To: ccNSO Council

From: Ron Sherwood, ccNSO/ALAC Liaison

ALAC Liaison REPORT June 24th 2009

A background and current ALAC position was reported to the ccNSO Council at the last teleconference meeting two weeks ago. This report does not repeat that information and is an update based upon ALAC meetings attended during the Sydney ICANN conference.

ALAC has some 14 scheduled meetings during the conference. I attend as many as possible subject to conflicts between parallel ALAC meetings and conflicts with ccNSO meetings. 

ALAC meetings started on Sunday with the Regional Leadership Working Session and continue through Friday.

Many of the subjects and issues discussed are the same as those discussed at ccNSO meetings, and often present similar or identical opinions, although sometimes from a different point of view.  Some of the subjects discussed are:

RAA amendments

Post Summit Review

At-large Working Group activities

Public participation in ALAC, RALOs and At-large Structures

At-large participation in Public Consultation

Ways in which Real World Users are affected by Domain Name losses

New GTLDs

IRT

IDN

Confliker

ICANN Regions WG

Relationships with other constituencies:


Dealing with the cultural differences between ICANN communities


Example: GNSO – Formal --- ALAC – Less formal

Topics of interest to the ccNSO Council include:

Outside Review:


As the ccNSO approaches its Independent Outside Review, it is interesting to note that ALAC has just completed the first part of its review process. The Outside Review team has presented its report and the report is now with the ICANN Board Review WG for analysis and approval. 


Review Team WG conclusions include:



ALAC should continue their work



ALAC should have 2 seats on ICANN Board

ALAC – RALO – ALS channel should remain as the medium for distribution of information to, and the collection of feedback and input from, the At-large community.

Public comment periods on ICANN issues should be 30 days; with an optional additional 15 days due to translation/distribution return path timeline problems, and the time space between ALS member meetings.

ALAC to work with ICANN staff to improve the speed of document translation in order to expedite distribution of information in different languages.

ALAC primary outreach goal is to establish a minimum of one At-large Structure in every country. 

Relationship with ccNSO


I was questioned on ccNSO policies. I advised the ALAC assembly that I attend ALAC Council teleconferences and ALAC face-to-face meetings as an observer. I cannot speak for ccNSO or ccTLDs. I did, however, say I would bring ALAC concerns to the ccNSO.

Some of the comments and questions asked of me are:

1. Is ccNSO considering a global policy of implementing DNSSEC among our members?

2. Is ccNSO considering a global policy of implementing IDN?

3. Many European governments are considering the implementation of filters and blocking technology for domain names to prohibit access to harmful content sites and to prevent illegal transactions. What are ccNSO guidelines to our members on this issue?

4. Expressed a mutual interest in involving individual users in our respective houses. Local Internet communities should be important to ccTLDs.  At-large Structures are the organizations of individuals that are the building locks of the At-large. ALAC would welcome any help from the ccNSO and individual ccTLD managers in connecting to any relevant user organizations. ALAC will be pleased to introduce ALSs to ccTLD managers.

5. Possibility of mutual assistance in outreach programs. There are ccNSO member ccTLDs in countries without ALSs, and ALSs in countries where the ccTLD is not a member of ccNSO.

These exchanges have led to a meeting scheduled for tomorrow between Chris Disspain (chair ccNSO), Cheryl Langdon Orr (chair ALAC), myself, and my ALAC counter-part (Rudi Vansnick) to discuss the relationship between the two constituencies and the role of the liaisons in that relationship.

This concludes my report.

Ron Sherwood

