Input to the 28 Sept 2022 Small Team meeting
Steve Crocker, 27 Sept 2022

This memo includes input from Lori Schulman on behalf of the IPC and Steve Crocker on behalf of SSAC.

Structure of this input

These inputs are narrowly focused on three points:

1. Reasonable and Appropriate System Improvements: Changes to the system design that will improve its functionality and utility and that we believe are reasonably easy to accommodate within the proposed schedule and resources.

2. Information Questions: Questions about the system that have not yet been answered.

3. Related Activities: Related activities that do not affect the system design that should proceed in parallel.

Larger questions such as whether this system should be built or completely redesigned are outside the scope of this note.

This note is forward-looking.  The organization of the Google doc is organized around previous documents and decision processes.  Accordingly, the material below is organized around the three points above instead of the structure in the Google doc.

We will try to use this same structure for all four of the scheduled small team meetings (28 Sep, 3, 5, 10 Oct).  Ideally, both Org and the small team will be able to reach closure.  I will update this memo before each meeting.

1. Reasonable and Appropriate System Improvements

A. APIs	There should be APIs available to both requesters and registrars.  This is standard system design practice.  A human-oriented web interface is a lightweight overlay.  The APIs will allow both requesters and registrars to integrate the Whois Disclosure system with their own systems.  APIs will allow both requesters and registrars to handle higher volumes of requests and responses.  This will be important for both the use of the system and for accumulation of useful information for future designs.

Current response: No APIs.

B.  Requests to non-participating registrars

	The current design says requests to non-participating registrars will be refused.  The list of participating registrars will presumably be available, but there is no further accommodation for requests to them.

Several have asked for further functionality.  At a minimum, recording of such requests to gauge the need.  Some have asked that requests be forwarded to the registrars through the registrars’ existing interfaces, e.g. email.  A related suggestion is to route all such requests to a special virtual registrar module that will accept and hold requests for a short period of time to give the non-participating registrar time to sign up for participation.

Current response: Unclear.  Gift responded “interesting idea” to the last.

2. Information Questions

A. Agreements	We’d like to see the text the requesters and registrars will have to agree to when they sign up to participate in the system.  This question was probably misunderstood when asked in the last session.  We are not asking what agreements each registrar will require of a requester regarding a specific request.  We are only asking to see ICANN’s requirements on the users of the Whois Disclosure system.

Current response: No response yet.

B. Requester-Registrar Communications

	The specification is silent regarding the means for the registrar to return its response to the requester.


3. Related Activities


A. Change Name	The name is misleading.  A better name is DNS Registrar Data Request System.

Current response: None yet

B. Future Planning	Initiation of parallel activities involving accreditation, etc.
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