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The Registries Stakeholder Group (RySG) would like to thank the IRTP Working Group and ICANN staff for the time and effort that was expended in the creation of this report.  These comments on the issue noted above are submitted on behalf of the gTLD RySG.  The comments that follow represent a consensus position of the RySG as further detailed at the end of the document. The RySG comments were arrived at through a combination of RySG email list discussion and RySG meetings (including teleconference meetings).
The RySG would be supportive of Recommendation #1 relating to Charter Question A which proposes a change of control policy, if the development of the policy can be accomplished without the need for a separate PDP.  Ideally, the RySG would prefer to see the development of a change of control policy separate and apart from the IRTP to be completed as part of the deliverables of PDP C.  If this is not possible, then the RySG would support the Hybrid Policy approach suggested on Page 25 of the Initial Report.  

Of the three options relating to whether there should be any restrictions in place that would prevent a change of registrar immediately following a change of registrant as described on pages 21 and 22 of the Initial Report, the RySG supports the third option which permits the registrant to opt out of the 60 day restriction on an inter-registrar transfer after a change of registrant.  It is the view of the RySG that this option as outlined in the “possible” Step 5 of the proposed change of registrant process on page 23 would be most effective if both the Prior and New Registrants are required to affirm their desire to opt out.

Discussion within the RySG pointed out that, in cases where the domain name is registered to an organization or company instead of an individual, the registrant may no longer be employed by the organization which could complicate the process by which the Prior and New Registrants affirm their desire to opt out of the 60 day restriction on inter-registrar transfers.  It was suggested that in these cases, an authorized representative of the organization or company be permitted to provide their election to opt-out.

Since the registrant and administrative contact email addresses are used as a method to validate the legitimacy of a transfer request, it is recommended that the Note on page 23 defining the change of registrant as an update to the Primary Contact Method (among other updates) be revised to specifically indicate an update to the Registrant and / or Administrative Contact email address.

Relating to the second note on page 24 of the Initial Report, the RySG supports and strongly recommends the use of the AuthInfo code as the Change of Registrant Credential to validate the authorization of the Registrant to effect the change.  The original intent of the AuthInfo code was its use to authenticate ANY type of domain update, i.e. transfers, name server changes, registrant changes, etc.  However, while it may be used for any types of updates to a domain name, Registries and Registrars may need to do additional development to implement its use to authenticate other types of updates beyond its current implementation as a mechanism to authenticate transfers.  Given this, should this recommendation receive wide support and ultimately be approved, both Registries and Registrars must be afforded adequate time to implement such changes.

With regard to Recommendation #2 relating to Charter Question B which contemplates whether provisions on time-limiting FOAs should be implemented (45 – 60 days) to avoid fraudulent transfers out, the RySG supports a shorter period (such as 30 calendar days, or until the domain name expires or there is a change of registrant, whichever occurs first) for an FOA to be valid based on the intent that the existing FOA is to be initiated and maintained by the Gaining Registrar to document the authorization of the registrant or administrative contact for a transfer to the Gaining Registrar.  Any issues that may delay the successful completion of a transfer authorized by the FOA, such as the unlocking of a domain name or obtaining an AuthInfo code, should be able to be resolved within a 30 calendar day period.

Recommendation #3, also pertaining to Charter Question B, which suggests an enhanced FOA that supports pre-authorized or auto-renewal of the FOA for Prior Registrants who have chosen to opt out of the FOA time limiting requirement, seems to relate more to a change of registrant than a change of registrar.  The RySG is of the opinion that it would be more appropriate to address this need in the context of a change of control policy. 
The RySG supports Recommendation #4 relating to Charter Question C which recommends that all gTLD Registry Operators be required to publish the Registrar of Record’s IANA ID in the TLD’s WHOIS.  However, the RySG recommends the removal of the designation of “thick” in the WHOIS reference as the Registrar of Record information would be available in all versions of WHOIS.  Further, the RySG supports a modification to this recommendation to also stipulate that all gTLD Registry Operators, existing and future, shall have the option to utilize and publish proprietary IDs so long as they also publish the IANA ID in their TLD’s WHOIS.  Finally, as with any recommendation that would require development effort and modifications to systems to implement, the RySG notes that Registries must be afforded adequate time to implement Recommendation #4 so as not to negatively impact existing development roadmaps and cycles.
RySG Level of Support
Level of Support of Active Members:   Supermajority
# of Members in Favor:  10
# of Members Opposed:  0
# of Members that Abstained:    0
# of Members that did not vote:  4
Minority Position(s):  

General RySG Information
· Total # of eligible RySG Members[footnoteRef:1]:  14 [1:  All top-level domain sponsors or registry operators that have agreements with ICANN to provide Registry Services in support of one or more gTLDs are eligible for membership upon the “effective date” set forth in the operator’s or sponsor’s agreement (RySG Charter, Article II, RySG Membership, Sec. A). The RySG Charter can be found at http://www.gtldregistries.org/sites/gtldregistries.org/files/Charter_for_RySG_6_July_2011_FINAL.pdf] 

· Total # of RySG Members:  14	
· Total # of Active RySG Members[footnoteRef:2]:  14 [2:  Per the RySG Charter, Article II, RySG Membership, Sec.D: Members shall be classified as “Active” or “Inactive”. An active member must meet eligibility requirements, must be current on dues, and must be a regular participant in RySG activities. A member shall be classified as Active unless it is classified as Inactive pursuant to the provisions of this paragraph. Members become Inactive by failing to participate in three consecutively scheduled RySG meetings or voting processes or both. An Inactive member shall continue to have membership rights and duties except being counted as present or absent in the determination of a quorum. An Inactive member immediately resumes Active status at any time by participating in a RySG meeting or by voting.] 

· Minimum requirement for supermajority of Active Members:  10
· Minimum requirement for majority of Active Members:  8
· # of Members that participated in this process:  14
· Names of Members that participated in this process:
1. Afilias (.info, .mobi & .pro)
2. DotAsia Organisation (.asia)
3. DotCooperation (.coop)
4. Employ Media (.jobs)
5. Fundació puntCAT (.cat)
6. ICM, Inc. (.xxx)
7. Museum Domain Management Association – MuseDoma (.museum)
8. NeuStar (.biz)
9. Public Interest Registry - PIR (.org)
10. Societe Internationale de Telecommunication Aeronautiques – SITA (.aero)
11. Telnic (.tel)
12. Tralliance Registry Management Company (TRMC) (.travel)
13. VeriSign (.com, .name, & .net)

· Names & email addresses for points of contact
· Chair:	David Maher, dmaher@pir.org
· Vice Chair:  Keith Drazek, kdrazek@verisign.com
· Secretariat:  Cherie Stubbs, Cherstubbs@aol.com
· RySG representative for these comments:  Barbara Knight, bknight@verisign.com 
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