GNSO IDN WG, conference calls 6 February, overview
Summary

The Chair introduced the agenda, slide 2, and the recap of previous calls. No modifications requested, but some support for a proposal to summarize draft outcomes on the wiki.
The Chair reported on a joint GNSO-ccNSO-GAC IDN WG chairs’ consultation, slide 3.Early indications that country-by-country solutions are needed. Support for changing “IDN 3166 list”
 as mnemonic reference. Support for establishing liaison with New gTLD Task Force on reserved names.
The Chair introduced the outcome of prioritization of topics, slide 4. Agreement to state the topic lines more explicitly. Support for allotting discussion time to topics in line with the priority groupings. Agreement to review this approach at the calls 22 February. 
Discussions on substance regarding draft conclusions, slide 5, see below.

Tina Dam reported on IDN lab tests, slide 6. Tests on resolvers etc performed by Autonomica with punycode TLD strings in a lab environment replicating the root zone. Results to be announced shortly. Live test approach under consideration. 
Discussions on IAB Document RFC4690, slide 7, see below.
Agreed approach for next paired calls, slide 13. Draft outcomes report to be prepared before next calls. Staff to send WG list to members. 
Discussions
4. Draft Conclusions, slide 5
4.1 Agreement to change “consensus” to “broad agreement” in the explanation. 
4.2 Agreement to elaborate on the statements for the draft report and to also include diverging views. 

4.3 Agreement to split A5 in two statements and rephrase the second statement. 
4.4 Agreement to make clear references to TLDs and SLDs, as appropriate.
4.4 Alternative view to A1: launch IDN gTLDs before new ASCII gTLDs.
4.5 Alternative view to A5: pursue potential UDRP issues further.
4.5 Support for clarifying S1 regarding “distance to ASCII”.

4.6 Support for expanding on S2 regarding disadvantages.

4.7 Support for changing S3, replacing the expression “sunrise”.  

6. IAB Document, slide 7 (not addressed at the first call due to time constraints)
6.1 Agreement to rather discuss aliasing in a generic sense than particular technical approaches for that, like use of DNAME records.
6.2 Support for elimination of non-language characters, as foreseen in the protocol revision. Alternative view: to signal concerns about symbols that may be eliminated but would potentially be needed for human communications.
� Note: the ICANN Board uses the following phrase in a Sao Paulo resolution “…selection of IDN ccTLDs associated with the ISO 3166-1 two-letter codes”





