Background

This document is the response of the ICANN Business Constituency (BC).  The BC’s comments arise from the perspective of Business users and registrants, as defined in our Charter
:

The mission of the Business Constituency is to ensure that ICANN policy positions are consistent with the development of an Internet that: 

1. promotes end-user confidence because it is a safe place to conduct business

2. is competitive in the supply of registry and registrar and related services

3. is technically stable, secure and reliable. 

ICANN opened a public comment period on the Proposal to Mitigate Name Collision Risks on August 5, 2013
, taking into account the Interisle Consulting Group Report, “Name Collisions in the DNS
.”
Comments

The BC supports measures taken by ICANN to ensure the security, stability and resiliency of the DNS.  The BC recognizes that avoidance of Name Collisions, and the potential serious consequences on the internal namespace of large and small businessesand their customers, is of particular importance to the business community.  
The main concern of the BC is ensuring that any potential for domain name collision in the private network environment, including the continuity and availability of in-house corporate IT systems be fully studied, understood and remediated before  ew gTLDs are introduced into the root.
b
The BC offers the following comments on each identified category of strings:  

Low-Risk and Uncalculated Risk Strings

The BC notes that ICANN appears to have drawn the conclusion that “low risk” strings are those that did not appear frequently in Interisle report.  The BC asks ICANN to re-examine this conclusion as even collisions that occur infrequently, depending on the type of use (e.g., VOIP-SIP traffic), could have serious consequences for businesses and users.    We urge ICANN to complete an additional study on the name collision issues to more fully understand which strings are “low,” and which are “uncalculated” and to ensure that the proposed time suggested for remediation is in fact adequate.  Security  and stability issues should trump any reasonable delays imposed on applicants. The BC encourages ICANN to conduct this study as a matter of urgency, to minimize the potential impact on the business community and all stakeholders.  

The BC also requests additional information about the feasibility of the requirement to notify the point of contact of all IP addresses that issue DNS requests for an un-delegated TLD or names under it, and efficacy of such a program to identify the purpose (mistaken or intentional) of such requests.  

High-Risk Strings
The BC supports the conclusion that .HOME and .CORP should not be delegated until proposed Registry Operators can demonstrate with reasonably certainty that the risk is low.



While the BC has submitted these comments to comply with the short deadline of the comment period, we further request that ICANN’s comment period be extended until at least such time as the study can be completed.
These comments were prepared in accordance with the BC Charter.  

� Business Constituency Charter, at � HYPERLINK "http://www.bizconst.org/charter.htm" �http://www.bizconst.org/charter.htm�. 


� New gTLD Collision Risk Mitigation, August 5, 2013, at � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/name-collision-05aug13-en.htm" �http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/name-collision-05aug13-en.htm�.


� Name Collisions in the DNS, August 2, 2013, at � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/name-collision-05aug13-en.htm" �http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/name-collision-05aug13-en.htm�.





