GNSO IDN WG, conference calls 30 January, overview
Summary

The Chair announced the launch of a Wiki at www.idn.wat.ch and introduced the agenda, slide 2.
Agreed that a possible need for members’ statements of interest be considered.

The Chair solicited comments on summary of last paired calls - no immediate comments, one reservation for future comments. 
Discussions on substance regarding remaining topics, slides 3-5, see below. Prioritization of topics, slide 6, see below.

Discussions on New gTLD Recommendations, slide 7, and Issues Report, slide 8, see below. Limited due to call time constraints. 
Agreed approach for next paired calls, slide 9 
Topics left to discuss (topics 4-7 from previous calls), slides 3-5
4. Existing gTLD Strings

4.1 Agreement that the approach of the New gTLD PDP is one string for each application.

4.2 Support for review of migration/exemption possibilities for existing IDN SLDs when reducing the number of allowed code points in the IDN protocol revision, while weeding out non-script/non-language characters if possible. Alternative view; to have latitude for gTLDs to set policy for IDN SLDs.
(Sao Paulo comments: The advent of an IDN protocol revision, with an inclusion-based approach that is more restrictive regarding allowed code points, prompted some comments in Sao Paulo. There are around 2 million IDN second level domains today, for which such an IDN protocol change may cause problems, calling for “grandfathering” options. Likewise, the effects of protocol changes on application software may raise issues for “grandfathering”. In the Sao Paulo discussions, it was mentioned that design criteria in the protocol revision foresee grandfathering and another comment was that the handling of technical problems due to protocol changes also invokes proportionality aspects. Also, it was mentioned regarding the protocol revision as such, that it now seems clear that the revision requires substantial individual efforts to define the limitations as there are no algorithmic ways to achieving this.) 
4.3 Support for pursuing compliance with ICANN IDN Guidelines.  

4.4 Support for addressing the topic of potential specific provisions regarding applications for IDN top-level strings from legacy gTLDs. 
5. Geo-Political Details
5.1 Support for considering local/regional preexisting developments regarding IDN gTLDs.
5.2 Support for a country’s rights to define strings for the country name. Alternative view; to also accept a country’s responsibility/right to approve any gTLD strings featuring its particular script, if unique for that country. Alternative view; to also acknowledge a country’s right to influence the definitions/tables of its scripts/languages. Alternative view; to require a country’s support for a gTLD string in “its” script, in analogy with the issue of geo-political names. Ancillary view: recognition that countries’ rights are limited to their respective jurisdictions.
(Sao Paulo comment: There are potential political issues in the use of scripts, as some countries/regions claim “rights” to the standards for their scripts. This was expressed in the ccTLD IDN debate in SP by the Korean ccTLD representative although not as “rights” but rather as “a need to prove the support of the respective community for accepting a TLD in its particular script”.)

5.3 Support for developing policy of general applicability. Alternative view; to develop a set of circumstance-dependent policies.  

6. Privacy & Whois Details

6.1 Support for recognizing a current practice to display the registrant in local script and at least one of the contacts in ASCII. Alternative view; to make both local and ASCII versions of Whois available. Alternative view; to recognize the debate on open Whois access versus privacy concerns in deliberations on Whois regarding IDN SLDs. Alternative view; to recognize that there may be further IDN Whois issues to investigate.

(Sao Paulo comment: It was noted in Sao Paulo that there are multiple solutions already in use today for Whois regarding IDNs. It was also noted that there hasn’t been many complaints on Whois for IDNs yet, but that that may change with increased IDN use and improved IDN support in browsers and other software.)
7. Legal details

7.1 Agreement that UDRP proceedings regarding IDN SLDs show no dysfunctions to date and that a review of UDRP now would be premature.
(Sao Paulo comments: In Sao Paulo, staff was tasked to investigate current experience of using the UDRP for IDNs. The UDRP has been applied to IDN second-level domain disputes ever since the year 2000 by WIPO. Although the number of such cases is relatively limited so far (around 60), the experience is that the UDRP works well also for IDNs, without any obvious need for modification. The WIPO view is that any potential revision of the UDRP in the light of IDNs should be guided by actual experience of new aspects that may be gained from future cases. A more elaborate account of this has been sent separately to the IDN WG mailing list.) 
Prioritization of topics
Each participant apportioned a total of ten points among the topics. The sum of these priority weights given during both calls are as follows:
Introduction of New gTLDs  
42.08
Techno-Policy Details 

20.50
Existing Domain Name Holders 
22.58
Existing gTLD Strings 

25.88
Geo-Political Details 

27.00
Privacy & Whois Details 

11.00
Legal Details



08.00
“Other/Stealth Issues”

01.50
New gTLD Recommendations

- Support for considering potential confusability of future IDN strings.

- Support for lower entry barriers for particular communities in need of IDN gTLDs. 

- Support for IDN considerations for extension of reserved names list, possibly by introducing a notion of “reserved concepts”, like the concept of “example” as expressed in other languages/scripts. Support for conveying this idea to the New gTLD Reserved Names Task Force for consideration. Alternative view; to pursue this idea further in the WG before conveying advice.
Issues Report

- Agreement that members provide views on this report to the WG mailing list, while noting that the report has partly been overtaken by events.
