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With reference to the DRAFT Final REPORT Recommendations for Fast Track, 
I would like to mention following points & necessary modification of this Draft/Final Report.

=================================================
Comments # 1:

With in this Draft Final Report (V.4), everywhere, the discussion of non-contentious IDN ccTLD is mentioned as the association with the ISO3166-1 two-letter codes. 

But this limitation of two-letter codes (as the abbreviation for the country/ territory names listed in ISO3166-1) was relaxed by ccNSO GAC decision.
“GNSO response: IDN ccTLDs should not be restricted to 2 characters, but there should not be an equivalent introduction of variable length ASCII ccTLDs. The restriction of ASCII ccTLDs to the ISO 3166-1 2-character codes should be maintained and should not be considered as part of the IDN issue.”

Request # 1:

It is requested that this decision “IDN ccTLDs should not be restricted to 2 characters “ should be mentioned clearly in this “DRAFT Final REPORT”. 
Reference for Comments # 1:

1. Executive Summary

The IDNC WG was tasked by the ICANN Board to recommend mechanisms to

introduce a limited number of non-contentious IDN ccTLDs, associated with the

ISO 3166-1 two-letter codes, to meet near term demand, while the overall policy is

being developed.
Please find hereunder IDN ccTLD proposal & ccNSO GAC decision is the same context in dark-blue color:

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

A discussion was previously opened by M/s ICANN to discuss IDN ccTLD issues (url. http://www.icann.org/announcements/announcement-19dec07.htm) and which was based on following two ICANN bylaws:

1. Whether Article IX of the ICANN bylaws applies to IDN ccTLDs associated with the ISO 3166-1 two letter codes, and if it does not then to establish if Article IX should apply. 

2. Whether the ccNSO should launch a PDP to develop the policy for the selection and delegation of IDN ccTLDs associated with the ISO 3166-1 two-letter codes. 

Here the limitation for "two-letter codes" was mentioned as pre-decided policy.

I have submitted a proposal to remove the limitation of two-letters and also asked to let the local language representatives & experts to select better & meaningful abbreviation for IDN Country Code. 

I also mentioned the nonconformity of ISO and requested to ask UN and ISO to review their list according to regional languages.
  (see ref. http://forum.icann.org/lists/idn-cctld-issues/msg00011.html).

Now they have closed the comments period and have updated it with their Report.

2008 Feb 23 - GNSO comments in response to the ccNSO-GAC Issues Report on IDN Issues 
See (http://forum.icann.org/lists/idn-cctld-issues/msg00013.html) and Attachment: 

ccNSO GAC Issues Report on IDN ccTLDs - GNSO Response 20 Feb.doc 

See(http://forum.icann.org/lists/idn-cctld-issues/msg00013.html)

Where we achieved the prompt action, acceptance of our request. 

ccNSO GAC decided and mentioned that:

1. The two letters limitation is not applied on IDN ccTLD.

2. The naming convention and abbreviation will be decided by the local language representatives 
    and experts.

3. The selected/ proposed name should be supported by local Language Authorities, Community 
    and Government. 

4. The application should be designated by local Gov.

Note: I also have submitted my request to both organizations UNO & ISO to provide parallel column for each country code in their native language/ native language script with the consultation of local language authorities.

=================================================
Comments # 2:

With in this Draft Final Report (V.4), the word of non-contentious is used with IDN ccTLDs is used that the IDN ccTLD Domain Name will be non-controversial or non-arguable. 

Request # 2:

If it’s the meaning of the tern then fine, the selected string should not be controversial or objectionable by the territory or Internet Community, but if it is used in the meaning that abbreviation code of ccTLD will not be similar in pronunciation with any other ccTLD or gTLD then it should be re-considered and reviewed again. 

One of the positive impacts in usage of the similar pronunciation is described hereunder:

If a ccTLD (ASCI) or gTLD (ASCI) in English is similar in pronunciation of newly recommended string in local native language for IDN ccTLD, and if the Registry operator is the same organization, the registrar/registry operator will have the facility to issue the registration facility for same pronounceable domain name (second-domain, third-level domain name) to the registrant. For example IBM is a registered trademark and will be pronounce similarly in each language. If they obtain the similar pronounceable second-domain, third-level domain name with a ccTLD as well as IDN ccTLD where as the ccTLD and IDN ccTLD are also similarly pronounceable then they will be able to route their request for IDN ccTLD domain names and forward their IDN email addresses onto similar pronounceable ccTLD domain name and English Email address with English ccTLD suffix. 
So, if the new IDN ccTLD is similar in pronunciation with other ccTLD or gTLD but however it is supported and recommended by local community as well as chosen by Local/ National Government, then it should be reserved for this territory and the rules should be relaxed on their demand.
Reference for Comments # 2:

1. Executive Summary

The IDNC WG was tasked by the ICANN Board to recommend mechanisms to

introduce a limited number of non-contentious IDN ccTLDs, associated with the

ISO 3166-1 two-letter codes, to meet near term demand, while the overall policy is

being developed.
2. Alternative position on Principle E:

“Maintianing Consistency with Current ccTLD Practices and GAC ccTLD

Principles

Another alternative view understands that based on available documentation of

ccTLD practices, including the GAC ccTLD principles, while it is accepted that the

delegation of a ccTLD should be a matter within the corresponding territory, the

current practice for the selection of the ccTLD string is explicitly established

through international collaboration. More specifically, the current ccTLD practice

is not a mechanism whereby each territory proposes a particular two-letter string

to ICANN, but rather it follows the process of the ISO 3166-1 standard. The IDN

ccTLD Fast Track, will introduce a new method that cannot be said to be identical

with the current ccTLD practices. Therefore, it is important to continue to

maintain, as the IDNC WG charter expresses, that the IDN ccTLD introduced in

the Fast Track should be non-contentious.”

. . . . . . 
E: The proposed string and delegation request should be non-contentious within the territory

Delegation of an IDN ccTLD should only be possible in the Fast Track where the IDN ccTLD string is non-contentious within the territory and the designation of the selected delegate is non-contentious within the territory. This is evidenced by the support/endorsement of the relevant stakeholders in the territory for the selected string as a meaningful representation of the name of the territory and for the selected delegate.
=================================================

Comments # 3:

The Executive Summary Para-4 regarding The Methodology, 

Request # 3:

Executive Summary & rest of the document may please be described as follows, to incorporate the Territory identification method, and clear vision of understanding that abbreviation is not limited to 2 letters: 

The Methodology:

Territory preparation to enter the Fast Track 

1. Identification of Territory (only listed Territory in ISO3166-1)

2. Identify script and language for each Territory.

3. Select meaningful String as IDN ccTLD abbreviation (not limited to 2 letters) in the native language script. 
4. Document the endorsement & support in territory of identified language/ script and string.

5. Appoint/ select IDN ccTLD Registry Operator/ Manager or relevant pubic authority and prepare documentation endorsement/support, and other items necessary to enter the Due Diligence stage.
6. Prepare language table to be used (Unicode/ puny code in xn- format) 
Reference for Comments # 3:

1. Executive Summary
. . . . . . . 

The Methodology:

Territory prepares to enter the Fast Track

1. Identify script and language

2. Select String

3. Document the endorsement in territory of identified language/script and string.

4.Appoint/ select IDN ccTLD manager or relevant pubic authority and prepare

documentation endorsement/support, and other items necessary to enter the Due

Diligence stage

5. Prepare language table to be used”
=================================================
Comments # 4:

It is stated that the basic purpose of this Fast Track is to introduce a limited number of non-contentious IDN ccTLDs. Here it not mentioned that what is criteria to shortlist the requests for the preparation of a list of “limited numbers”. 
Request # 4:

I think that the mechanism & criteria to shortlist territories or to drop other territories should be included with in this Report.
If ccNSO Working Group understand that the some of under-developed or non-developed territories, (which are also yet not prepared to accommodate and handle their IDN Registry), the IDN ccTLD’s of those territories can be dropped from this Fast Track. However, the other developed territories or those who are prepared to handle with their IDN ccTLDs with in their own country, those should be included with in this 1st batch of IDN TLDs introduction opportunity.
Reference for Comments # 4:

2. Introduction

. . . . . . 
The purpose of the Fast Track is to introduce a limited number of non-contentious

IDN ccTLDs, associated with the ISO 3166-1 two-letter codes in a short time

frame to meet near term demand. . . . . 

=================================================
Comments # 5:

The mechanism to designate an IDN ccTLD manager does not clarify that either the ccTLD Manager will be a local organization (profit/non profit/Government) or could be a foreign company. 
Request # 5:

5-a.

In accordance with the National benefit, it is always recommended that intellectual property rights of public of national concern assets should be allocated to a local / national organization instead of any organization of the world could fulfill the basic criteria. The basic intention of the IDN ccTLD introduction is to promote the Localization and Internet in Local Languages globally. So, it is necessary to clearly mention in the mechanism to select local company as IDN ccTLD Manager, and definitely with the support of local community or local/ national Government. 

5-b.

Here it is necessary to mention that if a territory is not able to accommodate or handle the new IDN namespace or ready to provide Language Table and ready to introduce compatible internet browser in their community (input editor) for their own native language, they should be facilitated with every means and source for preparation for Internationalized Internet Setup with in their own country. This may needed help in term of financing, borrowing latest technology, servers and technical support until unless they can handle it by themselves. It should be understandable the most of the under developed countries, under developed Internet Community will not be able to sell thousands of sublevel domain names with their own local IDN ccTLD namespace. So, the investment in term of gaining profit from IDN Business should not be considered from Registry Prospective, so the fee structure should also be reviewed on territory and usefulness business. 

Reference for Comments # 5:

2. Introduction

. . . . . . 
As determined in the Initial and Interim Report, the Fast Track requires two specific mechanisms:

1. A mechanism for the selection of the IDN ccTLD string; and

2. A mechanism to designate an IDN ccTLD manager.
. . . . . . 
5. Select intended IDN ccTLD manager

In accordance with current practices for delegation of a ccTLD (see for further

information: http://www.iana.org/domains/root/delegation-guide/)
. . . . . . 
E: The proposed string and delegation request should be non-contentious within the territory

Delegation of an IDN ccTLD should only be possible in the Fast Track where the IDN ccTLD string is non-contentious within the territory and the designation of the selected delegate is non-contentious within the territory. This is evidenced by the support/endorsement of the relevant stakeholders in the territory for the selected string as a meaningful representation of the name of the territory and for the selected delegate.
=================================================
Additional Request # 6:

Q6a: It is important that what will be the cost & application fee for the new IDN ccTLDs.

Q 6.b: If more then one Delegated Manager appears from the territory, who they will ICANN will deal with them? If ICANN will have some planning for the bidding the new .IDN TLDs, one can expect that only richest companies (monopolist) will achieve the .IDN names. And Internet will go in the hand of monopolists. This is against the policy of transparency. Similarly another clarification is most important and required that if someone  propose or apply for the new TLD (if he is given a chance), what are the  chances this proposed name is offered first to existing registrar of other TLDs and second it is sold to higher bidder (either bidding is open to the whole world)?

Proposed Solution:

However, it is suggested that the new IDN TLD fee should not be so high, but the concurrent charges may be applied with each next 2 or 3 level domain names created with new TLD. This procedure will help to provide equal opportunity to the community of Internet world. Another procedure for the setting up proposed fee structure has already been submitted by my to ICANN, and hopefully will be considered positively.
Instead of bidding any namespace among two or more competitors / stakeholders, it should be some other way to decide that to which one new IDN ccTLD Registry has to be allocated. For example first come first serve. 
Thanking you and Best Regards
Proposed By: 

Imran Ahmed Shah

Advisor to Urdu Internet Council

Leading Groups: 

WebSphere User Group of Pakistan

Pakistan Tivoli User Group

Pakistan Rational User Group

Contact No: +92-300-4130617

imran.shah@urduware.com

