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PDP WG Requirements 
•  Cons=tuency	
  /	
  Stakeholder	
  Group	
  Statements	
  
•  Formally	
  seek	
  the	
  opinion	
  of	
  other	
  ICANN	
  
Advisory	
  CommiDees	
  and	
  Suppor=ng	
  
Organiza=ons	
  early	
  on	
  in	
  the	
  process	
  

•  Development	
  of	
  Ini=al	
  Report	
  &	
  Public	
  
Comment	
  

•  Review	
  of	
  Comments	
  
•  Final	
  Report	
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•  Annex	
  A	
  of	
  the	
  ICANN	
  Bylaws	
  -­‐	
  
hDp://www.icann.org/en/about/governance/bylaws#AnnexA	
  

•  PDP	
  Manual	
  -­‐	
  
hDp://gnso.icann.org/council/annex-­‐2-­‐pdp-­‐manual-­‐16dec11-­‐
en.pdf	
  	
  

•  New	
  PDP	
  Overview	
  -­‐	
  
hDps://community.icann.org/download/aDachments/
31174557/New+PDP+Overview+-­‐+25+January+2012.doc?
version=1&modifica=onDate=1334243734850	
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•  The	
  PDP	
  Working	
  Group	
  is	
  tasked	
  to	
  provide	
  the	
  GNSO	
  
Council	
  with	
  a	
  policy	
  recommenda=on	
  regarding	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  
‘thick’	
  Whois	
  by	
  all	
  gTLD	
  Registries,	
  both	
  exis=ng	
  and	
  future.	
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•  As	
  part	
  of	
  its	
  delibera=ons	
  on	
  this	
  issue,	
  the	
  PDP	
  WG	
  should,	
  at	
  
a	
  minimum,	
  consider	
  the	
  following	
  elements	
  as	
  detailed	
  in	
  the	
  
Final	
  Issue	
  Report:	
  	
  
–  response	
  consistency;	
  	
  
–  stability;	
  accessibility;	
  	
  
–  impact	
  on	
  privacy	
  and	
  data	
  protec=on;	
  	
  
–  cost	
  implica=ons;	
  	
  
–  synchroniza=on	
  /	
  migra=on;	
  	
  
–  authorita=veness;	
  	
  
–  compe==on	
  in	
  registry	
  services;	
  	
  
–  exis=ng	
  Whois	
  applica=ons;	
  	
  
–  data	
  escrow;	
  	
  
–  registrar	
  Port	
  43	
  Whois	
  requirements.	
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Should	
  the	
  PDP	
  WG	
  reach	
  consensus	
  on	
  a	
  recommenda=on	
  that	
  
‘thick’	
  Whois	
  should	
  be	
  required	
  for	
  all	
  gTLDs,	
  the	
  PDP	
  WG	
  is	
  also	
  
expected	
  to	
  consider:	
  

–  Cost	
  implica=ons	
  for	
  gTLD	
  registries,	
  registrars	
  and	
  registrants	
  of	
  a	
  
transi=on	
  to	
  ‘thick’	
  Whois	
  

–  Guidelines	
  as	
  to	
  how	
  to	
  conduct	
  such	
  a	
  transi=on	
  (=meline,	
  
requirements,	
  poten=al	
  changes	
  to	
  Registra=on	
  Agreements,	
  etc.)	
  

–  Are	
  special	
  provisions	
  and/or	
  exemp=ons	
  needed	
  for	
  gTLD	
  registries	
  
which	
  operate	
  a	
  ‘thick’	
  Whois	
  but	
  provide	
  =ered	
  access,	
  for	
  example?	
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In	
  addi=on,	
  the	
  PDP	
  WG	
  should	
  take	
  into	
  account	
  other	
  ICANN	
  
ini=a=ves	
  that	
  may	
  help	
  inform	
  the	
  delibera=ons	
  limited	
  to	
  this	
  
specific	
  topic	
  such	
  as;	
  

–  Registry/registrar	
  separa=on	
  and	
  related	
  developments	
  with	
  regards	
  to	
  
access	
  to	
  customer	
  data;	
  

–  Output	
  from	
  any/all	
  of	
  the	
  four	
  Whois	
  Studies	
  chartered	
  by	
  the	
  GNSO	
  
Council,	
  if	
  completed	
  in	
  =me	
  for	
  considera=on	
  by	
  the	
  WG;	
  

–  The	
  2004	
  transi=on	
  of	
  .ORG	
  from	
  thin	
  to	
  thick;	
  
–  The	
  work	
  being	
  done	
  concurrently	
  on	
  the	
  interna=onaliza=on	
  of	
  Whois	
  

and	
  the	
  successor	
  to	
  the	
  Whois	
  protocol	
  and	
  data	
  model;	
  
–  Results	
  of	
  the	
  RAA	
  nego=a=ons,	
  and	
  	
  
–  Recommenda=ons	
  of	
  the	
  Whois	
  Review	
  Team.	
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•  Decision-­‐making	
  methodology	
  
•  Problem	
  /	
  Issue	
  escala=on	
  &	
  resolu=on	
  processes	
  
•  Staffing	
  and	
  organiza=on	
  
•  See	
  hDps://community.icann.org/display/PDP/3.+WG+Charter	
  	
  



GNSO	
  Working	
  Group	
  
Guidelines 
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•  The	
  objec=ve	
  of	
  the	
  GNSO	
  Working	
  Group	
  Guidelines	
  is	
  to	
  
assist	
  Working	
  Groups	
  to	
  op=mize	
  produc=vity	
  and	
  
effec=veness	
  

•  The	
  main	
  elements	
  of	
  importance	
  to	
  Working	
  Group	
  members	
  
covered	
  are:	
  
–  First	
  mee=ng	
  of	
  the	
  Working	
  Group	
  
–  Working	
  Group	
  Member	
  Roles	
  and	
  Responsibili=es	
  
–  Use	
  of	
  sub-­‐teams,	
  briefings	
  and	
  subject	
  maDer	
  experts	
  
–  Par=cipa=on	
  and	
  Representa=veness	
  
–  Process	
  integrity,	
  Behavior	
  and	
  norms	
  
–  Standard	
  Methodology	
  for	
  Making	
  Decisions	
  
–  Appeal	
  process	
  
–  Communica=on	
  and	
  collabora=on	
  tools	
  
–  Products	
  &	
  Output	
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•  GNSO	
  Working	
  Group	
  Guidelines	
  Summary	
  -­‐	
  
hDp://gnso.icann.org/council/summary-­‐gnso-­‐wg-­‐
guidelines-­‐06apr11-­‐en.pdf	
  

•  GNSO	
  Working	
  Group	
  Guidelines	
  -­‐	
  	
  
hDp://gnso.icann.org/council/annex-­‐1-­‐gnso-­‐wg-­‐
guidelines-­‐07apr11-­‐en.pdf	
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Thank You 


