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This statement on the issue noted above is submitted on behalf of the gTLD Registries Stakeholder Group (RySG).  The statement that follows represents a consensus position of the RySG as further detailed at the end of the document. The RySG statement was arrived at through a combination of RySG email list discussion and RySG meetings (including teleconference meetings).

In the last paragraph of Section 2, Purpose of Community Travel Support, we appreciate the acknowledgement that Registries and Registrars “provide most of the funding for ICANN on behalf of registrants”.

In Figure 1 on page 5, Travel Support for Community Members in FY12, do the numbers of members supported represent equivalent full support?  In other words, when it shows 20.0 for GNSO travel support for Dakar, does that mean that the equivalent of full travel support was paid for 20 individuals or does it mean that 20 individuals received travel support regardless of whether it was full or partial travel support.  We assume the former and believe that is the most helpful way to report it.

Figure 2 on page 9, FY13 Travel Support (# of travelers) Summary, shows 20.0 travelers per ICANN meeting.  Why is this lower than the FY12 average of 24.2?  In the statements made following Figure 2 for each of the organizations, there should be explanations for any changes made compared to the FY12 estimates.

The GNSO paragraph at the bottom of page 10 says: “In FY13, travel support includes an allowance for 20 supported travel positions to each of the two ICANN International meetings, which is equivalent to 18 GNSO council members, including those appointed by the NomCom, and 2 liaisons.”  These numbers appear to be incorrect.  The GNSO Council consists of the following: 7 voting members in the Contracted Party House, 3 from each of the RySG and RrSG plus one NomCom appointee; 13 voting members in the Non-Contracted Party House, 6 from the NCSG and 6 from the CSG plus one NomCom appointee; 1 non-voting NomCom appointee; 2 non-voting liaisons from the ALAC and the ccNSO.  That totals 23.

In reference to Figure 3 on page 12, SO/AC Requested Travel Support in draft FY13 Budget (# of travelers), we note that there appears to be no support included for the ALAC proposed ICANN Academy pilot session tentatively scheduled for the Toronto meeting.  The RySG suggests that support be added for this effort, which we believe is much needed and is complementary to GNSO Improvement goals of training leaders.  In this regard, we would like to ask whether any unused travel support slots for the RySG could be used to provide travel expenses for potential RySG leaders to the Academy.  This option could be offered to all groups.

Regarding the ‘Exception process’ at the top of page 14, it is not very helpful to simply provide a list of typical requests.  It would be much more useful to provide typical (if not standard) responses to the requests and/or determining factors regarding the responses.

The secretariat of the RySG has received support from ICANN  for several years and has found the ICANN Travel Team to be responsive, thorough and timely in addressing any concerns or issues.  Over the course of the past couple of years, ICANN staff have been attentive to constructive feedback resulting in enhanced efficiency.

RySG Level of Support

1. Level of Support of Active Members:   Supermajority
1.1. # of Members in Favor:  10
1.2. # of Members Opposed:  0
1.3. # of Members that Abstained: 0   

1.4. # of Members that did not vote: 4 

2. Minority Position(s):  N/A
General RySG Information

· Total # of eligible RySG Members
:  14

· Total # of RySG Members:  13


· Total # of Active RySG Members
:  13

· Minimum requirement for supermajority of Active Members:  9

· Minimum requirement for majority of Active Members:  7
· # of Members that participated in this process:  13
· 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 this statement: Chuck Gomes, cgomes@verisign.com
� 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


� 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.





2

