN. IGOs
perform important global public missions with public funds and as
such, their identifiers (both their names and their acronyms) need
preventative protection in an expanded DNS.
b. The GAC understands that the ICANN Board, further to its previous
assurances, is prepared to fully implement GAC advice; an
outstanding matter to be finalized is the practical and effective
implementation of the permanent preventative protection of IGO
acronyms at the second level.
c. The GAC advises the ICANN Board that:
i. The GAC is interested to work with the IGOs and the NGPC on a
complementary cost-‐neutral mechanism that would:
a. provide notification to an IGO if a potential registrant
seeks to register a domain name matching the acronym of
an IGO at the second level, giving the IGO a reasonable
opportunity to express concerns, if any; and
b. allow for an independent third party to review any such
registration request, in the event of a disagreement
between an IGO and potential registrant.
ii. The initial protections for IGO acronyms confirmed by the NGPC
at its meeting of 2 July 2013 should remain in place until the
dialogue between the GAC, NGPC, and IGO representatives
ensuring the implementation of preventative protection for IGO
acronyms at the second level is completed.

5. Protection of Red Cross/Red Crescent Acronyms
a. The GAC advises the ICANN Board that
i. the same complementary cost neutral mechanisms to be worked
out (as above in 4.c.i) for the protection of acronyms of IGOs be
used to also protect the acronyms of the International Committee
of the Red Cross (ICRC/CICR) and the International Federation of
Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies (IFRC/FICR).

6. Category 1 Safeguard Advice
i.

The GAC has met with the NGPC to discuss the Committee's response to
GAC advice contained in the Beijing Communique on safeguards that should
apply to Category 1 new gTLDs. The GAC Advises the ICANN Board that:
1. The GAC will continue the dialogue with the NGPC on this issue.

7. Geographic Names and Community Applications
a. Geographic Names
i. The GAC recommends that ICANN collaborate with the GAC in
refining, for future rounds, the Applicant Guidebook with regard
to the protection of terms with national, cultural, geographic and
religious significance, in accordance with the 2007 GAC Principles
on New gTLDs.
b. Community Applications
i.

The GAC reiterates its advice from the Beijing Communiqué
regarding preferential treatment for all applications which have
demonstrable community support, while noting community
concerns over the high costs for pursuing a Community Objection
process as well as over the high threshold for passing Community
Priority Evaluation.

ii.

Therefore the GAC advises the ICANN Board to:
a. Consider to take better account of community views, and
improve outcomes for communities, within the existing
framework, independent of whether those communities have
utilized ICANN’s formal community processes to date.

8. DNS Security and Stability
a. The GAC shares the security and stability concerns expressed by the SSAC
regarding Internal Name Certificates and Dotless Domains. The GAC requests
the ICANN Board to provide a written briefing:
i.

about how ICANN considers this SSAC advice with a view to
implementation as soon as possible. The GAC believes that all
such stability and security analysis should be made publicly
available prior to the delegation of new gTLDS.

ii.

The GAC Advises the ICANN Board to:
a. As a matter of urgency consider the recommendations
contained in the SSAC Report on Dotless Domains (SAC053)
and Internal Name Certificates (SAC057).

9. Registry and Registrar Agreements and Conflicts with Law
a. It was noted that there are provisions in the Registry Agreement and
Registrar Accreditation Agreement that may conflict with applicable law in
certain countries, in particular privacy and data retention, collection and
processing law. The importance of having adequate procedures to avoid
these conflicts was highlighted.

V. Next Meeting
The GAC will meet during the 48th ICANN meeting in Buenos Aires, Argentina.
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Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:17 AM

Dear Mr. Sébastien Bachollet,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:25 AM

Dear Mr. Mark CARVELL,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Cherine.Chalaby@icann.org

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:22 AM

Dear Mr. Cherine Chalaby,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh <Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia <Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:14 AM

Dear Mr. Bertrand de La Chapelle,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:16 AM

Dear Chris Disspain,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:30 AM

Dear Mr. Laurent Ferrali,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:19 AM

Dear Ms. Erika Mann,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:31 AM

Dear Mr. Frank March,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:24 AM

Dear Ms. Suzanne Radell,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be more appreciate if
we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Mike Rodenbaugh Contact Information Redacted

Request For Meeting in Durban
Mehdi Abbasnia Contact Information Redacted
To: Contact Information Redacted

Thu, Jul 11, 2013 at 6:28 AM

Dear Mr. Thomas Schneider,

As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet
with you during the upcoming ICANN meeting in Durban.

As you know, our applications were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the close of the Beijing meeting in April. As a response, the
Board New gTLD Program Committee has called for further discussion/examination of these specific cases in order to better understand the
sensitivities around them.

I am most appreciative of the NGPC and the GAC's efforts to exercise the fullest possible due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be
more than happy to help in this process.

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding of our applications and answer any questions you may
have as directly and fully as I can.

This is done in the spirit of cooperation and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has
exercised since we first decided to participate in that program as an applicant.

If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a suitable time to hold these discussions. However, I will be
more appreciate if we could meet on any of the first days of the summit meeting (Sunday or Monday evening).

Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

http://www.agitsys.com

Subject: AW: Request For Mee/ng in Durban
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 at 10:37:00 AM Iran Daylight Time
From: Contact Information Redacted
Contact Information Redacted
To:
Contact Information Redacted
CC:
Dear Mr Abbasnia
Thank you for your message.
First i would like to apologzie that i only respond to your message now that i am on my way back to Switzerland
after the Durban ICANN meeting – there were so many things going for which my attendance and/or involvement
was needed that had simply not been possible in the past days to look at all my emails and react to them.
I guess that now – with the deliberations and decisions of the NGPC and the GAC of last week – things have been
clarified.
As GAC representative of Switzerland and as Vice Chair of the GAC i am happy that the GAC stopped its objection
against .persiangulf and that this application can go forward now.
Best regards from Switzerland
Thomas Schneider
Von: Mehdi Abbasnia [mailto:Contact Information Redacted ]
Gesendet: Donnerstag, 11. Juli 2013 15:28
An: Schneider Thomas BAKOM
Betreff: Request For Meeting in Durban

Dear Mr. Thomas Schneider,
As CEO of Asia Green IT System and applicant for Dot ISLAM, Dot HALAL and Dot
PERSIANGULF, I would welcome an opportunity to meet with you during the upcoming
ICANN mee/ng in Durban.
As you know, our applica/ons were named in the Communiqué the GAC released at the
close of the Beijing mee/ng in April. As a response, the Board New gTLD Program
CommiYee has called for further discussion/examina/on of these speciﬁc cases in order to
beYer understand the sensi/vi/es around them.
I am most apprecia/ve of the NGPC and the GAC's eﬀorts to exercise the fullest possible
due diligence on our TLD applicants and would be more than happy to help in this process.

Page 1 of 2

As such, I am making myself available to provide you with a more in-depth understanding
of our applica/ons and answer any ques/ons you may have as directly and fully as I can.
This is done in the spirit of coopera/on and the desire to abide by ICANN's rules for the
new gTLD program that Asia Green IT System has exercised since we ﬁrst decided to
par/cipate in that program as an applicant.
If you are in Durban, please do not hesitate to contact me so that we can determine a
suitable /me to hold these discussions. However, I will be more appreciate if we could meet
on any of the ﬁrst days of the summit mee/ng (Sunday or Monday evening).
Best Regards
Mehdi Abbasnia | Managing Director

hYp://www.agitsys.com
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In March 2015, the OIC announced its support for the Saudi Arabian-led intervention in Yemen against the Shia Houthis.[14]

Israeli-Palestinian conﬂict
The OIC supports a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conﬂict.
The OIC has called for a boycott of Israeli products in effort to pressure Israel into ending the occupation of the Palestinian territories.[15][16]
There was a meeting in Conakry in 2013. Secretary-General Ekmeleddin Ihsanoglu said that foreign ministers would discuss the possibility of cutting
ties with any state that recognised Jerusalem as the capital of Israel or that moves its embassy to its environs.[17]

Cartoons of Muhammad
Cartoons of Muhammad, published in a Danish newspaper in September 2005, were found offensive to a number of Muslims. Third Extraordinary
Session of the Islamic Summit Conference in December 2005 condemned publication of the cartoons, resulting in broader coverage of the issue by news
media in Muslim countries. Subsequently, violent demonstrations throughout the Islamic world resulted in several deaths.[18]

Human rights
OIC created the Cairo Declaration of Human Rights in Islam.[5] While proponents claim it is not an alternative to the UDHR, but rather complementary
to it, Article 24 states that "all the rights and freedoms stipulated in this Declaration are subject to the Islamic Shari'ah" and Article 25 follows with "the
Islamic Shari'ah is the only source of reference for the explanation or clariﬁcation of any of the articles of this Declaration." Attempts to have it adopted
by the United Nations Human Rights Council have met increasing criticism, because of its contradiction of the UDHR, including from liberal Muslim
groups.[19] Critics of the CDHR state bluntly that it is "manipulation and hypocrisy," "designed to dilute, if not altogether eliminate, civil and political
rights protected by international law" and attempts to "circumvent these principles [of freedom and equality]."[20][21][22]
Human Rights Watch says that OIC has “fought doggedly” and successfully within the United Nations Human Rights Council to shield states from
criticism, except when it comes to criticism of Israel. For example, when independent experts reported violations of human rights in the 2006 Lebanon
War, “state after state from the OIC took the ﬂoor to denounce the experts for daring to look beyond Israeli violations to discuss Hezbollah’s as well.”
OIC demands that the council “should work cooperatively with abusive governments rather than condemn them.” HRW responds that this works with
those who are willing to cooperate; others exploit the passivity.[23][24]
The OIC has been criticised for failing to discuss the treatment of ethnic minorities within member countries, such as the oppression of the Kurds in
Syria, the Ahwaz in Iran, the Hazaras in Afghanistan, the 'Al-Akhdam' in Yemen, or the Berbers in Algeria.[25]

Along with the revisions of the OIC’s charter in 2008, the member states created the Independent Permanent Human Rights Commission (IPHRC). The
IPHRC is an advisory body, independent from the OIC, composed of eighteen individuals from a variety of educational and professional backgrounds.
The IPHRC has the power to monitor human rights within the member states and facilitates the integration of human rights into all OIC mandates. The
IPHRC also aids in the promotion of political, civil, and economic rights in all member states.[26]
LGBT rights
In March 2012, the United Nations Human Rights Council held its ﬁrst discussion of discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity,
following the 2011 passage of a resolution supporting LGBT rights proposed by the Republic of South Africa.[27] Pakistan's representative addressed the
session on behalf of the OIC, denouncing the discussion and questioning the concept of sexual orientation, which he said was being used to promote
"licentious behaviour ... against the fundamental teachings of various religions, including Islam". He stated that the council should not discuss the topic
again. Most Arab countries and some African ones later walked out of the session.[28][29][30]
Nonetheless, OIC members Albania, Gabon, Guinea-Bissau, and Sierra Leone have signed a UN Declaration supporting LGBT rights in the General
Assembly.[31][32]
In May 2016, 57 countries including Egypt, Iran, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates from the Organization of Islamic Cooperation requested
the removal of LGBT associations from 2016 High Level Meeting on Ending AIDS sparked protests by the United States, Canada, the European Union
and LGBT communities.[33][34]

Non-state terrorism
In 1999, OIC adopted the OIC Convention on Combatting International Terrorism.[35] Human Rights Watch has noted that the deﬁnition of terrorism in
article 1 describes "any act or threat of violence carried out with the aim of, among other things, imperiling people’s honour, occupying or seizing public
or private property, or threatening the stability, territorial integrity, political unity or sovereignty of a state." HRW views this as vague, ill-deﬁned and
including much that is outside the generally accepted understandings of the concept of terrorism. In HRW's view, it labels, or could easily be used to
label, as terrorist actions, acts of peaceful expression, association, and assembly.[36]
Legal scholar Ben Saul of University of Sydney argues that the deﬁnition is subjective and ambiguous and concludes that there is "serious danger of the
abusive use of terrorist prosecutions against political opponents" and others.[37]
Furthermore, HRW is concerned by OIC's apparent unwillingness to recognise as terrorism acts that serve causes endorsed by their member states.
Article 2 reads: "Peoples' struggle including armed struggle against foreign occupation, aggression, colonialism, and hegemony, aimed at liberation and
self-determination." HRW has suggested to OIC that they embrace "longstanding and universally recognised international human rights standards",[36] a
request that has as yet not led to any results.

Contradictions between OIC's and other UN members' understanding of terrorism has stymied efforts at the UN to produce a comprehensive convention
on international terrorism.[38]
During a meeting in Malaysia in April 2002, delegates discussed terrorism but failed to reach a deﬁnition of it. They rejected, however, any description
of the Palestinian ﬁght with Israel as terrorism. Their declaration was explicit: "We reject any attempt to link terrorism to the struggle of the Palestinian
people in the exercise of their inalienable right to establish their independent state with Al-Quds Al-Shrif (Jerusalem) as its capital." In fact, at the outset
of the meeting, the OIC countries signed a statement praising the Palestinians and their "blessed intifada." The word terrorism was restricted to describe
Israel, whom they condemned for "state terrorism" in their war with the Palestinian people.[39]
At the 34th Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers (ICFM), an OIC section, in May 2007, the foreign ministers termed Islamophobia "the worst form
of terrorism".[40]

Dispute with Thailand
Thailand has responded to OIC criticism of human rights abuses in the Muslim majority provinces of Pattani, Yala, and Narathiwat in the south of the
country. In a statement issued on 18 October 2005, secretary-general Ihsanoglu vocalised concern over the continuing conﬂict in the south that "claimed
the lives of innocent people and forced the migration of local people out of their places".[41] He also stressed that the Thai government's security
approach to the crisis would aggravate the situation and lead to continued violence.
On 18–19 April 2009, the exiled Patani leader Abu Yasir Fikri (see Patani United Liberation Organisation) was invited to the OIC to speak about the
conﬂict and present a solution to end the violence between the Thai government and the ethnically Malay Muslims living in the socioeconomically
neglected south, that has been struggling against Thai assimilation policy and for self governance since it became annexed by Thailand in 1902. Fikri
presented a six-point solution at the conference in Jiddah that included obtaining the same basic rights as other groups when it came to right of language,
religion, and culture. He also suggested that Thailand give up its discriminatory policies against the Patani people and allow Patani to at least be allowed
the same self-governing rights as other regions in Thailand already have, citing that this does not go against the Thai constitution since it has been done
in other parts of Thailand and that it is a matter of political will.[42] He also criticised the Thai government’s escalation of violence by arming and
creating Buddhist militia groups and questioned their intentions. He added Thai policies of not investigating corruption, murder, and human rights
violations perpetrated by Bangkok-led administration and military personnel against the Malay Muslim population was an obstacle for achieving peace
and healing the deep wounds of being treated as third-class citizens.[42][43]
Thailand responded to this criticism over its policies. The Thai foreign minister, Kantathi Suphamongkhon, said: "We have made it clear to the OIC
several times that the violence in the deep South is not caused by religious conﬂict and the government grants protection to all of our citizens no matter
what religion they embrace." The Foreign Ministry issued a statement dismissing the OIC’s criticism and accusing it of disseminating misperceptions
and misinformation about the situation in the southern provinces. "If the OIC secretariat really wants to promote the cause of peace and harmony in the
three southern provinces of Thailand, the responsibility falls on the OIC secretariat to strongly condemn the militants, who are perpetrating these acts of
violence against both Thai Muslims and Thai Buddhists."[41][44][45] HRW[46] and Amnesty International[43] have echoed the same concerns as OIC,
rebufﬁng Thailand's attempts to dismiss the issue.

Dispute with India
India has pushed against the OIC for referring to disputed areas of Kashmir as "occupied by India".[47] Although 13.4% of India's population is Muslim,
it has pushed for the OIC to make an exception to accept India as a member, arguing that about 11% (roughly 172 million) of the Muslims live in India.
Pakistan opposes India's entry into the OIC.[47][48][49]
The notion for Pakistan's refusal for India to enter the Organization of Islamic Cooperation is due to the human rights issues and problems faced by the
Kashmiri people in Indian-held Kashmir (IHK).[50] The Muslim world has always supported Pakistan rather than India, however the role of the OIC
concerning the Kashmir issue is that India has the largest Muslim minority and those people have shown desire to join the OIC. While the First Islamic
Summit did not have the issue of the Kashmir people, granting the 60 million Muslims living in India membership in the OIC was discussed. While
General Yayha Kahn of Pakistan did agree, he showed his extreme displeasure at the fact that at induction of Muslim representative Fakhruddin Ali
Ahmad, he took a seat, which caused major controversy. Meanwhile, there were Muslims killed in anti-Muslim riots in Ahmedabad. Pakistan rejected
this development and demanded the expulsion of India from the summit.[51]

Notable meetings
A number of OIC meetings have attracted global attention.

Ninth meeting of PUOICM
The ninth meeting of Parliamentary Union of the OIC member states (PUOICM) was held on 15 and 16 February 2007 in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.[52]
The speaker of Malaysia's House of Representatives, Ramli bin Ngah Talib, delivered a speech at the beginning of the inaugural ceremony. OIC
secretary-general Ekmeleddin Ihsanoglu said prior to the meeting that one main agenda item was stopping Israel from continuing its excavation at the
Western Wall near the Al-Aqsa Mosque, Islam's third holiest site.[53] The OIC also discussed how it might send peacekeeping troops to Muslim states, as
well as the possibility of a change in the name of the body and its charter.[53] Additionally, return of the sovereignty right to the Iraqi people along with
withdrawal of foreign troops from Iraq was another one of the main issues on the agenda.[54]
Pakistani Foreign Minister Khurshid Mahmud Kasuri told reporters on 14 February 2007 that the secretary general of OIC and foreign ministers of seven
"like-minded Muslim countries" would meet in Islamabad on 25 February 2007 following meetings of President Musharraf with heads of key Muslim
countries to discuss "a new initiative" for the resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conﬂict. Kasuri said this would be a meeting of foreign ministers of key
Muslim countries to discuss and prepare for a summit in Makkah Al Mukarramah to seek the resolution of the Arab-Israeli conﬂict.[55]

IPHRC Trip to Washington DC

In December 2012, the IPHRC met in Washington, DC for the ﬁrst time. The IPHRC held meetings at the National Press Club, Capitol Hill and Freedom
House discussing the issues of human rights defense in the OIC member states. During their roundtable discussion with Freedom House the IPHRC
emphasised the adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the rejection of the Cairo Declaration by the OIC.[56]

Observer Status dispute
The September 2014's high-level Summit of the OIC, in New York, ended without adopting any resolutions or conclusions, for the ﬁrst time in several
years in the modern history of the organization, due to a dispute regarding the status of one of its Observer states. Egypt, Iran and the United Arab
Emirates have demanded that the OIC remove the term ‘Turkish Cypriot State’ in reference to the unrecognized Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus
(TRNC), which has observer status within the organization. Egypt’s president Abdel Fattah el-Sisi insisted that any reference to the "Turkish Republic of
Northern Cyprus or Turkish Cypriot State" was unacceptable and was ultimately the reason for the OIC not adopting any resolutions or conclusions in
the 2014 summit.[57][58][59]

Structure and organisation
The OIC system consists of:

Islamic Summit
The largest meeting, attended by the kings and the heads of state and government of the member states, convenes every three years.The Islamic Summit
takes policy decisions and provide guidance on all issues pertaining to the realisation of the objectives as provided for in the Charter and consider other
issues of concern to the Member States and the Ummah.[60]

Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers
Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers meets once a year to examine a progress report on the implementation of its decisions taken within the
framework of the policy deﬁned by the Islamic Summit.

Secretary General
The Secretary General is elected by the Council of Foreign Ministers for a period of ﬁve years, renewable once. The Secretary-General is elected from
among nationals of the Member States in accordance with the principles of equitable geographical distribution, rotation and equal opportunity for all
Member States with due consideration to competence, integrity and experience.[61]

Permanent Secretariat

Secretaries-General of the Organisation of the Islamic Cooperation[63]
No.
Name
Country of origin Took ofﬁce Left ofﬁce
1

Tunku Abdul Rahman

Malaysia

1970

1974

2

Hassan Al-Touhami

Egypt

1974

1975

3

Amadou Karim Gaye

Senegal

1975

1979

4

Habib Chatty

Tunisia

1979

1984

5

Syed Sharifuddin Pirzada

Pakistan

1984

1988

6

Hamid Algabid

1988

1996

7

Azeddine Laraki

Morocco

1996

2000

8

Abdelouahed Belkeziz

Morocco

2000

2004

9

Ekmeleddin İhsanoğlu

Turkey

2004

2014

10 Iyad bin Amin Madani

Saudi Arabia 2014

2016

11 Youssef bin al-Ottaimeen

Saudi Arabia 2016

Incumbent

Niger

Islamic Summits
Number

Date

Country

1st

22–25 September 1969

Morocco

Rabat

2nd[64]

22–24 February 1974

Pakistan

Lahore

3rd[65]

25–29 January 1981

Saudi Arabia Mecca and Ta’if

4th

16–19 January 1984

Morocco

Casablanca

5th[66]

26–29 January 1987

Kuwait

Kuwait City

6th[67]

9–11 December 1991

Senegal

Dakar

7th

13–15 December 1994

Morocco

Casablanca

1st Extraordinary

23–24 March 1997

Pakistan

Islamabad

8th

9–11 December 1997

Iran

Tehran

9th

12–13 November 2000

Qatar

Doha

Qatar

Doha

2nd Extraordinary[68] 4–5 March 2003

Place

10th

16–17 October 2003

Malaysia

3rd Extraordinary

7–8 December 2005

Saudi Arabia Mecca

11th[69]

13–14 March 2008

Senegal

Putrajaya
Dakar

4th Extraordinary[70] 14–15 August 2012

Saudi Arabia Mecca

12th[71]

Egypt

Cairo

5th Extraordinary[72] 6–7 March 2016

Indonesia

Jakarta

13th[73]

Turkey

Istanbul

6–7 February 2013

14–15 April 2016

See also
Cairo Declaration on Human Rights in Islam
List of largest cities in Organisation of Islamic Cooperation member countries
List of Organisation of Islamic Cooperation member states by population
Developing 8 Countries
Pakistan-OIC relations
Islamic University of Technology
Flag of the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation
Islamic Reporting Initiative
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Charity
"Zakāt" (Arabic:  ز ةzakāh "alms") is giving a ﬁxed portion of accumulated wealth by those who can afford it to help the poor or needy and for those

employed to collect Zakat; also, for bringing hearts together, freeing captives, for those in debt (or bonded labour) and for the (stranded) traveller.[88][89]
It is considered a religious obligation (as opposed to voluntary charity) that the well-off owe to the needy because their wealth is seen as a "trust from
God's bounty". Conservative estimates of annual zakat is estimated to be 15 times global humanitarian aid contributions.[90] The amount of zakat to be
paid on capital assets (e.g. money) is 2.5% (1/40) per year,[91] for people who are not poor.
Sadaqah means optional charity which is practiced as religious duty and out of generosity.[92] Both the Quran and the hadith have put much emphasis on
spending money for the welfare of needy people,[93] and have urged the Muslims to give more as an act of optional charity.[94] The Quran says: Spend
something (in charity) out of the substance which We have bestowed on you, before Death should come to any of you (63:10 (http://www.usc.edu/org/c
mje/religious-texts/quran/verses/063-qmt.php#063.010)). One of the early teachings of Muhammad was that God expects men to be generous with their
wealth and not to be miserly (Quran 107 :1–7 (http://www.usc.edu/org/cmje/religious-texts/quran/verses/107-qmt.php#107.001)).[95] Accumulating
wealth without spending them to address the needs of the poor is generally prohibited and admonished.[96] Another kind of charity in Islam is waqf
which means perpetual religious endowment.

Fasting
Fasting (Arabic:  مṣawm) from food and drink, among other things, must be performed from dawn to dusk during the month of Ramadan. The fast is
to encourage a feeling of nearness to God, and during it Muslims should express their gratitude for and dependence on him, atone for their past sins, and
think of the needy. Sawm is not obligatory for several groups for whom it would constitute an undue burden. For others, ﬂexibility is allowed depending
on circumstances, but missed fasts usually must be made up quickly.[97]

Pilgrimage
The obligatory Islamic pilgrimage, called the ḥajj (Arabic: ), has to be performed during the Islamic month of Dhu al-Hijjah in the city of Mecca.
Every able-bodied Muslim who can afford it must make the pilgrimage to Mecca at least once in his or her lifetime. Rituals of the Hajj include: spending
a day and a night in the tents in the desert plain of Mina, then a day in the desert plain of Arafat praying and worshiping God, following the foot steps of
Abraham; then spending a night out in the open, sleeping on the desert sand in the desert plain of Muzdalifah; then moving to Jamarat, symbolically
stoning the Devil recounting Abraham's actions;[98][99][100] then going to Mecca and walking seven times around the Kaaba which Muslims believe was
built as a place of worship by Abraham; then walking seven times between Mount Safa and Mount Marwah recounting the steps of Abraham's wife,
while she was looking for water for her son Ismael in the desert before Mecca developed into a settlement.[101] Another form of pilgrimage, Umrah, can
be undertaken at any time of the year.

Recitation and memorization of the Quran

Janazah ("funeral prayer") over the bathed and enshrouded dead body, and burying it in a grave. Muslims are restricted in their diet. Prohibited foods
include pork products, blood, carrion, and alcohol. All meat must come from a herbivorous animal slaughtered in the name of God by a Muslim, Jew, or
Christian, with the exception of game that one has hunted or ﬁshed for oneself. Food permissible for Muslims is known as halal food.[112]

Social responsibilities
In a Muslim society, various social service activities are performed by the members of the community. As these activities are instructed by Islamic
canonical texts, a Muslim's religious life is seen incomplete if not attended by service to humanity.[113] In fact, In Islamic tradition, the idea of social
welfare has been presented as one of its principal values.[113] The 2:177 (http://www.usc.edu/org/cmje/religious-texts/quran/verses/002-qmt.php#002.17
7) verse of the Quran is often cited to encapsulate the Islamic idea of social welfare.[114] Similarly, duties to parents, neighbors, relatives, sick people, the
old, and the minority have been deﬁned in Islam. Respecting and obeying one's parents, and taking care of them especially in their old age have been
made a religious obligation.[105][115] A two-fold approach is generally prescribed with regard to the duties to the relatives: keeping rood relation with
them, and offering ﬁnancial help if necessary.[116] Severing ties with them has been admonished. Regardless of a neighbor's religious identity, Islam tells
the Muslims to treat their neighboring people in the best possible manners and not to cause any difﬁculty to them.[117][118] About the orphaned children,
the Quran forbids harsh and oppressive treatment to them while urging kindness and justice towards them. It also rebukes those who do not honor and
feed the orphaned children (Quran 89:17-18 (http://www.usc.edu/org/cmje/religious-texts/quran/verses/089-qmt.php#089.17-18)).

Moral behavior
The Quran and the sunnah of Muhammad prescribe a comprehensive body of moral guidelines for Muslims to be followed in their personal, social,
political, and religious life. Proper moral conduct, good deeds, righteousness, and good character come within the sphere of the moral guidelines.[119] In
Islam, the observance of moral virtues is always associated with religious signiﬁcance because it elevates the religious status of a believer[120] and is
often seen as a supererogatory act of worshipping.[121] One typical Islamic teaching on morality is that imposing a penalty on an offender in proportion
to their offense is permissible and just; but forgiving the offender is better. To go one step further by offering a favor to the offender is regarded the
highest excellence.[120] The Quran says: 'Repel (evil) with what is best' (41:34 (http://www.usc.edu/org/cmje/religious-texts/quran/verses/041-qmt.php#0
41.034)). Thus, a Muslim is expected to act only in good manners as bad manners and deeds earn vices.[122] The fundamental moral qualities in Islam
are justice, forgiveness, righteousness, kindness, honesty, and piety.[119] Other mostly insisted moral virtues include but not limited to charitable
activities, tolerance, fulﬁllment of promise, modesty and humility, decency in speech, trustworthiness, patience, truthfulness, anger management, and
sincerity of intention.
As a religion, Islam emphasizes the idea of having a good character as Muhammad said: 'The best among you are those who have the best manners and
character' (Sahih al-Bukhari, 8:73:56 (http://www.usc.edu/org/cmje/religious-texts/hadith/bukhari/073-sbt.php#008.073.056)). In Islam, justice is not
only a moral virtue but also an obligation to be fulﬁlled under all circumstances.[123] The Quran and the hadith describe God as being kind and merciful

Muslim tradition views Muhammad (c. 570 – June 8, 632) as the seal of the prophets.[155] During the last 22 years of his life, beginning at age 40 in 610
CE, according to the earliest surviving biographies, Muhammad reported revelations that he believed to be from God, conveyed to him through the
archangel Gabriel (Jibril). Muhammad's companions memorized and recorded the content of these revelations, known as the Quran.[156]
During this time, Muhammad in Mecca preached to the people, imploring them to abandon polytheism and to worship one God. Although some
converted to Islam, the leading Meccan authorities persecuted Muhammad and his followers. This resulted in the Migration to Abyssinia of some
Muslims (to the Aksumite Empire). Many early converts to Islam were the poor and former slaves like Bilal ibn Rabah al-Habashi. The Meccan élite felt
that Muhammad was destabilising their social order by preaching about one God and about racial equality, and that in the process he gave ideas to the
poor and to their slaves.[157][158][159][160]
After 12 years of the persecution of Muslims by the Meccans and the Meccan boycott of the Hashemites, Muhammad's relatives, Muhammad and the
Muslims performed the Hijra ("emigration") to the city of Medina (formerly known as Yathrib) in 622. There, with the Medinan converts (Ansar) and
the Meccan migrants (Muhajirun), Muhammad in Medina established his political and religious authority. A state was established in accordance with
Islamic economic jurisprudence. The Constitution of Medina was formulated, instituting a number of rights and responsibilities for the Muslim, Jewish,
Christian and pagan communities of Medina, bringing them within the fold of one community—the Ummah.[161][162]
The Constitution established:
the security of the community
religious freedoms
the role of Medina as a sacred place (barring all violence and weapons)
the security of women
stable tribal relations within Medina
a tax system for supporting the community in time of conﬂict
parameters for exogenous political alliances
a system for granting protection of individuals
a judicial system for resolving disputes where non-Muslims could also use their own laws and have their own judges.[163][164][165]
All the tribes signed the agreement to defend Medina from all external threats and to live in harmony amongst themselves. Within a few years, two
battles took place against the Meccan forces: ﬁrst, the Battle of Badr in 624 - a Muslim victory, and then a year later, when the Meccans returned to
Medina, the Battle of Uhud, which ended inconclusively.
The Arab tribes in the rest of Arabia then formed a confederation and during the Battle of the Trench (March–April 627) besieged Medina, intent on
ﬁnishing off Islam. In 628, the Treaty of Hudaybiyyah was signed between Mecca and the Muslims and was broken by Mecca two years later. After the
signing of the Treaty of Hudaybiyyah many more people converted to Islam. At the same time, Meccan trade routes were cut off as Muhammad brought
surrounding desert tribes under his control.[166] By 629 Muhammad was victorious in the nearly bloodless conquest of Mecca, and by the time of his
death in 632 (at the age of 62) he had united the tribes of Arabia into a single religious polity.[167]
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3. Registry Operator agrees to perform following specific public interest commitments, which
commitments shall be enforceable by ICANN and through the PICDRP. Registry Operator shall comply
with the PICDRP. Registry Operator agrees to implement and adhere to any remedies ICANN imposes
(which may include any reasonable remedy, including for the avoidance of doubt, the termination of the
Registry Agreement pursuant to Section 4.3(e) of the Registry Agreement) following a determination by
any PICDRP panel and to be bound by any such determination.
a.
Registry Operator does its outmost to ensure that WHOIS data is verified, authentic and
publicly accessible.

b.

Registry Operator does its most to limit second-level domain registrations to those of
Muslim faith, or those with a clear interest in serving the Muslim community and faith
beneficially.

c.

Registry Operator will not tolerate any illegitimate and non-legal activity such as
terrorism, online counterfeiting and piracy, radical content, content that criticizes Islam
and the Muslim faith. Immediate and severe action will be taken against registrants
promulgating either, and a black list will be created in an attempt to pre-empt any such
attempts. Registry operator will fully cooperate with any authorities that have jurisdiction
over it in this regards.

d.

While the Registry Operator cannot guaranty to prevent all illegitimate and non-legal
activities, but will do all possible or utmost to prevent these activities by implementing
protection measures for registrations to ensure an abuse free environment whilst
maintaining choice.

Annex 33

English (/translations)
Pусск ий (/ru)

( اﻟﻌرﺑﯾﺔ/ar)

Español (/es)

Français (/fr)

中文 (/zh)

Search ICANN.org

Log In (/users/sign in) Sign Up (/users/sign up)


(/)
GET STARTED (/GET STARTED)

RESOURCES (/RESOURCES)

Resources

 About ICANN (Internet
Corporation for
Assigned Names and
Numbers)
(/resources/pages/welcome
2012 02 25 en)
 Board
(/resources/pages/board
of directors 2014 03 19
en)


NEWS & MEDIA (/NEWS)

COMMUNITY (/COMMUNITY)

POLICY (/POLICY)

PUBLIC COMMENT (/PUBLIC COMMENTS)

IANA STEWARDSHIP
& ACCOUNTABILITY (/STEWARDSHIP ACCOUNTABILITY)

Approved Board Resolu ons | Regular Mee ng of the ICANN
(Internet Corpora on for Assigned Names and Numbers) Board
This page is available in:
English | ( اﻟﻌرﺑﯾﺔhttp://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-2016-03-10-ar) |
Español (http://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-2016-03-10-es) |
Français (http://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-2016-03-10-fr) |
Pусский (http://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-2016-03-10-ru) |
(http://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-2016-03-10-zh)

中文

10 Mar 2016
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a. Approval of Board Meeting Minutes
b. Appointment of F-Root Server Operator Representative to the RSSAC (Root
Server System Advisory Committee)
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.02

c. Appointment of Independent Auditors
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.03
d. Investment Policy Update
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.04
e. Next Steps for the Internationalized Registration Data (WHOIS (WHOIS
(pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))) Final Report
Rationale for Resolutions 2016.03.10.05 – 2016.03.10.07
f. Board Member Mentorship Program
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.08
g. USG IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition –
Additional FY16 Expenses and Funding
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.09
h. Thank You to Local Host of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) 55 Meeting
i. Thank You to Sponsors of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) 55 Meeting
j. Thank You to Interpreters, Staff, Event and Hotel Teams of ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) 55 Meeting



Identiﬁer Systems
Security, Stability
(Security, Stability and
Resiliency) and
Resiliency (IS SSR)
(/resources/pages/is ssr
2014 11 24 en)

2. Main Agenda:
a. Consideration of .ECO and .HOTEL IRP Declaration
Rationale for Resolutions 2016.03.10.10 – 2016.03.10.11
b. IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal
from ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.12 – 2016.03.10.15

 ccTLDs
(/resources/pages/cctlds
21 2012 02 25 en)

c. Proposal from CCWG on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) Accountability
Rationale for Resolution 2016.03.10.16 – 2016.03.10.19

 Internationalized
Domain Names
(/resources/pages/idn
2012 02 25 en)
 Universal Acceptance
Initiative
(/resources/pages/universal
acceptance 2012 02
25 en)

d. Thank You to Staff

1.

Consent Agenda:
a.

Resolved (2016.03.10.01), the Board approves the minutes of the 3 February 2016
Regular Meeting of the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Board.

 Policy
(/resources/pages/policy
01 2012 02 25 en)
 Public Comment
(/public comments)
Root Zone (Root Zone)
KSK Rollover
(/resources/pages/ksk
rollover 2016 05 06 en)

Approval of Board Mee ng Minutes

b.

Appointment of F‐Root Server Operator Representa ve to the
RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Commi ee)
Whereas, the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Bylaws
call for the establishment of a Root Server System Advisory Committee (Advisory
Committee) (RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee)) with the role to advise

 Technical Functions
(/resources/pages/technical
functions 2015 10 15
en)
 Contact
(/resources/pages/contact
2012 02 06 en)
 Help
(/resources/pages/help
2012 02 03 en)

the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) community and
Board on matters relating to the operation, administration, security, and integrity of the
Root Server System of the Internet.

Whereas, the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Bylaws
call for appointment by the Board of Directors of RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory
Committee) members based on recommendations from the RSSAC (Root Server
System Advisory Committee) Co Chairs.
Whereas, the RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee) Co Chairs
recommended for consideration by the Board of Directors the appointment of a
representative from the F root server operator to the RSSAC (Root Server System
Advisory Committee).
Resolved (2016.03.10.02), the Board of Directors appoints to the RSSAC (Root Server
System Advisory Committee) the representative from F root server F root server
operator, Brian Reid, through 31 December 2018.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.02
In May 2013, the root server operators (RSO) agreed to an initial membership of RSO
representatives for RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee), and each RSO
nominated an individual. The Board of Directors approved the initial membership of
RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee) in July 2013 with staggered terms.
Jim Martin, the F root server operator representative, served an initial two year term,
which expired on 31 December 2015. On 2 December 2015, the Board of Directors re
appointed him to a full, three year term expiring on 31 December 2018.

The F root server operator, Internet Systems Consortium, has requested to change its
representative from Jim Martin to Brian Reid for the remainder of the term.
The appointment of this RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee) member is
not anticipated to have any ﬁscal impact on ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers), though there are budgeted resources necessary for ongoing
support of the RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee).

This resolution is an organizational administrative function for which no public comment
is required. The appointment of RSSAC (Root Server System Advisory Committee)
members contributes to the commitment of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) to strengthening the security, stability, and resiliency of the DNS
(Domain Name System).
c.

Appointment of Independent Auditors
Whereas, Article XVI of the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Bylaws (http://www.icann.org/general/bylaws.htm (/general/bylaws.htm))
requires that after the end of the ﬁscal year, the books of ICANN (Internet Corporation
for Assigned Names and Numbers) must be audited by certiﬁed public accountants,
which shall be appointed by the Board.
Whereas, the Board Audit Committee has discussed the engagement of the
independent auditor for the ﬁscal year ending 30 June 2016, and has recommended
that the Board authorize the President and CEO, or his designee(s), to take all steps
necessary to engage BDO LLP and BDO member ﬁrms.
Resolved (2016.03.10.03), the Board authorizes the President and CEO, or his
designee(s), to take all steps necessary to engage BDO LLP and BDO member ﬁrms
as the auditors for the ﬁnancial statements for the ﬁscal year ending 30 June 2016.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.03
The audit ﬁrm BDO LLP and BDO member ﬁrms were engaged for the annual
independent audits of the ﬁscal year ending 30 June 2014 and the ﬁscal year ending
30 June 2015. Based on the report from staff and the Audit Committee's evaluation of
the work performed, the committee has unanimously recommended that the Board
authorize the President and CEO, or his designee(s), to take all steps necessary to
engage BDO LLP and BDO member ﬁrms as ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s annual independent auditor for the ﬁscal year ended 30 June
2016 for any annual independent audit requirements in any jurisdiction.

The engagement of an independent auditor is in fulﬁllment of ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s obligations to undertake an audit of
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s ﬁnancial statements.
This furthers ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s
accountability to its Bylaws and processes, and the results of the independent auditors
work will be publicly available. There is a ﬁscal impact to the engagement that has
already been budgeted. There is no impact on the security or the stability of the DNS
(Domain Name System) as a result of this appointment.
This is an Organizational Administrative Function not requiring public comment.
d.

Investment Policy Update
Whereas, the Board Finance Committee requested that an outside expert review the
Investment Policy to ensure it is appropriate for ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers).
Whereas, the outside expert completed a review of the ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) Investment Policy and concluded that overall the

Investment Policy continues to support well the conservative philosophy of ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s investment strategy.

Whereas, the outside expert recommends that a few modiﬁcations be made to the
Investment Policy to enhance and clarify some provisions, but do not change the overall
investment strategy.
Resolved (2016.03.10.04), the Board endorses and adopts the ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Investment Policy as revised.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.04
In furtherance of its due diligence in regards to ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Investment Policy ("Policy"), the Board Finance
Committee (BFC) requested staff to engage an investment consulting ﬁrm to review the
Policy. For this purpose, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) used the services of Bridgebay Investment Consultant Services
("Bridgebay"), which had also performed the previous review of the Policy in 2011 and
2014. As a result of its review process, Bridgebay recommended a few modiﬁcations to
the Policy, intended to: (i) clarify the description of the Policy's risk proﬁle; (ii) add low
risk allowable assets (money market funds); and (iii) clarify the ﬂexible approach, for
rebalancing the assets in accordance with the strategic allocation, and extended the
range of allowable investment to enable the manager to increase ﬁxed income for
defensive purposes. Bridgebay also made additional suggested revisions to language,
including items such as: clariﬁcation of required securities grades and update of the
accounting standard name for fair value measurements. Bridgebay presented
comments, analysis and the suggested changes to the Policy to the BFC during its
meeting of 2 February 2016. These limited Policy modiﬁcations will enable the
investment manager to optimize its asset allocation strategy for ICANN (Internet

Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Reserve Fund in a conservative, risk
controlled manner.
Adopting the suggested modiﬁcations is expected to be in the best interest of ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) and the ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) community in that it is meant to
enhance and clarify certain aspects of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s investment strategy. This action is not expected to have any
ﬁscal impact, or any impact on the security, stability and resiliency of the domain name
system.
This is an Organizational Administrative Function that does not require public comment.
e.

Next Steps for the Interna onalized Registra on Data (WHOIS
(WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))) Final Report
Whereas, in 2012, the Board adopted (/en/groups/board/documents/resolutions08nov12-en.htm#1.a) an Action Plan (/en/groups/board/documents/brieﬁng-materials-108nov12-en.pdf) [PDF, 265 KB] to address the recommendations of the ﬁrst WHOIS
(WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) Review Team, calling for ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to (i) continue to fully enforce
existing consensus policy and contractual conditions relating to WHOIS (WHOIS
(pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)), and (ii) create an expert working group to
determine the fundamental purpose and objectives of collecting, maintaining and
providing access to gTLD (generic Top Level Domain) registration data, to serve as a
foundation for a Board initiated GNSO (Generic Names Supporting Organization) policy
development process (PDP (Policy Development Process)).
Whereas, the WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) Policy Review
Team, in the WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) RT Final Report

(/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/ﬁnal-report-11may12-en.pdf), [PDF, 1.44 MB] highlighted the need
to deﬁne requirements and develop data models with the following recommendations:
"ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) should task a
working group , to determine appropriate internationalized domain name
registration data requirements and evaluate available solutions; at a minimum, the
data requirements should apply to all new gTLDs, and the working group should
consider ways to encourage consistency of approach across the gTLD (generic
Top Level Domain) and (on a voluntary basis) ccTLD (Country Code Top Level
Domain) space "

And
"The ﬁnal data model, including (any) requirements for the translation or
transliteration of the registration data, should be incorporated in the relevant
Registrar and Registry agreements "
Whereas, to address these WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))
Review Team recommendations, the Action Plan (/en/groups/board/documents/brieﬁngmaterials-1-08nov12-en.pdf) [PDF, 265 KB] called for a series of activities aimed at
developing policies and a technical data model and framework for internationalizing
WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)), including,
i. Convening of an expert working group (known as the IRD Working Group) to
determine the requirements for the submission and display of internationalized
registration data.
ii. A GNSO (Generic Names Supporting Organization) Policy Development Process
(PDP (Policy Development Process)) to determine whether translation or

transliteration of contact information is needed.
Whereas, in September 2015, the Board approved (/resources/boardmaterial/resolutions-2015-09-28-en#1.b) a new consensus policy developed by the
GNSO (Generic Names Supporting Organization) related to the translation and
transliteration of WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) contact data,
for which the implementation planning is currently underway.

Whereas the IRD Working Group produced the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf), [PDF,
268 KB] that includes the Data Model requested by the Board, and principles and
requirements for internationalizing registration data (such as WHOIS (WHOIS
(pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))).
Resolved (2016.03.10.05), the Board hereby receives the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf) [PDF,
268 KB] and thanks the IRD Working Group for the signiﬁcant effort and work exerted
that produced the proposed data model for internationalizing registration data as
reﬂected in the IRD Final Report.
Resolved (2016.03.10.06), the Board requests that the GNSO (Generic Names
Supporting Organization) Council review the broader policy implications of the IRD
Final Report (https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15en.pdf) [PDF, 268 KB] as they relate to other GNSO (Generic Names Supporting
Organization) policy development work on WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not
an acronym)) issues, and, at a minimum, forward the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf) [PDF,
268 KB] as an input to the GNSO (Generic Names Supporting Organization) PDP
(Policy Development Process) on the Next Generation Registration Directory Services to

Replace WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) that is currently
underway.

Resolved (2016.03.10.07), the President and CEO, or his designee(s), is directed to
work with the implementation review team for the new consensus policy on translation
and transliteration to consider the IRD Working Group's data model and requirements
and incorporate them, where appropriate, to the extent that the IRD's recommendations
are consistent with, and facilitate the implementation of the new consensus policy on
translation and transliteration.

Ra onale for Resolu ons 2016.03.10.05 – 2016.03.10.07
Why is the Board addressing the issue?
This resolution continues the Board's attention to the implementation of the Action Plan
(/en/groups/board/documents/brieﬁng-materials-1-08nov12-en.pdf) [PDF, 265 KB]
adopted by the Board in response to the WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an
acronym)) Review Team's recommendations (/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/ﬁnal-report-11may12en.pdf). [PDF, 1.44 MB]This resolution arises out of a series of efforts identiﬁed in the
Action Plan commenced at the Board's request with the aim of internationalizing WHOIS
(WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) contact data. It also facilitates the
implementation of the recently adopted and related consensus policy on translation and
transliteration of WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) data approved
(/resources/board-material/resolutions-2015-09-28-en#1.b) by the Board on 28
September 2015.
What is the proposal being considered?
Under the Afﬁrmation of Commitments (AoC), ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) is committed to enforcing its existing policy relating to WHOIS

(WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) (subject to applicable laws), which
"requires that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
implement measures to maintain timely, unrestricted and public access to accurate and
complete WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) information ." The
AoC obligates ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to
organize no less frequently than every three years a community review of WHOIS
(WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) policy and its implementation to
assess the extent to which WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))
policy is effective and its implementation meets the legitimate needs of law enforcement
and promotes consumer trust. Under this timeline, the second WHOIS (WHOIS
(pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) Review Team is to be convened in late 2016.
In 2012, the ﬁrst WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) Review Team
recommended in its Final Report (/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/ﬁnal-report-11may12-en.pdf)
[PDF, 1.44 MB] that the Board take measures to improve WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced
"who is"; not an acronym)). Its ﬁndings state: "work needs to proceed with priority in
coordination with other relevant work beyond ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s ambit, to make internationalized domain name registration data
accessible." In response, the Board adopted a two prong approach that simultaneously
directed ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to (1)
implement improvements to the current WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an
acronym)) system based on the Action Plan (/en/groups/board/documents/brieﬁngmaterials-1-08nov12-en.pdf) [PDF, 265 KB] that was based on the recommendations of
the WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) Review Team, and (2)
launch a new effort, achieved through the creation of the Expert Working Group, to
focus on the purpose and provision of gTLD (generic Top Level Domain) directory
services, to serve as PDP (Policy Development Process) on the Next Generation
Registration Directory Services to Replace WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not
an acronym)) commenced in January 2016 with a call for volunteers
(/news/announcement-2016-01-04-en).

The effect of the Board's action today, i.e. forwarding the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf) [PDF,
268 KB] to the GNSO (Generic Names Supporting Organization) for appropriate follow
up policy work, is aimed at internationalizing WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not
an acronym)) contact data, as part of the Action Plan
(/en/groups/board/documents/brieﬁng-materials-1-08nov12-en.pdf), [PDF, 265 KB] in
order to improve WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) and enable
non US ASCII script to be included in WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an
acronym)) records. At a minimum, the PDP (Policy Development Process) on the Next
Generation Registration Directory Services to Replace WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced
"who is"; not an acronym)) should take into account the IRD Final Report
recommendations.

Today's action also instructs the President and CEO to consider the IRD's technical
data model & non policy related requirements, as appropriate, as part of the
implementation of the new consensus policy on translation and transliteration of
registration data, to the extent that its ﬁndings are consistent with the new consensus
policy, and facilitate its implementation.
What factors did the Board ﬁnd to be signiﬁcant?
Internationalization of the Internet's identiﬁers is a key ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) priority. Much of the currently accessible domain name
registration data (DNRD) (previously referred to as WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who
is"; not an acronym)) data) is encoded in free form US ASCII script. This legacy
condition is convenient for WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym))
service users who are sufﬁciently familiar with languages that can be submitted and
displayed in US ASCII to be able to use US ASCII script to submit registration data,
make and receive queries using that script. However, this data is less useful to the
WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) service users who are only

familiar with languages that require script support other than US ASCII for correct
submission or display.
The data model recommended by in the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf) [PDF,
268 KB] creates a standard framework for submitting and displaying internalized
registration data and facilitates the implementation of the new consensus policy on
translation and transliteration of contact data.
What signiﬁcant materials did the Board review?
The Board reviewed the IRD Final Report
(https://whois.icann.org/sites/default/ﬁles/ﬁles/ird-expert-wg-ﬁnal-23sep15-en.pdf) [PDF,
268 KB] and other brieﬁng materials submitted by staff.
Are there ﬁscal impacts or ramiﬁcations on ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) (strategic plan, operating plan, or budget)?

The work to improve and internationalize WHOIS (WHOIS (pronounced "who is"; not an
acronym)) is not expected to require additional resources beyond those included in the
Board approved FY16 Operating Plan and Budget, and the FY17 Operating Plan and
Budget, when adopted.
Are there any security, stability or resiliency issues relating to the DNS (Domain
Name System)?
This action is not expected to have an immediate impact on the security, stability or
resiliency of the DNS (Domain Name System), though the outcomes of this work may
result in positive impacts, since improvements in the accessibility of WHOIS (WHOIS
(pronounced "who is"; not an acronym)) in multiple scripts and dialogues may enable

the resolution of technical issues affecting the security, stability or resiliency of the DNS
(Domain Name System).

Is public comment required prior to Board action?
As this is a continuation of prior Board actions, this is an Organizational Administrative
Action, for which public comment is not necessary prior to adoption.
f.

Board Member Mentorship Program
Whereas, on 3 February 2016, the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) Board approved the initial set of key performance indicators (KPIs) to
measure the Board Performance and Improvement efforts as per the recommendations
of the Final Report of the Second Accountability and Transparency Review Team
(ATRT2) published on 31 December 2013.
Whereas, the initial set of KPIs encompasses, among other things, the measurement of
the effectiveness and success of a New Board Mentorship Program.
Whereas, the Board is engaged in an ongoing process to develop comprehensive and
holistic practices to enhance its performance and measure its effectiveness and
improvement efforts over time.
Whereas, the Board recognizes the importance of establishing programs aiming at
guiding and supporting the Board members' on boarding and development processes
to improve the Board members' individual skills set and the Board's collegial
performance.
Whereas the Board Mentorship Program will ease new Board members into the culture
of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers), as well as into the

speciﬁcs of their roles.
Whereas the Board Governance Committee (BGC) has recommended that the Board
adopt the New Board Mentorship Program as a voluntary basis program.
Resolved (2016.03.10.08), the Board adopts the New Board Mentorship Program set
forth in Attachment A to the Reference Materials to this Board Paper, and agrees with
the BGC that the Board Mentorship Program should be assessed, evaluated and
reviewed to adapt to the need of the Board to consistently improve its performance over
time.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.08
The implementation of recommendations (/en/about/aoc-review/atrt/ﬁnalrecommendations-31dec13-en.pdf) [PDF, 3.46 MB] from the Second Accountability and
Transparency Review Team (ATRT2) began in June 2014, shortly after the Board
accepted the recommendations.
Since then, the Board Governance Committee, as per Section I.A of the its charter (see
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/charter-06-2012-02-25-en
(/resources/pages/charter-06-2012-02-25-en)) has been tasked to review
comprehensively the Board's performance and to develop relevant and substantive
programs and practices to support the individual and the collegial improvement efforts
and to measure their effectiveness over time.
Mentoring programs are globally recognized as useful practices to enhance
productivity and performance and to facilitate the settlement of new recruits into the
Organization. Additionally, the mentorship enables experienced, highly competent
people to pass their expertise on to others who need to acquire speciﬁed skills, in

particular, mentoring encourages the development of leadership competencies that are
highly desirable at Board level.
Adopting this new Board Mentorship Program will have no direct ﬁscal impact on
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) or the community, and
will not have an impact of the security, stability and resiliency of the domain name
system.
This is an Organization Administrative Function that does not require public comment.
g.

USG IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship
Transi on – Addi onal FY16 Expenses and Funding
Whereas, the Board has approved an expense budget envelopes to support the IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Project ("Project") during
FY15 and FY16, and all approved budget envelopes will have been used after the
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Meeting 55 in
Marrakech.
Whereas, a Project Cost Support Team is being implemented to produce Project
expense estimates for the remainder of FY16 and for FY17 for the Project.
Whereas, it is projected that further Project expenses of up to approximately US$1.5
million will be incurred while the Project Cost Support Team is producing cost estimates.
Whereas, the Board Finance Committee met on 3 March 2016 and has approved to
recommend to the Board to approve an additional Project expense budget envelope of
up US1.5 million to cover Project expenses while the Project Cost Support Team is
working to produce estimates.

Resolved (2016.03.10.09), the Board approves a budget envelope of up to US$1.5
million, as an interim measure, to cover the costs of the Project to be incurred until the
ﬁrst estimate is produced, to be funded through a fund release from the Reserve Fund.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.09
The IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition is a major
initiative to which the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Community as a whole is dedicating a signiﬁcant amount of time and resources. ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s support for the community's
work towards a successful completion of the Project (including both the USG IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship transition proposal development
and the Cross Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation
for Assigned Names and Numbers) Accountability's work) is critical for ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers).

Considering its exceptional nature and the signiﬁcant amount of costs anticipated to be
incurred, the funding of this Project could not be provided through the Operating Fund.
Accordingly, when the Board approved the FY15 and FY16 Operating Plans and
Budgets, it included the anticipated funding of the transition initiative costs through a
corresponding withdrawal from the Reserve Fund.
The Board previously approved the FY16 Operating Plan and Budget, which included
an estimated budget envelope of US$7 million for the USG IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition ("The Project") to be funded by the Reserve
Fund. As the Project used this entire budget envelope by the end of November 2015,
the Board approved additional funding of US$4.5 million on 2 February 2016 to allow
the project to be funded through the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) Meeting 55 in Marrakech.

The Board reiterates its 25 June 2015 statement that the Board is "committed to
supporting the community in obtaining the advice it needs in developing
recommendations in support of the transition process, and also notes the importance of
making sure that the funds entrusted to ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) by the community are used in responsible and efﬁcient ways.
Assuring the continuation of cost control measures over the future work of the
independent counsel is encouraged." (See https://www.icann.org/resources/boardmaterial/resolutions-2015-06-25-en#2.c (/resources/board-material/resolutions-2015-0625-en#2.c).).

As the community work relative to the accountability track of the Project is expected to
continue, further expenses are expected through the remainder of FY16 and during
FY17. The implementation planning for other parts of the Project will also continue.
Separately, in order to improve visibility on and control of the expenses for this type of
project in partnership with the community, a Project Costs Support Team is being
formed to produce costs estimates for future work.
The Board Finance Committee has determined that an additional budget envelope of
approximately US$1.5 million needs to be approved by Board to allow ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to incur further Project expenses for a
short period of time after the end of the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) 55 Meeting. This will give the necessary time to the project cost
support team to produce estimates. These estimates will then be used by the Board to
consider and approve a budget envelope for a longer period of time forward.
As this initiative's expenses and funding are approved by the Board, the ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Board is now approving as an
additional interim measure a budget envelope of up to US$1.5 million to be funded
through a release from the Reserve Fund to cover the estimated costs to be incurred
after the end of the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) 55

meeting until such time a cost estimate will be ready. The Board will be asked to
approve an additional expense budget envelope for the remainder of FY16, on the
basis of the estimated future expenses produced by the Project Cost Support Team.
This action will not have a direct impact on the security, stability and resiliency of the
domain name system.
This is an Organizational Administrative Function that does not require public comment.
h.

Thank You to Local Host of ICANN (Internet Corpora on for
Assigned Names and Numbers) 55 Mee ng
The Board wishes to extend its thanks to the local host organizer, ANRT, for its support.

i.

Thank You to Sponsors of ICANN (Internet Corpora on for Assigned
Names and Numbers) 55 Mee ng
The Board wishes to thank the following sponsors: Verisign, Inc., Nominet UK, NCC
Group, PDR Solutions FZC, China Internet Network Information Center (CNNIC), Public
Interest Registry, CentralNic, Aﬁlias plc, Radix FZC, Rightside, dotistanbul, fmai, .MA
and Ofﬁce National Des Aeroports.

j.

Thank You to Interpreters, Staﬀ, Event and Hotel Teams of ICANN
(Internet Corpora on for Assigned Names and Numbers) 55
Mee ng
The Board expresses its deepest appreciation to the scribes, interpreters, audiovisual
team, technical teams, and the entire ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) staff for their efforts in facilitating the smooth operation of the meeting.

The Board would also like to thank the management and staff of the Palmeraie
Conference Center and Hotels for providing a wonderful facility to hold this event.
Special thanks are extended to Patrick Lebufno, Director General Delegue, Palmeraie
Conference Center and Hotels; Boubker Bernoussi, Director of Convention Services for
Palmeraie Conference Center and Hotels; Loubna El Mekkaoui, Sales Manager for
Palmeraie Conference Center and Hotels; Mohamed Aziz, Director, Food and Beverage;
Hassan Agouzoul, Executive Chef; Hafsa Aitouhan, Event Manager; and Jamal Driﬁ,
Banquet Director.
2.

Main Agenda:
a.

Considera on of .ECO and .HOTEL IRP Declara on
Whereas, on 12 February 2016, an Independent Review Process (IRP) Panel (Panel)
issued its Final Declaration in the IRPs relating to .HOTEL and .ECO.
Whereas, the Panel declared ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) to be the prevailing party in both IRPs, and, among other things, declared
that the Board's actions or inactions did not in any way violate ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Articles of Incorporation or Bylaws.
(See Final Declaration, ¶¶ 151 156, https://www.icann.org/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/irpdespegar-online-et-al-ﬁnal-declaration-12feb16-en.pdf (/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/irpdespegar-online-et-al-ﬁnal-declaration-12feb16-en.pdf).) [PDF, 2.16 MB]

Whereas, while the Panel declared ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) to be the prevailing party in both the .HOTEL and .ECO IRPs, the Panel
also suggested that: (1) the Board consider additional measures be added in the future
to increase the consistency and predictability of the CPE process and third party
provider evaluations; (2) the Board encourage ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) staff to be as speciﬁc and detailed as possible in

responding to requests made pursuant to ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s Documentary Information Disclosure Policy (DIDP); (3) the
Board afﬁrm, when appropriate, that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers)'s activities are conducted through open and transparent processes in
conformance with Article IV of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers)'s Articles of Incorporation; and (4) the Board respond to a letter from the
.HOTEL Claimants regarding the portal conﬁguration issue as soon as feasible.

Whereas, in accordance with Article IV, section 3.21 of ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Bylaws, the Board has considered the Panel's Final
Declaration.
Resolved (2016.03.10.10), the Board accepts the following ﬁndings of the Panel's Final
Declaration: (1) ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) is the
prevailing party in the Despegar Online SRL, Donuts Inc., Famous Four Media Limited,
Fegistry LLC, and Radix FZC v. ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) IRP; (2) ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) is
the prevailing party in the Little Birch, LLC and Minds Machines Group Limited v.
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) IRP; (3) the IRP
Panel's analysis is limited to declaring whether the Board has acted consistently with
the provisions of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s
Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws; (4) the Board (including the Board Governance
Committee) acted consistently with the Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws; (5) the
parties shall each bear their own expenses including legal fees; and (6) the IRP costs
shall be divided between the parties in a 50% (claimants) / 50% (ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)) proportion.
Resolved (2016.03.10.11), the Board notes the Panel's suggestions, and: (1) directs the
President and CEO, or his designee(s), to ensure that the New gTLD (generic Top Level
Domain) Program Reviews take into consideration the issues raised by the Panel as

they relate to the consistency and predictability of the CPE process and third party
provider evaluations; (2) encourages ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) staff to be as speciﬁc and detailed as possible in responding to DIDP
requests, particularly when not disclosing requested documents; (3) afﬁrms that, as
appropriate, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) will
continue to ensure that its activities are conducted through open and transparent
processes in conformance with Article IV of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s Articles of Incorporation; and (4) directs the President and
CEO, or his designee(s), to complete the investigation of the issues alleged by the
.HOTEL Claimants regarding the portal conﬁguration as soon as feasible and to provide
a report to the Board for consideration following the completion of that investigation.

Ra onale for Resolu ons 2016.03.10.10 – 2016.03.10.11
Despegar Online SRL, Donuts Inc., Famous Four Media Limited, Fegistry LLC, and
Radix FZC (collectively, ".HOTEL Claimants") ﬁled a request for an Independent Review
Process (IRP) challenging the Community Priority Evaluation (CPE) Panel Report ﬁnding
that the one community application for .HOTEL prevailed in CPE (the ".HOTEL IRP").
Speciﬁcally, the .HOTEL Claimants ﬁled Reconsideration Request 14 34 seeking
reconsideration of the CPE Panel Report, and Reconsideration Request 14 39 seeking
reconsideration of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
staff's determination, pursuant to the Documentary Information Disclosure Policy
(DIDP), that certain documents related to the CPE Panel Report were not appropriate
for disclosure under the DIDP Deﬁned Conditions for Nondisclosure. The Board
Governance Committee (BGC) denied Reconsideration Requests 14 34 and 14 39,
ﬁnding that the .HOTEL Claimants had not stated proper grounds for reconsideration.
The .HOTEL IRP challenged the denial of Reconsideration Requests 14 34 and 14 39,
and argued that the Board should have take further action with respect to the CPE
Panel Report.

Little Birch LLC and Minds Machines Group Limited (collectively, ".ECO Claimants")
ﬁled an IRP Request challenging the CPE Panel Report ﬁnding that the one community
application for .ECO prevailed in CPE (the ".ECO IRP"). Speciﬁcally, the .ECO Claimants
ﬁled Reconsideration Request 14 46, seeking reconsideration of the CPE Panel Report.
The BGC denied Reconsideration Request 14 46, ﬁnding that the .ECO Claimants had
not stated proper grounds for reconsideration. The .ECO IRP challenged the denial of
Reconsideration Request 14 46, and alleged that ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) "has failed to act with due diligence and failed to
exercise independent judgment" in "adopting" the CPE Panel Report, and requested
that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) be "required to
overturn the CPE in relation to .eco and allow the .ECO Claimants' applications to
proceed on their own merits."

On 12 May 2015, the .HOTEL and the .ECO IRPs were consolidated under a single IRP
Panel (Panel). The Panel held a telephonic hearing on 7 December 2015. On 12
February 2016, the three member Panel issued its Final Declaration. After consideration
and discussion, pursuant to Article IV, Section 3.21 of the ICANN (Internet Corporation
for Assigned Names and Numbers) Bylaws, the Board adopts the ﬁndings of the Panel,
which are summarized below, and can be found in full at
https://www.icann.org/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/irp-despegar-online-et-al-ﬁnal-declaration12feb16-en.pdf (/en/system/ﬁles/ﬁles/irp-despegar-online-et-al-ﬁnal-declaration-12feb16en.pdf). [PDF, 2.16 MB]
The Panel found that the "analysis, which the Panel is charged with carrying out in this
IRP, is one of comparing the actions of the Board with the Articles of Incorporation and
Bylaws, and declaring whether the Board has acted consistently with the provisions of
those Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws." (Final Declaration at ¶ 58.)
Using the applicable standard of review, the Panel found that: (1) ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) is the prevailing party in the Despegar

Online SRL, Donuts Inc., Famous Four Media Limited, Fegistry LLC, and Radix FZC v.
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) IRP; (2) ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) is the prevailing party in the
Little Birch, LLC and Minds + Machines Group Limited v. ICANN (Internet Corporation
for Assigned Names and Numbers) IRP; (3) the Board (including the Board Governance
Committee) acted consistently with the Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws; (4) the
parties shall each bear their own expenses including legal fees; and (5) the IRP costs
shall be divided between the parties in a 50% (claimants) / 50% (ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)) proportion. (See Final Declaration at
¶¶ 151, 154 156, 160.)

More speciﬁcally, the Panel found that the .HOTEL IRP "was always going to fail given
the clear and thorough reasoning adopted by the BGC in its denial" of Reconsideration
Requests 14 34 and 14 39. (Final Declaration at ¶ 155.) And, "[a]s for the .eco IRP, it is
clear that the Reconsideration Request [14 46] was misconceived and was little more
than an attempt to appeal the CPE decision. Again, therefore, the .eco IRP was always
going to fail." (Final Declaration at ¶ 156.)
It should be noted that, while ruling in ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers)'s favor and denying both IRPs, the Panel did make some observations
and suggestions for the Board's consideration. In particular, while recognizing that the
New gTLD (generic Top Level Domain) Program is near its end "and there is little or
nothing that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) can do
now," the Panel suggested that a system be put in place to ensure that CPE evaluations
are conducted "on a consistent and predictable basis by different individual evaluators,"
and to ensure that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s
core values "ﬂow through to entities such as the EIU." (Id. at ¶¶ 147, 150.) The Panel
also noted that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) staff
could have better explained its determination that certain requested documents were
subject to the Deﬁned Conditions for Nondisclosure in the Documentary Information

Disclosure Policy (DIDP). (Id. at ¶ 110.) The Panel also suggested that "to the extent
possible, and compatible with the circumstances and the objects to be achieved by
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)" in taking a particular
decision (Id. at ¶ 145), the Board afﬁrm that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) carries out its activities "through open and transparent
processes" pursuant to Article IV of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers)'s Articles of Incorporation. In addition, the Panel encouraged ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to respond to a letter from the
.HOTEL Claimants regarding the portal conﬁguration issue as soon as feasible. (Id. at ¶
134.)

The Board acknowledges the foregoing suggestions by the Panel. The Board has
considered the suggestions and notes that it will ensure that the New gTLD (generic
Top Level Domain) Program Reviews take into consideration the issues raised by the
Panel as they relate to the consistency and predictability of the CPE process and third
party provider evaluations. The Board also afﬁrms that ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers), as appropriate, will continue to ensure that its
activities are conducted through open and transparent processes in conformance with
Article IV of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Articles
of Incorporation. The Board also encourages ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) staff to be as speciﬁc and detailed as possible in responding to
DIDP requests, particularly when determining that requested documents will not be
disclosed. In this regard, the Board notes that the Cross Community Working Group
(CCWG) on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Accountability has identiﬁed that reviewing and enhancing the DIDP is one of
the topics that it will address in Workstream 2. This work, which will be further framed
starting at the ICANN55 meeting in Marrakech, is likely to include review of the scope of
the DIDP Deﬁned Conditions for Nondisclosure.

Finally, with respect to the Panel's recommendation that ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) respond to a letter from the .HOTEL Claimants
regarding the portal conﬁguration issue as soon as feasible, the Board notes that staff
has informed the Board that it is nearing the end of its investigation of this matter. The
Board is recently in receipt of two letters from Claimants regarding the portal
conﬁguration issue, dated 1 March 2016 and 8 March 2016, respectively. Staff has
provided the Board with an update of its investigation into the issues set forth in the
letters. The Board has directed the President and CEO, or his designee(s) to complete
its investigation into this matter as soon as feasible. The Board notes that out of a matter
of equity and fairness, the investigation should include the opportunity for all relevant
parties to be heard. The Board expects the staff will prepare a report for the Board
following the completion of its investigation, at which time the Board will consider the
.HOTEL Claimants request for cancellation of HOTEL Top Level Domain S.a.r.l.'s
application for .HOTEL.

As required, the Board has considered the Final Declaration. As this Board has
previously indicated, the Board takes very seriously the results of one of ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s long standing accountability
mechanisms. Accordingly, and for the reasons set forth in this Resolution and Rationale,
the Board has accepted the Panel's Final Declaration as indicated above. Adopting the
Panel's Final Declaration will have no direct ﬁnancial impact on the organization and no
direct impact on the security, stability or resiliency of the domain name system.
This is an Organizational Administrative function that does not require public comment.
b.

IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transi on
Proposal from ICG (IANA Stewardship Transi on Coordina on
Group)

Whereas, on 14 March 2014, the National Telecommunications and Information
Administration (NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency)) of the
United States Department of Commerce announced its intention to transition the
stewardship of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions to the global
multistakeholder community.
Whereas, NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) asked
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to convene global
stakeholders to develop a proposal to transition the current role played by NTIA (US
National Telecommunications and Information Agency) in the coordination of the
Internet's domain name system (DNS (Domain Name System)). NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) required that the proposal for transition
must have broad community support and uphold the following principles:

Support and enhance the multistakeholder model;
Maintain the security, stability, and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name
System);
Meet the needs and expectation of the global customers and partners of the IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) services; and,
Maintain the openness of the Internet.
NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) also stated it would
not accept a proposal that replaces the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency) role with a government led or an inter governmental organization
solution.
Whereas, after public input into the design of the process, the IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Coordination Group (ICG (IANA Stewardship

Transition Coordination Group)) was formed, with 30 members representing 13
communities of both direct and indirect stakeholders each selected by their respective
communities. The communities represented were the At Large Advisory Committee
(Advisory Committee), Address Supporting Organization (Supporting Organization),
Country Code Names Supporting Organization (Supporting Organization),
Governmental Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee), Generic Names Supporting
Organization (Supporting Organization), Generic Top Level Domain Registries,
International Chamber of Commerce/Business Action to Support the Information
Society, Internet Architecture Board, Internet Engineering Task Force, Internet Society,
Number Resource Organization, Root Server System Advisory Committee (Advisory
Committee), and the Security (Security Security, Stability and Resiliency (SSR))and
Stability (Security, Stability and Resiliency) Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee).
A liaison from the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Board, as well as an IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Staff Liaison Expert
were also named. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) is
supported by an independent Secretariat.
Whereas, in response to its request, each of those operating communities in turn
developed their own team to coordinate the development of a plan to submit to the ICG
(IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group). The ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group) received plans from the Domain Names communities
(developed in the Cross Community Working Group to Develop an IANA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal, or the CWG
Stewardship) in June 2015, the Number Resources community (developed by the
Consolidated RIR (Regional Internet Registry) IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Proposal Team, or CRISP) in January 2015, and the Protocol
(Protocol) Parameters community (developed in the IANAPLAN team) in January 2015.
The CWG Stewardship, CRISP and IANAPLAN teams each developed their plans
through open consultation processes. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group) took these three community developed plans and assessed them

individually and collectively in order to determine whether: (1) the community processes
were open and inclusive and if consensus was achieved for the plans; (2) the proposals
are complete and clear; (3) the three proposals together are compatible and
interoperable, provide appropriate accountability mechanisms, and are workable; and
(4) the proposals together meet the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency) criteria.

Whereas, the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) found that each of
its assessment criteria were met, and coordinated the three plans into a single uniﬁed
Proposal. The Proposal went out for public comment from August September 2015, and
received 157 comments on the combined proposal from a wide variety of stakeholders,
including individuals, operational communities, supporting organizations and advisory
committees within the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
community, businesses and trade associations, civil society groups, governments, and
others from all regions of the world.
Whereas, upon deliberation and consideration of public comments, the ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) achieved unanimous support among its
members for the Proposal. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)
completed its work on 29 October 2015 and ﬁnalized its proposal, with the exception of
one item. The CWG Stewardship plan identiﬁed contingencies on the work of the Cross
Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) Accountability (CCWG Accountability), and the ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) received conﬁrmation from the CWG
Stewardship on 29 Feburary 2016 that the contingencies had been met.
Whereas, the CCWG Accountability ﬁnalized its report on 10 March 2016, and thus
provided the ﬁnal conﬁrmation to the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group) on the meeting of the interdependencies with the CWG Stewardship's portion of
the Proposal.

Whereas, on 10 March 2016, the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)
formally transmitted its report to the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) Board for consideration.

Whereas, during the Proposal development process, the Board engaged in each part of
the process. The Board monitored the development of all parts of the proposals and
provided public comment as appropriate, including commenting on both the ﬁrst and
second versions of the CWG plan, and on 8 September 2015 providing a comment on
the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) Proposal noting some
speciﬁc concerns that should be addressed during the implementation phase. The
Board's input to the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) is at
https://comments.ianacg.org/pdf/submission/submission121.pdf
(https://comments.ianacg.org/pdf/submission/submission121.pdf). [PDF, 133 KB] A
comprehensive list of all the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Board's input into the processes are detailed at
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/board-input-stewardship-accountability-2015-0710-en (/resources/pages/board-input-stewardship-accountability-2015-07-10-en).
Whereas, on 19 February 2016, the Board held an information call wherein it refreshed
its review of the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) Proposal in
anticipation that the Proposal would soon be delivered.
Resolved (2016.03.10.12), the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Board accepts the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s
IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal.
Resolved (2016.03.10.13), the Board approves of the transmittal of the Proposal to the
National Telecommunications & Information Administration of the United States
Department of Commerce in response to NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency)'s 14 March 2014 announcement.

Resolved (2016.03.10.14), the President and CEO, or his designee, is directed to plan
for the implementation of the Proposal so that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) is operationally ready to implement in the event NTIA (US
National Telecommunications and Information Agency) approves of the Proposal and
the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Contract expires.

Resolved (2016.03.10.15), the Board expresses its deep appreciation for the tireless
efforts of the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) chairs and
members in developing the Proposal, as well as the chairs, members and participants
in the CWG Stewardship, CRISP and IANAPLAN teams. The development of the
coordinated Proposal across these four volunteer teams is a true demonstration of the
strength and triumph of the multistakeholder model.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.12 – 2016.03.10.15
The acceptance and transmittal of the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group)'s IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal
to NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) is the culmination of
a nearly two year process. NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency)'s call for ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to
convene global stakeholders to develop a proposal to transition the current role played
by NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) in the coordination
of the Internet's unique identiﬁers has been met. This is the end of the ﬁrst phase in the
path towards the privatization of DNS (Domain Name System) management, a goal
since ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s formation.
The global multistakeholder community embraced NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency)'s call to action, ﬁrst developing the plan
for how the proposal will be developed, at
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/process-next-steps-2014-06-06-en

(/resources/pages/process-next-steps-2014-06-06-en) after a call for public input,
available at https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/draft-proposal-2014-04-08-en
(/resources/pages/draft-proposal-2014-04-08-en). The IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Coordination Team, or ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group), was formed out of that effort, comprised of
individuals selected by each represented community. These 30 individuals represent 13
communities of both direct and indirect stakeholders who together delivered a proposal
to recommending a transition plan of NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency)'s stewardship of IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)
functions to the Internet community, consistent with the key principles outlined in the
NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) March 14
announcement. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)
membership is identiﬁed at https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/icg-members-201407-29-en (/resources/pages/icg-members-2014-07-29-en). The ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group) documented its work at https://www.ianacg.org/
(https://www.ianacg.org/).

The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) called upon the operational
communities to develop comprehensive plans for transition of NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency)'s role as it relates to each of the three
functions served under the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions
Contract. The Request for Transition Proposals, at
https://www.icann.org/news/announcement-2014-09-09-en (/news/announcement-201409-09-en), speciﬁed a comprehensive list of requirements, including: descriptions of
how the community uses the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) functions and
existing arrangements; proposed oversight and accountability arrangements post
transition; transition implications; identiﬁcation of the how the NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) criteria are met; and description of
community process and consensus assessment.

The operating communities each responded through separate teams. The Domain
Names communities formed the Cross Community Working Group to Develop an IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal (CWG
Stewardship), https://community.icann.org/x/37fhAg
(https://community.icann.org/x/37fhAg). The Domain Name (Domain Name)
Community's report was the result of over 100 calls or meetings, 2 public consultations
and more than 4,000 email messages. The ﬁnal proposal received the consensus
support of the CWG with no objections or minority statements recorded for Chartering
Organization consideration.

The Number Resources community formed the Consolidated RIR (Regional Internet
Registry) IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Proposal Team
(CRISP), tracked at https://www.nro.net/nro-and-internet-governance/ianaoversight/consolidated-rir-iana-stewardship-proposal-team-crisp-team
(https://www.nro.net/nro-and-internet-governance/iana-oversight/consolidated-rir-ianastewardship-proposal-team-crisp-team). Within the Number Resources community, each
of the ﬁve RIRs also performed work to support the CRISP work, and details on those
proceedings can be accessed from https://www.icann.org/en/stewardship/community
(/en/stewardship/community). Each region contributed to the community consensus via
regionally deﬁned processes suitable to their particular local needs and culture.
The Protocol (Protocol) Parameters community established the IANAPLAN working
group to elaborate a response, with a mailing list at http://www.ietf.org/ianatransition.html (http://www.ietf.org/iana-transition.html). Anyone was welcome to join the
conversation and participate in the development. A publicly archived and open mailing
list was created to this end and yielded 2,252 emails.
Upon receipt of all three reports, the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group) reviewed each report to consider if: (1) the community processes were open
and inclusive and if consensus was achieved for the plans; (2) the proposals are

complete and clear; (3) the three proposals together are compatible and interoperable,
provide appropriate accountability mechanisms, and are workable; and (4) the
proposals together meet the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency) criteria. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) Proposal
details the ﬁndings on each of these elements and the Board agrees with these
ﬁndings.

The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) received 157 comments on
its draft combined proposal from a wide variety of stakeholders, including individuals,
operational communities, supporting organizations and advisory committees within the
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) community,
businesses and trade associations, civil society groups, governments, and others from
all regions of the world. In support of the proposal, the ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group) produced a comprehensive summary of public
comments (https://www.ianacg.org/icg-ﬁles/documents/Public-Comment-Summaryﬁnal.pdf (https://www.ianacg.org/icg-ﬁles/documents/Public-Comment-Summaryﬁnal.pdf)) [PDF, 253 KB] to identify the comments received and how they were
addressed in the Proposal. The comments, on the whole, also support the ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s ﬁndings.
The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s deliberations were
extensive. Seven face to face meetings, 26 conference calls and the exchange of 5,627
emails were the tools needed to build the report. To maintain and safeguard the
inclusiveness of the process, interpretation services were provided for meetings.
Translations of working documents were delivered, and inputs received in languages
other than English were also translated. Seven engagement sessions were organized to
foster awareness and receive feedback. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group) called for input to its work at different phases, including a call for
comments to validate community support for how ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group) was performing its work. ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned

Names and Numbers) in its facilitation of the process provided all resources and
support requested by the community to develop a consensus proposal.
The two most important considerations for the Board are on the compatibility and
interoperability of the three plans, and whether the proposals meet NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency)'s criteria.
Compatibility and interoperability
The Board has reviewed all three components of the plan. As the Board stated in its 8
September 2015 comments to the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group), https://comments.ianacg.org/pdf/submission/submission121.pdf
(https://comments.ianacg.org/pdf/submission/submission121.pdf), [PDF, 133 KB] "While
the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) has asserted that there are
no incompatibilities between the three operational communities' proposals received
(also known as the CRISP, CWG Stewardship, and IANAPLAN responses), there are
some implementation details and foreseen complexities that will need further
coordination with the communities for clarity. As implementation occurs, ways to
address the elements of the proposal may evolve, and in our comments below, we have
endeavored to highlight some of these and provide the ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group) with implementation suggestions.
We do not believe that any of these issues poses a threat to the viability of the ﬁnal ICG
(IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) Proposal. We hope that these
implementation issues and details can be resolved in the implementation phase, but we
urge the community and where needed the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group) to consider these issues and begin to clarify as soon as
practicable in the interests of a smooth IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)
Stewardship Transition."

The areas identiﬁed by the Board on potential areas of overlap that require further
coordination in the implementation phase include: (1) new service levels and
operational changes; (2) jointly managed functions; (3) the relationship between the
"Post Transition IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)" identiﬁed perform the
naming related functions and the other operating communties; and (4) transfer to
successor operator requirements. ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) stands ready to work with the communities to address these issues
within the implementation planning phase.

NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) Criteria Appear
To Be Met
The Board agrees with the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s
determination that the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency)
criteria have been met through the consensus supported ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group) Proposal.
1. Support and enhance the multistakeholder model.
The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) noted, and the
Board agrees, that each of the operating communities modeled their post
transition proposal on the existing arrangements and structures. The
arrangements between ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) and the Protocol (Protocol) Parameters and Numbers Resource
communities remain largely unchanged, and the multistakeholder nature of
oversight in the naming community will likely be enhanced through the
development of community based standing committees and review processes.
The existing IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Contract
served as the basis for many of the proposed post transition plans, with

enhanced responsibility placed on the multistakeholder community in
overseeing the work.
2. Maintain the security, stability, and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name
System).

The Board agrees with the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group) that the security, stability and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain
Name System) are maintained through the combined Proposal. There is no
change suggested by the Numbers Resource or Protocol (Protocol) Parameters
communities that could impact the security, stability or resiliency of the DNS
(Domain Name System). These proposals are built upon the existing structure.
Though the Names community is calling for the creation of a subsidiary of
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to perform the
naming function, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) agrees with the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group) that this portion of the proposal also maintains the security, stability and
resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name System). There is minimal change
contemplated for the technical delivery of the naming related functions, and the
role remains unchanged.
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) agrees that it is
essential to have a contract in place between ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) and the Root Zone (Root Zone) Maintainer prior
to any expiration of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions
Contract, and this is key to security and stability concerns.
3. Meet the needs and expectation of the global customers and partners of the
IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) services.

The Board agrees with the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group) that this condition has been met. The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group) stated "All three communities determined that the global
customers and partners of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)
services and their communities of stakeholders are presently satisﬁed with the
performance of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) functions by the
IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) department of ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers). The combined proposal is not
expected to impact that."

4. Maintain the openness of the Internet.
The ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) determined "The
combined proposal requires that the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) services, associated policy development processes, and IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) registries remain fully open and
accessible just as they are today." The Board agrees that the ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) Proposal, though it identiﬁes some
organizational changes through which the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Functions will be delivered, otherwise has no impact on the variety of
open policy development processes or on the databases and IANA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority) registries that are available today.
5. No replacement of the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency) role with a government led or an inter governmental organization
solution.
NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) also speciﬁed
that its role could not be replaced by a government led or an inter governmental
organization solution. This condition is met. None of the operating communities

deﬁne a role for a government led or inter governmental organization solution,
relying instead on the operating communities and other indirect customers of the
IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) functions to perform the different
oversight and accountability roles. The Proposal afﬁrms the role of the
multistakeholder community.

Resource Implication
Accepting the Proposal and transmitting the Proposal to NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) do not, speciﬁcally impose any resource
requirements on ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers).
However, the planning for implementation that is necessary to be at a place that ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) is ready to implement these
changes if the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Contract expires.
That effort requires signiﬁcant resources, such as systems and reporting updates,
funding the development of an afﬁliate not for proﬁt entity, development of changes to
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Bylaws as well as
governing documents for the new entity, completing contracts necessary for the
performance of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) functions, and
constituting the new community based groups involved in oversight in the future. Both
the community and ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
will be called upon to devote time to this effort. Fiscally, the implementation planning
must proceed with considerations of ﬁscal responsibility, and the Board looks forward to
working with the community to develop cost management tools that will result in better
estimation of costs. The Board will use these estimates to guide future budgeting
decisions on the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition
work.
During the development of proposal, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) provided funding and staff resources for various aspects of the work,

including initiating the work of the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination
Group), travel costs for face to face meetings, funding an independent Secretariat to
support the ICG (IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group), staff support to the
CWG Stewardship, and funding external counsel to advise the CWG in the
development of its proposal. The funds expended to date on the collective ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group) effort helped provide the multistakeholder
community with the opportunity to develop the proposals with the levels of
independence it said were important. Further, the availability of external advice
supported the CWG's debate and dialogue that led to its ﬁnal recommendations.
Providing these resources was an important facet of assuring multistakeholder
participation in this work.

DNS (Domain Name System) Impact
The acceptance and transmittal of this Proposal are not expected to have any impact
on the security, stability and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name System).
Planning for implementation of the Proposal helps assure that ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) can continue the performance of the
required functions, even in a post transition environment, with no environment, with no
impact on security, stability or resiliency.
Conclusion
Taking this action today is an important afﬁrmation of the multistakeholder model. The
global multistakeholder community came together and developed a plan for the
transition of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Stewardship.
Issues were debated in multiple fora. Public comments were received, analyzed and
incorporated. The resulting Proposal has the consensus of the operating communities
impacted by the respective portions, as well. The Proposal also received unanimous

consensus from across the 13 communities represented in the ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group).

The Board thanks NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) for
giving the multistakeholder community the opportunity to develop this Proposal.
Accepting this report and transmitting it to NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency) for consideration is an important step in maintaining accountability
to the multistakeholder community, and the Board serves the public interest in taking
this decision.
This is an Organizational Administrative Function that has been subject to multiple
levels of public comment.
c.

Proposal from CCWG on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corpora on
for Assigned Names and Numbers) Accountability
Whereas, on 14 March 2014, the National Telecommunications and Information
Administration of the United States Department of Commerce announced its intention to
transition the stewardship of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions
to the global multistakeholder community.
Whereas, NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) asked
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to convene global
stakeholders to develop a proposal to transition the current role performed by NTIA (US
National Telecommunications and Information Agency) in the coordination of the
Internet's domain name system (DNS (Domain Name System)). NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) required that the proposal for transition
must have broad community support and uphold the following principles:
Support and enhance the multistakeholder model;

Maintain the security, stability, and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name
System);

Meet the needs and expectation of the global customers and partners of the IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) services; and,
Maintain the openness of the Internet.
NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) also stated it would
not accept a proposal that replaces the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency) role with a government led or an inter governmental organization
solution.
Whereas, during initial discussions on how to proceed with the transition process, the
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) multistakeholder
community, raised concerns on the impact of the transition on ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s accountability, with the removal of the
perceived backstop of NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency)'s historical role.
Whereas, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) supported
the community in the development of the Cross Community Working Group on
Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Accountability (CCWG Accountability), chartered by the Address Supporting
Organization (Supporting Organization), the At Large Advisory Committee (Advisory
Committee), the Country Code Names Supporting Organization (Supporting
Organization), the Generic Names Supporting Organization (Supporting Organization),
the Governmental Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee) and the Security (Security
Security, Stability and Resiliency (SSR))and Stability (Security, Stability and Resiliency)
Advisory Committee (Advisory Committee). The CCWG Accountability has 28 members

from across the Chartering Organizations, with an additional 175 registered
participants.
Whereas, the CCWG Accountability's work was determined to be interrelated with the
work to develop a proposal being developed by the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Transition Coordination Group (ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group)), the proposal called for by NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) in its announcement. ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) agreed that after the Board considered
the CCWG Accountability proposal, it would be transmitted to NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) to support its evaluation of the ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s proposal.

Whereas, the CCWG Accountability's work is divided into two phases:
Work Stream 1: focused on mechanisms enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation
for Assigned Names and Numbers) accountability that must be in place or
committed to within the time frame of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Transition; and
Work Stream 2: focused on addressing accountability topics for which a timeline
for developing solutions and full implementation may extend beyond the IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition.
Whereas, the CCWG Accountability's deliberations to date have focused on preparing
a set of recommendations to fulﬁll its Work Stream 1 objectives, and deﬁning the topics
that will be considered for Work Stream 2. The CCWG Accountability developed its
report in multiple phases and iterations that included participation beyond the CCWG
Accountability, and beyond ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) as a whole.

Whereas, the CCWG Accountability requested that counsel external to ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) be made available to provide advice
on the governance issues that the CCWG Accountability identiﬁed as necessary as part
of its work. In coordination with ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers), two sets of legal counsel were engaged and have provided advice and
counsel directly to the CCWG Accountability. ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) funds the work of these two ﬁrms.

Whereas, in October 2014, the Board committed to a process through which it would
consider the consensus based recommendations of the CCWG Accountability in
Resolution 2014.10.16.16 at https://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions2014-10-16-en#2.d (/resources/board-material/resolutions-2014-10-16-en#2.d).
Whereas, the Board has been closely following the work of the CCWG Accountability,
including identifying a liaison to the group, and active participation from across the
Board in CCWG Accountability meetings. The Board has participated in the public
comment processes on the iterations of the CCWG Accountability reports, and has
provided interim inputs into the deliberations on an ongoing basis. A comprehensive list
of all the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Board's input
into the process is detailed at https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/board-inputstewardship-accountability-2015-07-10-en (/resources/pages/board-input-stewardshipaccountability-2015-07-10-en).
Whereas, on 10 March 2016, the CCWG Accountability Co Chairs transmitted its Cross
Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) Accountability (CCWG Accountability) Work Stream 1 Report
("Report") to the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Board, conﬁrming that the recommendations achieved consensus in the CCWG
Accountability. The Report was approved by ﬁve of the Chartering Organizations, with
the sixth, the GAC (Governmental Advisory Committee), submitting a statement of non

objection to transmitting the Report to the Board. The CCWG Accountability also
conﬁrmed the support of the Cross Community Working Group to Develop an IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal (CWG
Stewardship), the group responsible for developing the Domain Names Community's
input into the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition
Coordination Group's proposal. The CWG Stewardship had identiﬁed certain
contingencies on the CCWG Accountability's recommendations, which were conﬁrmed
as met.

Resolved (2016.03.10.16), the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Board accepts the Cross Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Accountability (CCWG
Accountability) Work Stream 1 Report ("Report").
Resolved (2016.03.10.17), the Board approves of the transmittal of the Report the
National Telecommunications & Information Administration of the United States
Department of Commerce to accompany the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal developed by the IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Coordination Group.
Resolved (2016.03.10.18), the President and CEO, or his designee, is directed to plan
for the implementation of the Report so that ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) is operationally ready to implement in the event NTIA (US
National Telecommunications and Information Agency) approves of the IANA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal and the IANA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Contract expires. The Board is committed to
working with the community to identify the portions of the CCWG Accountability
recommendations that can be implemented in the event that it is determined that
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s obligations to

perform the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions will remain under
contract with NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency).

Resolved (2016.03.10.19), the Board expresses its deep appreciation for the tireless
efforts of the CCWG Accountability chairs, rapporteurs, members and participants, as
well as the global community that came together in developing the Report. The intensity
and level of engagement from across the community, as well as the spirit of cooperation
and compromise that led to this Report is a true demonstration of the strength and
triumph of the multistakeholder model.

Ra onale for Resolu on 2016.03.10.16 – 2016.03.10.19
The acceptance of the Cross Community Working Group on Enhancing ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) Accountability (CCWG Accountability)
Work Stream 1 Report ("Report") represents a milestone in the evolution of the
multistakeholder model. The CCWG Accountability was created out of a call from
across the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) community
on a review of the impacts on ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers)'s accountability with the removal of the perceived backstop from the
historical contract with NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency)
in the event the stewardship of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)
Functions is transitioned to the multistakeholder community. This Work Stream 1 Report
was developed by the 28 members of the CCWG Accountability, representing six
Chartering Organizations, and 175 participants. The development of this Report
required over 220 meetings (face to face or telephonic), three public comment periods,
and more than 13,900 email messages. The dedication of the CCWG Accountability,
including intense debate and resulting compromise from all participants, is an example
of what the multistakeholder model can achieve. The CCWG Accountability work is only
part of the coordinated effort to achieve the delivery of a proposal to NTIA (US National

Telecommunications and Information Agency) on the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Transition.
The CCWG Accountability Work Stream 1 recommendations have a few main areas of
focus:
A revised Mission Statement for the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) Bylaws that clariﬁes what ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) does, while not changing ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s historic mission.
An enhanced Independent Review Process with a broader scope, reafﬁrming the
IRP's power to ensure ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) stays within its Mission. The IRP will become binding upon ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers).
Enhancements to the Reconsideration Request process.
New speciﬁc powers for the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers) community that can be enforced when the usual methods of
discussion and dialogue have not effectively built consensus, including the
powers to:
Reject ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Budgets, IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Budgets or
Strategic/Operating Plans.
Reject changes to ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers)'s Standard Bylaws.
Approve changes to new Fundamental Bylaws, Articles of Incorporation and
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s sale or

other disposition of all or substantially all of ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers)'s assets.

Remove an individual ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Board Director.
Recall the entire ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) Board.
Initiate a binding Independent Review Process on behalf of the Community.
Reject ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
Board decisions relating to reviews of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) functions, including the triggering of Post Transition IANA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority) separation.
Inspect ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s
books and records, and initiate investigatory audits.
The CCWG Accountability recommendations also describe how the community will
come together to excercise their new powers, including paths of escalation and
community dialogue. The community will ultimately have the power and standing,
through the development of a "designator" structure under California law, to enforce
these powers in court, though the escalation paths are designed to reduce the need to
ever resort to court for resolution. The Board is supportive of the CCWG
Accountability's focus on internal resolution and the Independent Review Process, as
opposed to encouraging the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) community to rely upon the judicial system as a regular tool in holding ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) accountable.
Other areas of the CCWG Accountability recommendations include the insertion of a
commitment to recognition of human rights, incorporating the reviews called for under

the Afﬁrmation of Commitments into the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) Bylaws, modifying the structural reviews to include
considerations of SO (Supporting Organization)/AC (Advisory Committee; or
Administrative Contact (of a domain registration)) Accountability, and afﬁrming the GAC
(Governmental Advisory Committee)'s current advisory role and the deference given by
the Board, while reﬁning the threshold needed for the Board to not act consistently with
GAC (Governmental Advisory Committee) consensus advice. The CCWG
Accountability also speciﬁed some elements of accountability that relate to the CWG
Stewardship's portion of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship
Transition Proposal.

Finally, the CCWG Accountability recommendations scope the topics that will be
considered within its Work Stream 2, and identify that the Board will consider those
continuous improvement recommendations with the same process the Board identiﬁed
for the Work Stream 1 recommendations.
The CCWG Accountability produced three drafts of recommendations to reach this ﬁnal
Report. The ﬁrst draft was out for public comment from 4 May 2015 through 12 June
2015 and received 31 comment submissions. The second draft was out for public
comment from 3 August 2015 through 12 September 2015 and received 93 comment
submissions. The third draft was out for public comment from 30 November 2015
through 21 December 2015 and received 89 comment submissions. For each of these
public comment periods and document releases, the CCWG Accountability held
multiple webinars to describe the mechanisms in the proposal and answer any
questions. The CCWG Accountability also held engagement sessions at each of the
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) meetings and
individual members conducted their own outreach around the globe at regional and
national events and conferences.

The CCWG Accountability relied upon advice provided by two external law ﬁrms, Sidley
Austin LLP and Adler & Colvin, which were retained after the need for external inputs
was determined by the CCWG Accountability to be essential to its review of ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s governance structure, and
to test the legal inputs provided by ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names
and Numbers). ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
facilitated the engagement process in collaboration with the CCWG Accountability, and
pays the legal fees. When addressing such important and broad issues, the availability
of these legal inputs provided the CCWG Accountability with the tools to perform their
work and have full deliberations. ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) in its faciliation of the process provided all resources and support requested
by the community to develop a consensus report.

Meeting the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information Agency) Criteria
The Board agrees that it is important for the CCWG Accountability recommendations
that modify ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s
governance structure to uphold the same criteria that NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) deﬁned for the transition of the
stewardship of the technical IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) functions.
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers), as the organization
that will remain responsible for the performance of the IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) functions, must have the same safeguards. The Board agrees with
the CCWG's assessment that NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency)'s criteria are met.
1. Support and Enhance the Multistakeholder Model
At Annex 14 of its Report, the CCWG Accountability identiﬁes the ways in which
its recommendations support and enhance the multistakeholder model. The

Board agrees that the speciﬁc items enumerated in the Report support this
criterion. More fundamentally, however, the recommendations as a whole
demonstrate more reliance upon the multistakeholder community coming
together to inﬂuence not just policy, but also ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers)'s governing documents and some of ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s key operational
decisions as well, such as planning for budgets and operating plans. The
multistakeholder community is given more individual and collective access to
paths of redress, and assurances of the binding nature of those tools. The spirit
of this Report is for a community that has more determination over ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers). It will be important that
those taking on greater responsibilities continue to consider how to evolve their
own accountability efforts, as will be considered in Work Stream 2.

2. Maintain the Security, Stability (Security, Stability and Resiliency) and Resiliency
(Security Stability & Resiliency (SSR))of the Internet DNS (Domain Name System)
Along with the items identiﬁed by the CCWG Accountability in Annex 14 of its
Report, the Board notes that the security, stability and resiliency of the Internet
DNS (Domain Name System) are maintained through the CCWG Accountability
recommendations ﬁrst and foremost through the afﬁrmation that ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s mission, while clariﬁed,
remains unchanged, and any future attempt to change that mission will require
both Board and community consent. The CCWG Accountability has identiﬁed
that there are core components of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers)'s budget that will remain operational even if there is a
dispute between the community and ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) on the budget, and those core components include
operations that relate to the security and stability of the Internet DNS (Domain
Name System).

3. Meet the needs and expectations of the partners of the IANA (Internet Assigned
Numbers Authority) Functions

Along with the items identiﬁed by the CCWG Accountability in Annex 14 of its
report, the Board notes that this criterion is met by the consideration of the
needs of the customers of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority)
Functions and the coordination of recommendations that complement the IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Stewardship Transition Proposal. The
needs identiﬁed by the CWG Stewardship have been incorporated into the
recommendations, and the CWG Stewardship has afﬁrmed that its contingencies
were met. The CCWG Accountability also coordinated with the other operating
communities to conﬁrm that their concerns on clariﬁcation on mission and
applicability of independent review processes were addressed.
4. Maintain the Openness of the Internet
In addition to the items identiﬁed by the CCWG Accountability in Annex 14 of its
Report, the Board agrees that this criterion is met through the development of
open processes where community members might wish to engage. Maintaining
open processes where community members have not only a voice, but also an
opportunity to impact, is expected to enhance ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers)'s accountability and the multistakeholder model
itself. Strengthening ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) through the strengthening of the multistakeholder model is the key
way to maintain the openness of the Internet and continued participation in
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s processes.
The recognition of the roles of all stakeholders at ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) is another important aspect of meeting this
criterion.

The Board also agrees that the future work scheduled for Work Stream 2,
focusing on issues such as enhancing transparency, diversity, community
accountability, and deﬁning how staff can be more accountable to the
community also are geared towards continued enhancement of engagement in
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) and
maintaining the model.

5. No replacement of the NTIA (US National Telecommunications and Information
Agency) role with a government led or an inter governmental organization
solution
In addition to the CCWG Accountability's discussion of how this criteria is met,
the Board agrees that this criteria is met, again, through a strong grounding in
the multistakeholder community. The recommendations reaﬁrm the role of each
of the structures within ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers), and do not create inequalities in how each of the groups participate,
even as the ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)
community moves beyond policy development work and into new operational
activities. The role of governments in ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) is afﬁrmed, as well as the Governmental Advisory
Committee (Advisory Committee)'s autonomy over its own operating procedures,
while at the same time creating more predictability in the Board providing special
consideration only to GAC (Governmental Advisory Committee) advice that is
within ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s mission
and provided with deﬁned consensus.
Minority and Voting Statements
The Board notes that there were ﬁve minority statements provided to the CCWG
Accountability on its ﬁnal Report. Appendix A of the report details both the process that

the CCWG Accountability followed to reach consensus. The Appendix also includes the
minority statements in full.
In the 10 March 2016 letter transmitting the Report to the Board, the Board has been
informed by the CCWG Accountability co chairs that consensus was reached on the
recommendations. Further, the Chartering Organizations have each approved (with one
non objection) to the forwarding of the ﬁnal Report to the Board for consideration,
though the minority statements were provided by those associated with various
Chartering Organizations. There were also voting statements provided within the GNSO
(Generic Names Supporting Organization) on parts of the recommendations, at times
mirroring the issues previously raised in the minority statements. The GAC
(Governmental Advisory Committee), in providing its non objection, noted the support
for a large majority of the recommendations and lack of consensus over others.

Given the full process for the development of the Report,the numerous concessions
made by all in reaching the consensus recommendations, and the approval (or non
objection) of all of the Chartering Organizations, the Board considers that the existence
of these voting and minority statements does not create a barrier to the acceptance of
the Report. The Board encourages the CCWG Accountability to consider if any of the
concerns raised in the minority or voting statements can appropriately be addressed
within the topics deﬁned for Work Stream 2 or used as guidance in implementation.
Resource Implication
Accepting the Report and transmitting it to NTIA (US National Telecommunications and
Information Agency) does not speciﬁcally impose any resource requirements on ICANN
(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers). However, the planning for
implementation that is necessary to be in place for ICANN (Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers) is ready to implement these changes when
appropriate. That effort requires signiﬁcant resources, including amending ICANN

(Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s Bylaws, supporting the
revisions to the Independent Review Process, conﬁrming that processes are in place for
the community escalation processes, and other planning as required. The
implementation planning for the entirety of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers
Authority) Stewardship Transition Process is a coordinated effort, with the interrelated
operational and accountability requirements within the ICG (IANA Stewardship
Transition Coordination Group)'s Proposal and the CCWG Accountability's Report
considered together. Given that there is the possibility that NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency) may not be able to approve ICG (IANA
Stewardship Transition Coordination Group)'s Proposal, if that determination is made,
the Board is committed to work with the community to implement those parts of the
CCWG Accountability Report that do not interfere with the obligations ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) would maintain under an IANA
(Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions Contract with NTIA (US National
Telecommunications and Information Agency).
Both the community and ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) will be called upon to devote time to this effort. The implementation planning
must proceed with considerations of ﬁscal responsibility, and the Board looks forward to
working with the community to develop cost management tools that will result in better
estimation of costs. The Board will use these estimates to guide future budgeting
decisions on the CCWG Accountability work, including implemenation and Work Stream
2. As Work Stream 2 proceeds, the Board urges close consideration of the types of
legal support needed now that the broad governance changes developed in Work
Stream 1 are accepted and on path for implementation, and the issues reserved for
Work Stream 2 may not be as legal in nature.
During the development of the Report, ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers) provided funding and staff resources for all aspects of the work,
including things such as travel support and coordination of face to face meetings,

secretariat support, external counsel, report drafting and graphics, and translations.
The funds expended to date on the CCWG Accountability helped provide the
multistakeholder community with the opportunity to develop the Report with the levels of
independence it said were important. Further, the availability of external advice
supported the CCWG Accountability's debate and dialogue that led to its ﬁnal
recommendations. Providing these resources was an important facet of assuring
multistakeholder participation in this work.
DNS (Domain Name System) Impact
The acceptance and transmittal of this Report are not expected to have any impact on
the security, stability and resiliency of the Internet DNS (Domain Name System).
Conclusion
Taking this action today is an important afﬁrmation of the multistakeholder model. The
global multistakeholder community came together and developed a plan to enhance
the accountability of ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) to
help support the transition of the IANA (Internet Assigned Numbers Authority) Functions
Stewardship. Issues were debated in multiple fora. Public comments were received,
analyzed and incorporated. Many difﬁcult issues were resolved, with compromises
across the community. In the end, the multistakeholder community developed
recommendations that reserve to it unprecedented power in ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers), with meaningful and binding
escalation paths to enforce these new rights. The CCWG Accountability also has
considered how to make sure the key commitments from the existing Afﬁrmation of
Commitments remain in place through incorporation into the Bylaws, and other
enhancements to enhance accountability and transparency in ICANN (Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers)'s operations. The Report is supported
by a consensus of the CCWG Accountability, and approved by all but one Chartering
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