FROM: Ron Sherwood ccNSO/ALAC Liaison ccNSO report 9-15-09

Referenced Material
(1)
From Evan Leibovitch to ALAC


· Hello all,

On Saturday it came to my attention that ICANN held a secret meeting for
registrars and registries in Toronto.

Why do I claim it was secret? Because there was no advance notice of the
meeting on ICANN's website, and the results were published only after
the meeting was over.
http://www.icann.org/en/announcements/announcement-2-25aug09-en.htm

Living in Toronto, I was actually consulted back in March about local
hotels; at the time I explicitly asked to be invited to observe. That's
how I know there was no advance notice of the meeting, I was routinely
checking after the hotel inquiry. And I certainly received no notice of


· the meeting, let alone an invitation.

Who knows how many other meetings like this have happened, without
notice before (or may be even after) they took place?

Now... why is it that what At-Large does is always under the microscope,
our requests for funding for regional and outreach meetings denied, and
others are welcome to sit in on our proceedings, but the same rules
don't apply to  contracted parties? This would have been a perfect
opportunity to co-host a NARALO meeting, with ICANN already having
booked favourable room rates etc. At very least, I (and others) should
have been offered the courtesy to attend as observers. I explicitly
recall at the Summit, that the registrar people who inserted themselves
into our working group dicussions were quiet explicit that their
meetings were as publicly accesible as ours. Apparently that claim was a
lie.

I am extremely angry over this in a want-to-get-the-Ombudsman-involved
way; I request a response from ICANN staff and I am asking for ALAC's
support in this inquiry. As it is unlikely that At-Large staff were
aware of this meeting either, I am asking for its help in identifying
the source of this clandestine activity. We are owed an explanation of
why some ICANN constituencies get to have secret, private regional
meetings but others do not get to have regional meetings -- private or
public -- at all.

- Evan

(2) From: "Patrick Vande Walle (EURALO)

· In parallel, AFNIC's CEO, Mathieu Weill argued with ICANN staff and
registrars that these meetings should be open to those very registrars'  customers. At least, At-Large are not the only ones thinking those closed meetings are somehow weird, especially when they talk about things we, as
registrars' customers, should be concerned about. A short example here that popped up on the SSAC ist earlier today:
http://www.dotweekly.com/2009/09/05/expired-domain-name-process-needs-fixing/
<http://www.dotweekly.com/2009/09/05/expired-domain-name-process-needs-fixing/>

Patrick

(3) From Richard Sexton (Blog entry)

	Turfed out of another ICANN meeting



	on Wednesday night i saw on twitter poeple were talking about the Toronto ICANN meeting. I was in Toronto at that time and thought id' catch up with old friends. I looked on the ICANN website and googled but there was no public notice of this meeting. There still isn't. 

I called John Berryhill who knew the meting was on the Sheraton center a few blocks from where I was. Since I'd arrived in Toronto (on a pleasure trip I'd done little more than help people with their computers that weren't working right. 

I goto the venue and see Stacy and Craig of ICANN and asked when the meeting was and got a very cold reception and they asked me a terribly large number of questions but eventually told me the meeting was from 9 to 5 Thursday and Friday. 

I show up at about 2:30 on Thursday and nobody was in the reception area. There were spare badges and lanyards there at the front of the desk in the open so I made myself a badge identifying myself and my affiliation. At behest of the hotel catering staff I obtained a cup of their tea. 

Stacy and Craig came out and called security immediately but by this time the DNS poeple has filtered out for the 3 pm coffee break and when it was quite clear to ICANN and hotel staff that I seemed to be talking DNS with poeple I'd known over a decade they backed off. 

3 people (Edmon Chung, Rob Hall and Dave Maher) didn't understand why I wasn't in their meeting as it was free and suggested I just talk to Stacy. When they all went back inside I asked Stacy if she could register me. She said she'd talk to Tim and by tomorrow I'd either be registered or she'd have a reason why I wasn't. That seemed reasonable to me. 

Rob hall, who I still needed to chat with had gone to the washroom and I asked Stacy if she was back yet, she didn't know. Of the two doors to the meeting room, one was open. I asked Stacy if I could look inside, not go in the room for see if rob was in there. She said no and closed the other door. I left, rather disgusted at the "open and transparent process" 

The next day came back at about 2 o'clock and asked Stacy if she had registered me. She said no. I asked if she's talked to Tim or any or her superiors and she said she'd done noting and that I had to leave and if I didn't security would remove me. I walked away and got a cup of tea and sat outside in the garden well away from the convention area. I didn't really want to attend the meeting I just wanted to chat with my friends about DNS issues. 

I figured if I just sat in the garden my friends would see me and come out. But before the break security showed up and explained they'd been asked to secure me off hotel property. Now, this is a huge hotel with a mall underground with public access. I called john Berryhill and asked him if he could do anything. He called me back about 5 times and explained that the ICANN staffers had accuse me of "inappropriate behavior" without saying what that actually was. I spent an hour with john at a cost of $4o in cel time trying to resolve this and at 4 pm after sitting in the hot sun outside was told by john the meeting was over. 

What I didn't understand is as a Canadian, there were other Canadians inside such as rob "internic.ca" hall here discuss registry and registrar issues, which has been my career for 15 years, yet an American government contractor prohibited that, while claiming to be "open and transparent". 

Yes I should have registered. If I'd known the meeting was happening I would have. But it wasn't advertised, I found out about it from scuttlebutt on twitter. 

Richard Sexton, Aug 2009


(4) From Craig Schwartz (Chief gTLD Registry Liaison ICANN)

Dear Evan,

Stacy Hoffberg shared with me your email about the recent gTLD
Registry/ICANN-Accredited Registrar event in Toronto that included your
request for a response from ICANN staff about the nature of the event. I
hear your concerns and frustrations and agree that ICANN could have done
a better job of sharing this information with the community. In the
future, ICANN will post an announcement on our website with specifics
about dates, times and locations of the regional events and make it
clearer what purposes the meetings serve.

The genesis of these events was the need for ICANN to share with its
contracted parties information about how they could better understand
different aspects of their agreements, to help ensure contractual
compliance by them. The meetings don’t serve a policy-making function
like the international ICANN meetings, a fact that may not be obvious
from the postings made about them.

These events involve a narrowly targeted audience and are not intended
to be secret. As such, and in the spirit of transparency, the materials
presented at the event have been posted for public information.

May I say, perhaps belatedly but nevertheless sincerely, that we’re
sorry we didn’t close the loop with you about your request to attend,
especially after you helped provide advice on the venue for the meeting.
We really do appreciate the help!

If I may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to call me at
202.429.2703; if you’d rather I call on ICANN’s dime, let me know and
I’ll ring you.

Sincerely,

Craig

(5) From: Alan Greenberg (ALAC) 

The GNSO today approved the charter for the drafting team to be charged with: a) creating a registrants rights document;
         b) identifying topics to be considered in the next round of RAA amendments;
         c) proposing the next steps for address b).

         There will be two sub-groups, one for a, and one for b+c. It is
         expected that there will be significant overlap and certainly
         communications between the two.

         I don't have the exact wording of the motion and charter (there were
         some minor changes at the end), but will forward once I have it
         (probably tomorrow).

                     
         For those who have not been following the process, there was
         ALAC/At-Large in the debate over how to structure the drafting team(s)
         and in the wording of the charter.

(6) From Evan Lebovitch (NARALO)

I would hope that, while this is a GNSO initiative, that any right documents to come out of this also apply to ccTLDs. They should not get a free ride. I know that the CC registries sometimes think that they're above all the politics (and the policy), but I want to ensure that they are not exempted (and that they are not allowed to believe they might be exempt).

GNSO may not care about the applicability of registrant rights to ccTLDs, but we should.

Evan

(7) Response from Alan Greenberg (ALAC)

Evan, we can care about how ccTLD registrars carry out their business, but 
It is outside of ICANN's jurisdiction. To the extent that ICANN's accredited registrars offer ccTLDs (and many do) and to the extent that  they apply a single set of standards to the limit allowed by their registries, we may impact them in this process.

To be clear, each ccTLD sets its own rules regarding its TLD and the rules that a registrar must follow. Unless the ccTLD requires it, their registrars need not be ICANN accredited. The ALAC/At-large could certainly come up with a set of standards and offer it to the ccTLDs as a sample of what we think is good, or a standard that will earn them an At-Large seal of approval, but that is all we could do. And I am pretty sure that there is a whole bunch of ccTLDs that would exceed our general standards from the start.

(8)
From Rod Beckstrom (President & CEO ICANN)

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your thoughtful comments regarding the introduction of new
generic top-level domain names into the market place.

We are considering your comments, along the many others we have
received, in the context of the development of the next version of the
Draft Applicant Guidebook, preparations for which are advancing and is
scheduled to be published prior to the ICANN meeting in Seoul.

As you will appreciate, the New gTLD Program is a significant
undertaking and we are progressing step by step to ensure that all the
sectors in the community are provided an opportunity to contribute, and
all potential issues are understood and resolved before launching what
will surely be a substantial shift in the domain name system.

While we still have work ahead of us, we are confident that with your
and the Internet community’s continuing participation, the New gTLD
Program will be launched in a manner that enhances competition and
choice for Internet users, broadens regional participation through the
introduction of IDNs and community based TLDs, and protects the rights
and interests of all.

Again, thank you for your participation in the process and if you have
any further questions regarding the introduction of new gTLDs, please
send these to newgtld@icann.org.

Yours sincerely,

Rod

Rod Beckstrom


=======================================================


(8) From Adam Peake (ALAC)

Rudi, Ron, Hi.

Do you know if this working group has started or will soon start?

<http://www.icann.org/en/topics/policy/update-jun09-en.htm#2>

Should ALAC be asked to provide a member I would like to volunteer. If not too late.

Best, Adam

