Dear SO/AC Chair,
As you may be aware, the GNSO Council recently initiated a Policy Development Process (PDP) on the Locking of a Domain Name Subject to UDRP Proceedings. As part of its efforts to obtain input from the broader ICANN Community at an early stage of its deliberations, the Working Group that has been tasked with addressing this issue is looking for any input or information that may help inform its deliberations. To this end a public comment forum has been opened (see include link). You are strongly encouraged to provide any input your respective communities may have either as part of the public comment forum or by providing it to the GNSO Secretariat (gnso.secretariat@gnso.icann.org). 
For further background information on the WG’s activities to date, please see https://community.icann.org/x/xq3bAQ. You may also want to review the results of the survey that the WG conducted amongst registrars and UDRP providers to get further insight into the current practices and issues experienced (see https://community.icann.org/x/l6-bAQ). Below you’ll find the charter questions that the WG’s has been tasked to address.
If possible, the WG would greatly appreciate if it could receive your input by 1 September at the latest. Your input will be very much appreciated. 

With best regards,

Michele Neylon, Chair of the WG and Alan Greenberg, Vice Chair of the WG

Charter Questions

1.     Whether the creation of an outline of a proposed procedure, which a complainant must follow in order for a registrar to place a domain name on registrar lock, would be desirable.   

2.     Whether the creation of an outline of the steps of the process that a registrar can reasonably expect to take place during a UDRP dispute would be desirable. 

3.     Whether the time frame by which a registrar must lock a domain after a UDRP has been filed should be standardized. 

4a.  Whether what constitutes a “locked" domain name should be defined. 

4b.  Whether, once a domain name is 'locked' pursuant to a UDRP proceeding, the registrant information for that domain name may be changed or modified. 

5.    Whether additional safeguards should be created for the protection of registrants in cases where the domain name is locked subject to a UDRP proceeding. 

