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[bookmark: _GoBack]Recommendation 10:
We appreciate the need to reduce costs for defensive registrations for a large number of domains, the cost of registration also acts as an important deterrent to aggressive registration of a disproportionately large number of domains in order to pursue a defensive strategy.

The report also states that the reason for defensive registration consists of the high cost of contesting the domain name. Therefore the approach of the team should be to inquire how to reduce the costs associating with contesting domain names rather than reducing costs associated with aggressive registration.

A distinction should also be made between those registrants who are registering the same domain name as those already owned by them in legacy gTLDs, as a defensive registration, and those who are registering fresh domain names under the new TLDs. This measure will help strengthen competition in the market as similar domain names across TLDs will not be concentrated in the same set of entities.

Recommendation 12:
We agree with the recommendation but suggest that it be placed on higher priority. It should be moved to the ‘High’ priority – an 18 month window seems sufficient to include privacy restrictions into the contracts that ICANN might enter and for all new gTLD registrations.

Altering licenses of previously registered gTLDs can be retained in the ‘Medium’ priority.


Recommendation 14:
Relationship between a domain name and its content may be incentivized.

The other two aspects of the recommendation however, namely restriction on high-trust gTLDs and security of users’ personal information, must rather be regulated by through laws or through the terms of the license issued. Safety of user information cannot be left to incentives. TLD owners cannot be given a choice as to how they treat user information, this must be subject to regulation through laws or terms of the license.
Similarly, high-trust gTLD need to be handled carefully as well. These kinds of domains cannot be licensed to individuals or entities who may then come to inadvertently access sensitive user data. Sufficient regulation is required such that misplaced trust in the owners of these gTLDs is completely prevented from the start.


Recommendation 24:
The importance provided to sensitive personal information is vital. However, the objective described here can be changed from merely initiating discussions. If the aim is to determine reasonable security measures for sensitive information and the categories of information that would fall under such measures, then a draft containing this information may be circulated amongst the discussant on a timeline. Since the priority is ‘High’ for this topic, it may remain within this timeline, and the output may be some form of document with the relevant information contained in format shareable with the the discussants/community.
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