Stability
Issue Description
The Working Group used the following straw man definition: 
“Availability of Whois data in the case of a business or technical failure”.

Stability in a 'thin' Whois environment
In a thin Whois model, there are two sources of copies of Whois information in case of a business or technical failure; the registrar and the escrow service used by the registrar. In case of the failure of one of these two sources, there is one fallback available.

Stability in a ‘thick’ Whois environment

Under the current policies, with a thick Whois model, the two sources identified in the previous paragraph are available as well as two additional sources, namely the registry and the escrow service used by the registry, resulting in a total of four locations where the data is stored. In the cases of a failure of one of these, there are three possible fallback sources. 

Possible advantages for stability in a ‘thick’ Whois environment

The WG noted that a ‘thick’ Whois model provides three fallback sources in the case of a failure, compared to one in the ‘thin’ model. Since most catastrophic failures are often the result of multiple failures, having multiple backups is preferential. As a result, the WG concluded that three is better than one.  

Possible downsides for stability in a ‘thick’ Whois environment
Some WG participants are of the view that having personal data at multiple sites makes that data more susceptible to attack or misuse
. This issue is addressed in the section on privacy and data protection. Some WG participants notes that there may be an increased risk of inconsistencies by having four copies of the data, while others pointed out that this risk can be mitigated by making use of multi-master replication

.
Conclusion

Most contributions received agree that multiple copies are better than fewer, but some feel that four copies are excessive (note this issue is further considered in the section on data escrow). Most WG members support the benefits of the thick model from the perspective of stability. On balance, there is consensus that the thick model provides additional stability over the thin model, although some are of the view that this additional stability is not required, while others believe that there is a privacy price to pay for this extra stability.
� See http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Multi-master_replication





�Is there any data / sources that support this statement that could be included?


�Rick, can you confirm that this is what you were referring to? Also, there is a better reference or link to include to explain this in further detail, feel free to suggest.
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