Proposed Format for UDRP Domain Name Lock F2F WG Meeting in Toronto
Date & Time: Thursday 18 October from 9.00 – 10.30 local time (13.00 – 14.30 UTC)

Proposed Format: To encourage input and participation from the audience, the WG may want to consider organizing the session in a debate style set up. From the initial deliberations and public input received, it looks like there are a limited number of options that the WG may want to consider to address the charter questions. Selecting WG members to ‘defend’ each of these different options, followed by an open discussion during which all attendees are invited to contribute, may help the WG to obtain the information and input it needs in order to determine which of these options to pursue further. The ‘debate’ could be structured along the following propositions
:

Topic A: When should the lock be applied?

Proposition A: The registrar should apply the lock at the moment of notification by the complainant, provided that the appropriate supporting information is provided.

Proposition B: The registrar should apply the lock at the moment the UDRP Provider submits the request for verification.

[Possible Proposition C: It is up to the registrar to determine when the lock is applied.]

Topic B - What kind of lock should be applied?

Proposition A: A standard EPP lock should be designated as required to be applied by the registrar in the case of a UDRP proceeding.

Proposition B: It is up to the registrar to determine what kind of lock is used, as long as it prevents any changes to information agreed upon.

Topic C: How quickly should the lock be applied?
Proposition A: The registrar should apply the lock within 24 hours of notification.
Proposition B: The registrar should apply the lock with 48 hours of notification. 

Topic D: Which changes should be prevented?

Proposition A: The lock should at a minimum prevent a transfer of the domain name registration to another registrar or registrant. Changes to the registrant information resulting from the lifting of a privacy/proxy service should be allowed.

Proposition B: The lock should prevent any changes to the domain name registration, including changes to the registrant information resulting from the lifting of a privacy / proxy service.

Topic E: Unlocking of a domain name registration
Proposition A: The lock may be lifted during the course of a UDRP Proceeding when both parties agree to a transfer.

Proposition B: The lock cannot be lifted during the course of a UDRP Proceeding. Only when the proceeding has completed can the lock be lifted. 

Timing

Welcome and introductions: 5 minutes

Topic A - 4 minutes for each proposition + 8 minutes group discussion

Topic B - 4 minutes for each proposition + 8 minutes group discussion
Topic C - 4 minutes for each proposition + 8 minutes group discussion

Topic D - 4 minutes for each proposition + 8 minutes group discussion

Topic E - 4 minutes for each proposition + 8 minutes group discussion

Conclusion / next steps: 5 minutes

� This outline presumes that there is general agreement that a lock should be applied in the case of UDRP Proceedings, however, if this is not the case, a starting proposition of locking vs. no-locking could be added.





