Due Diligence committees proposed IDN ccTLD string

1. Basic Premises (based on overarching requirements & elements proposed methodology)

ICANN Board of directors decides on delegation, as is currently the practice when dealing  with ASCII ccTLDs.

According to the proposed methodology the ICANN Board needs, at least, to be presented the following documentation:
1. Report on Delegation request to the IDN ccTLD operator (in accordance with current IANA practices);

2. Confirmation that language table has been registered in IANA language table repository;

3. Report that proposed string meets technical requirements (Technical Committee);

4. Advice that proposed string meets the language criteria (Linguistic Advisory Panel, formally known as the committee of linguistic experts);

5. Report that support from relevant public authority, Local Internet Community for the proposed string is evidenced (Documentation of support should be similar to documentation required for (re-)delegation. 

2. Role of the Technical Committee and Linguistic Experts Advisory Panel  (LEAP). 

The task of the committees is limited to a due diligence check which should be first and foremost based on the documentation provided to it. The committees conclude:

· The proposed string meets the criteria as recommended by IDNC WG; or 

· There is a need for further clarification from requestor (IDN ccTLD operator).

Note: For purposes of the fast track the intended IDN ccTLD operator is considered to be the point of contact for the territory, as is the case under the current practices for (re-)delegation. The intended operator needs to provide all the relevant and necessary documentation.
A. Technical committee

Role and responsibility: To confirm to the Board that there is no technical issue (criteria to be added after consultation of technical community, which is in progress).

To enable the technical committee to do its work the proposed string should be provided by the intended IDN ccTLD operator at least in xn --- format, and preferably also in UNICODE code points.

B. Linguistic Experts Advisory Panel

Role and responsibility: To provide external and independent advice to the Board that, based on the documentation provided by the requestor, the proposed string is “meaningful” and in an “official” language in accordance with criteria. It is NOT the role and responsibility to veto a proposed string..
For purposes of the fast track the proposed string is considered to meet the criteria if:

1. The proposed language is an “official “ language/script in accordance with the definition, which is evidenced:

a. If the proposed “official” language is listed as such in the UNGEGN Manual, Part 3 as an “official” language; or

b. If the proposed language is listed as “administrative” language in the ISO 3166-1 list; or

c. If documented by the relevant public authority that the proposed language is “official” as defined.

and

2. The proposed string is the long or short form name of the territory in the selected language in the Technical Reference Manual for the standardisation of Geographical Names, UNGEGN, Part Three column 3 or 4
In all other cases the LEAP needs to consider the documentation presented to confirm that proposed string meets the criteria. 

Other cases include: 

(i) the proposed string is a part of the long or short form name of the territory on the UNGEGN list in the selected language or 

(ii) an acronym of that name or 

(iii) the territory or the language do not appear on the UNGEGN list. 

Where the documentation presented includes a report from a linguistic expert(s) that the proposed string meets the criteria, the LEAPs due diligence should be guided by this.

If necessary the LEAP can seek further clarification from the territory. 


3. Structure of the LEAP

The ICANN appointed LEAP should be external to and independent of the ICANN structure because it is considered inappropriate for ICANN Board to consider what is a meaningful representation of the name of a territory in an “official” language (in accordance with the proposed criteria).

For the purpose of assisting the territory, where clarification is required, the LEAP should be able to provide the territory with access to a pool of recognised independent linguistic experts for advice, if so requested by the teritory.

In order to avoid unnecessary delay and for reasons of efficiency, the report of the LEAP and technical committee should be available early in the process (at the end of Stage 2 of the proposed methodology). It should also be ensured that the LEAP and technical committee can produce their report in a timely manner, after the string is proposed. 

The panel should consist of 5 recognised linguistic experts (one from each of the ICANN Geographic Regions), and one independent chair, with a background in due diligence. 

