Action Items from 25 Jan RN-WG Meeting for 1 Feb Meeting
1. Every RN-WG should submit an interest statement to the list

2. Review the ‘Comparison of gTLD Registry Reserved Names, v2’ that Chuck will distribute not later than Tuesday, 30 Jan.  (In the meantime, review the original version sent out shortly before the kickoff meeting.)  

3. Review relevant RFCs

a. RFC 2606 (This is the most relevant RFC of the three.)

http://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc2606.txt
b. RFC 2141 sections 2.3 (Reserved Characters) and 2.4 (Excluded Characters)
http://www.ietf.org/rfc./rfc2141.txt
4. Review the indicated portions of the following documents sent by Liz:
a. The latest version of the PDP Dec 05 new TLDs Committee Report -- http://gnso.icann.org/drafts/GNSO-PDP-Dec05-FR-14Nov06.pdf  (Recommendation 2.5.2.5; paragraphs 19-24)

b. The latest version of the ICANN Staff Discussion Points -- http://gnso.icann.org/drafts/GNSO-PDP-Dec05-StaffMemo-14Nov06.pdf  (Paragraphs 7.3, 7.4, 8, 8.1, 8.2 and 8.3)  
5. Review the Draft Outline of RN-WG Statement of Work discussed in the kick-off meeting for the purpose of thinking about how best to design a work plan for the group.
Draft Outline of RN-WG Statement of Work

Prepared by Chuck Gomes, 24 Feb 07, and discussed in 25 Jan meeting.
The purpose of this outline is to provide a brief listing of key elements of the RN-WG Statement of Work (SoW) to help the WG develop a work plan going forward.  Note that the numbering of this document does not correspond to the numbering in the SoW but references to sections of the SoW are provided in parentheses.

1. General approach to work:  rough consensus (SoW I.1)

a. Goal: try to develop positions that most or all group members are willing to support

b. Minimize the use of voting except to informally determine whether we have reached rough consensus

c. If formal voting is deemed necessary,:

i. Constituencies, regardless of number of representatives, have 3 votes each.

ii. Each individual nominating committee councilor has one vote.

iii. Liaisons (if any) are nonvoting.

d. “Every effort should be made to ensure that the working group include and consider the varying points of view on key issues.” (SoW I.2, ¶ 2)

2. Deliverable dates (SoW I.3) – Critical dates are in bold font.

a. Status report to Council on 1 February

b. Status report to Feb06 PDP taskforce on 6 February

c. Status report to Feb06 PDP taskforce on 15 February

d. Progress report for PDP meetings that start on 22 February
e. Status report to Council on 1 March
f. Final report to the GNSO Council not later than 16 March.

3. Examples of reserved names issues (SoW IV)

a. What are possible roles and purposes for reserved names at the top level?

b. How should reserved names be addressed for IDNs?

c. What role, if any, should reserved names play with regard to 

i. Controversial categories of names

ii. Trademark names

iii. Country/geopolitical names
iv. Etc.?

d. Should names reserved at the second level automatically be reserved at the top level?

e. Should any reserved name requirements be the same for all gTLDs?

f. Should there be a procedure for publishing new categories of reserved names before adding them to registry agreements?

g. Should there be a process for reserving names?

h. Should there be a process for un-reserving names?

i. Should it be assumed that all new strings allocated as gTLDs are reserved at the second level when they are awarded?

(Note that this list is not intended to be complete.)
4. Tasks 

a. “. . perform an initial examination of the role and treatment of reserved domain names at the first and second level” (SoW II, ¶ 1)

i. Summarize existing reserved name contractual conditions (SoW II, ¶ 2 and SoW III.A.1) found in gTLD Registry Agreements:

1. Attachment 11 - .aero, .coop, .museum

2. Appendix 6 - .asia, .biz, .cat, .com, .info, .jobs, .mobi, net, .org, .tel, .travel

3. Appendix K - .name, .pro

ii. Define the role of reserved names (SoW III.A.2-6)

1. Community discussions

2. ICANN staff reports

3. Relevant technical documents
4. Existing  ICANN staff work and relevant experiences

5. Two letter ccTLD names.

b.  “ . . (provide) recommendations for further consideration by the TF or Council.” (SoW II, ¶ 1)

i. Organize sub-elements of reserved names to guide the work of the RN-WG and any future work that might follow

1. Estimate the complexity of issues associated with each of the sub-elements and briefly describe the elements of complexity (SoW III.B.2)

2. Prioritize the sub-elements according to these factors (SoW III.B.3):
a. Estimated level of complexity (less complex to higher)
b. Importance/relevance to complete any work prior to the introduction of new gTLDs
c. Other {to be developed by WG)

3. Identify any sub-elements involving names at the 1st and 2nd level for which work may be able to be completed in time for the introduction of new gTLDs - short term work (SoW III.B.4)

ii. Develop a recommended plan for completing short term work (SoW III.B.4)

iii. Present short term work plan to Council for review and action as applicable (SoW III.B.4)

iv. Implement elements of short term work plan if applicable (SoW III.B.4)

v. Develop recommendations for a work plan for sub-elements not included in the short term work plan (SoW III.B.5) - How should a full examination of remaining reserved name issues and possible policy development recommendations proceed? (SoW II, ¶ 1)

