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Issue Document URL:  (http://www.icann.org/en/news/public-comment/fast-track-review-2012-09apr12-en.htm).
This statement on the issue noted above is submitted on behalf of the gTLD Registries Stakeholder Group (RySG).  The statement that follows represents a consensus position of the RySG as further detailed at the end of the document. The RySG statement was arrived at through a combination of RySG email list discussion and RySG meetings (including teleconference meetings).

The RySG appreciates the opportunity of providing our comments on the second annual review of the IDN ccTLD Fast Track Process The RySG also welcomes the discussion points raised in the announcement. Some discussion points, including the issues of handling visually similar strings, single-character IDN TLDs and variant IDN TLD delegation, etc., are shared concerns among gTLD and ccTLD communities. They are critically important to the success of both the IDN ccTLD Fast Track Process and the New gTLD Program. Previously, the RySG provided our views on the above-mentioned issues, and we hope to continue the discussion with corresponding working groups (i.e. JIG, VIP, etc.) or committees. Therefore, our comments below focus on the IDN ccTLD Fast Track Process itself.
First, the Fast Track IDN ccTLD Process has provided valuable experience for the ICANN community on creating new Top-Level domains into the Internet naming system. The annual review cycle of the Process was helpful based on the last annual summary and analysis. (http://www.icann.org/en/announcements/announcement-8-21feb11-en.htm ). The RySG supports the continuation of the annual review. If the review frequency were changed (e.g. bi-annually or on an as-needed basis), then the ICANN Board or Staff should provide the rationale and explain the changes made. In addition to the review, the RySG suggests that ICANN staff may conduct a supplementary survey among the IDN ccTLD applicants and operators. The survey should be able to collect useful IDN operator and market data, and help generate both qualitative and quantitative analysis for the benefit of the ICANN community. 

Secondly, according to the announcement, there have been 37 IDN ccTLD delegation requests made. 31 were delegated, but only US$184,000 in application fees was received. The RySG requests that ICANN Staff provide detailed information on the cost expenditures of this Fast Track Process, as well as a list of applicants that have contributed (paid) to the program and those that have not yet submitted payment. We fully understand that the ccTLD community makes contributions to ICANN on a voluntary basis, but we  believe all community stakeholders should  adequately support the services they receive, except in exceptional circumstances that are transparent to the entire community and based on community-supported reasons. 
Thirdly, the RySG is aware of the issue of the re-evaluation process of the Bulgarian IDN ccTLD request for .bg in Cyrillic, where an IDN string could be visually similar to an existing ASCII TLD string. Even though there is a  restricted and limited scope of the Fast Track Process, the RySG feels the need that a formal Appeal guideline and period should be incorporated into the Process. The RySG does not hold any particular position on whether the Appeal period should be public or confidential, knowing that it may involve rights of sovereignty of the applicant’s country or territory. The RySG will be glad to provide assistance on the development of the Appeal process. 
The RySG suggests that a public session be held in the near future for a more comprehensive discussion about the Fast Track Process before any amendment is made. The previous review meeting in Cartegena was a useful one. 
RySG Level of Support

1. Level of Support of Active Members:   Supermajority
1.1. # of Members in Favor:  10

1.2. # of Members Opposed:  0
1.3. # of Members that Abstained:  0  

1.4. # of Members that did not vote:  3
2. Minority Position(s):  N/A

General RySG Information

· Total # of eligible RySG Members
:  14

· Total # of RySG Members:  13


· Total # of Active RySG Members
:  13

· Minimum requirement for supermajority of Active Members:  9

· Minimum requirement for majority of Active Members:  7

· # of Members that participated in this process:  13

· Names of Members that participated in this process:  13

1. Afilias (.info, .mobi & .pro)

2. DotAsia Organisation (.asia)

3. DotCooperation (.coop)

4. Employ Media (.jobs)

5. Fundació puntCAT (.cat)

6. ICM, Inc. (.xxx)

7. Museum Domain Management Association – MuseDoma (.museum)

8. NeuStar (.biz)

9. Public Interest Registry - PIR (.org)

10. Societe Internationale de Telecommunication Aeronautiques – SITA (.aero)

11. Telnic (.tel)

12. Tralliance Registry Management Company (TRMC) (.travel)

13. VeriSign (.com, .name, & .net)


· Names & email addresses for points of contact

· Chair:
David Maher, dmaher@pir.org
· Vice Chair:  Keith Drazek, kdrazek@verisign.com
· Secretariat:  Cherie Stubbs, Cherstubbs@aol.com
· RySG representative for this statement:  Ching Chiao, chiao@registry.asia
� All top-level domain sponsors or registry operators that have agreements with ICANN to provide Registry Services in support of one or more gTLDs are eligible for membership upon the “effective date” set forth in the operator’s or sponsor’s agreement (RySG Charter, Article II, RySG Membership, Sec. A). The RySG Charter can be found at http://www.gtldregistries.org/sites/gtldregistries.org/files/Charter_for_RySG_6_July_2011_FINAL.pdf


� Per the RySG Charter, Article II, RySG Membership, Sec.D: Members shall be classified as “Active” or “Inactive”. An active member must meet eligibility requirements, must be current on dues, and must be a regular participant in RySG activities. A member shall be classified as Active unless it is classified as Inactive pursuant to the provisions of this paragraph. Members become Inactive by failing to participate in three consecutively scheduled RySG meetings or voting processes or both. An Inactive member shall continue to have membership rights and duties except being counted as present or absent in the determination of a quorum. An Inactive member immediately resumes Active status at any time by participating in a RySG meeting or by voting.





