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Introduction
Internet users without GNSO constituency affiliations hold discussions within ICANN in what formerly was known as the DNSO General Assembly mailing/discussion list.  Prior to the ICANN “Reform”, this discussion list was a robust environment with healthy cross-constituency and Board member participation.  Over 1000 individuals subscribed to the Announce service and over 300 individuals were subscribed to the Discussion List.
  Three years after the reform process which saw the structural dissolution of the General Assembly, the Discussion List remains home to no more than a few remaining veterans of the ICANN process.  Although ICANN no longer properly supports a discussion environment for individual users that allows for the articulation of consensus views through the offices of duly elected representatives, we remaining individual users have chosen even so to contribute to the GNSO PDP on new TLDs with this commentary.
Explaining our Process

Subsequent to the receipt of an Issues Report
 from ICANN Policy Development Coordination Staff Manager Olof Nordling and ICANN consultant Liz Williams, and following receipt of an updated Discussion Draft from Olof Nordling
, the GNSO Council on Friday, 2 December 2005 voted
 to implement a Policy Development Process (PDP) on New Top-Level Domains (TLDs).  The Council exercised their prerogative to move forward on the basis of Annex A
, Section 8, of the ICANN bylaws by convening a “Committee of the Whole” to handle the PDP.  Per the bylaws, the GNSO Policy Development Process requires that all

Constituency Statements and Public Comment Statements shall be submitted to the Staff Manager within thirty-five calendar days after initiation of the PDP.
The individual members of the General Assembly have complied with the timetable established by the bylaws (even though certain members of the GNSO Names Council have argued that the timetable “does not work”
).   
Participants on the General Assembly Discussion list were notified of the initiation of the PDP through a member post on Monday 5 December 2005.
  This post detailed the Terms of Reference
 established by the GNSO Council -- a collection of four distinct considerations – and outlined a procedure whereby each would be addressed, namely a week of discussion on each item prior to document preparation in the final remaining days.
Members of the Discussion List recognize that the General Assembly as an institution is “defunct”
, and as such notify the Board that the comments contained herein do not represent an Internet user consensus view (as the pool of available participants, severely limited as a result of Board and Staff actions, is currently far too small – 20 – to be considered a fully representative body
), but rather are to be viewed as the input of a few long-time participants that have struggled to contribute to the ICANN process without the benefit of a representative construct and in the absence of any ICANN support.  
As our contribution is a collaborative effort on the part of a defined constituency of participants, we have chosen to submit documentation of our effort in keeping with the guidelines enumerated within the ICANN bylaws:

1. Constituency Statements. The Representatives will each be responsible for soliciting the position of their constituencies, at a minimum, and other comments as each Representative deems appropriate, regarding the issue under consideration. This position and other comments, as applicable, should be submitted in a formal statement to the task force chair (each, a "Constituency Statement") within thirty-five (35) calendar days after initiation of the PDP. Every Constituency Statement shall include at least the following:

(i) If a Supermajority Vote was reached, a clear statement of the constituency's position on the issue;

(ii) If a Supermajority Vote was not reached, a clear statement of all positions espoused by constituency members;

(iii) A clear statement of how the constituency arrived at its position(s). Specifically, the statement should detail specific constituency meetings, teleconferences, or other means of deliberating an issue, and a list of all members who participated or otherwise submitted their views;

(iv) An analysis of how the issue would affect the constituency, including any financial impact on the constituency; and

(v) An analysis of the period of time that would likely be necessary to implement the policy.

In that the ICANN Board officially eliminated the General Assembly, we no longer have a voting mechanism to record our constituency position; that said, this report notes that over 500 comments have been tendered thus far to the discussion list since the start of our debate on new gTLD introduction issues, and we have listed the names of all participants in this endeavor in Appendix A.  
The manner by which the constituency arrived at its position on each point of the Terms of Reference is outlined immediately prior to the presentation of our observations on that particular point (so that others might readily evaluate how we arrived at our determination and so that others might evaluate our respective biases). 
A section entitled Final Conclusions provides an analysis of how the issues overall affect our constituency as well as the balance of the Internet community; this section is followed by a set of final recommendations.  
Note:  We have chosen not to analyze the period of time that would likely be necessary to implement our policy recommendations as experience has sadly taught us that we cannot rely upon the GNSO Council to adhere to any given timetable whatsoever.
The GNSO New TLDs Terms of Reference
:
Terms of reference for new gTLDs
1. Should new generic top level domain names be introduced? 

a. Given the information provided here and any other relevant information available to the GNSO, the GNSO should assess whether there is sufficient support within the Internet community to enable the introduction of new top level domains. If this is the case the following additional terms of reference are applicable. 

2. Selection Criteria for New Top Level Domains 

a. Taking into account the existing selection criteria from previous top level domain application processes and relevant criteria in registry services re-allocations, develop modified or new criteria which specifically address ICANN's goals of expanding the use and usability of the Internet. In particular, examine ways in which the allocation of new top level domains can meet demands for broader use of the Internet in developing countries. 

b. Examine whether preferential selection criteria (e.g. sponsored) could be developed which would encourage new and innovative ways of addressing the needs of Internet users. 

c. Examine whether additional criteria need to be developed which address ICANN's goals of ensuring the security and stability of the Internet. 

3. Allocation Methods for New Top Level Domains 

a. Using the experience gained in previous rounds, develop allocation methods for selecting new top level domain names. 

b. Examine the full range of allocation methods including auctions, ballots, first-come first-served and comparative evaluation to determine the methods of allocation that best enhance user choice while not compromising predictability and stability. 

c. Examine how allocation methods could be used to achieve ICANN's goals of fostering competition in domain name registration services and encouraging a diverse range of registry services providers. 

4. Policy to Guide Contractual Conditions for New Top Level Domains 

a. Using the experience of previous rounds of top level domain name application processes and the recent amendments to registry services agreements, develop policies to guide the contractual criteria which are publicly available prior to any application rounds. 

b. Determine what policies are necessary to provide security and stability of registry services. 

c. Determine appropriate policies to guide a contractual compliance programme for registry services. 

Methodology:  

Terms of Reference Point #1 -- Rationale
Beginning with the first point
 in the Terms of Reference, the Discussion List members considered the following contributions:
a. The October 2004 Copyright Coalition on Domain Names Statement presented by Steve Metalitz

b. The OECD document “Working Party on Telecommunication and Information Services Policies – Generic Top-Level Domain Names:  Market Development and Allocation Issues”

c. Comments from the 30 November 2005 Vancouver IDN Workshop

d. Comments from the Diplo Foundation’s Jovan Kurbalija on the need for a .roma (gypsies) TLD

e. The DNSO Council Report on Expansion of the Namespace

f. The WG-C Report:  “Issue One:  Should there be new gTLDs?”

g. Remarks from Dirk Krischenowski on behalf of a .berlin initiative, and a resolution from the City of New York’s Queens Community Board 3 on the desirability of a .nyc TLD

h. Comments from MINC’s Khaled Fattal on the relationship between ICANN, the U.S. Government, and the current balkanization of the net

i. Comments from J.Morfin on the impact of American unilateralism on IDNs

j. Remarks in Slashdot in support of English-only TLDs

k. The IANA’s File of iTLD Requests

l. Regional TLD (e.g. .africa) considerations

m. The ICANN Staff Draft Issues Report

n. The Non-Commercial Constituency Resolution in response to ICANN Staff Notice of 13 June 2000 regarding “Introduction of New Top-Level Domains”

o. The article by Tim Berners-Lee, “New Top Level Domains Considered Harmful”

p. ICANN Chairman of the Board Vint Cerf’s views at the Luxembourg session on the rationale (or lack thereof) for the creation of new TLDs

q. ICANN President and CEO Paul Twomey’s letter to the IAB’s Leslie Daigle requesting assistance with the development of new TLD policy

r. John H. Sangster’s request for a business-driven domain name taxonomy

s. “Registry Failure White Paper” by ICANN Board member Michael Palage

t. The remarks of America@Large Secretary Randy Glass on solidifying the current ICANN structure prior to launching new gTLDs

u. The comments of Bret Fausett in the ALAC Wiki Work Page on New TLDs

v. The remarks of Karl Auerbach regarding ICANN criteria for TLD proponents

w. Comments from Jefsey Morfin pertaining to RFC 920

x. Remarks on a system of TLD apportionment provided by Karl Auerbach
 with further expostulation
 noted in Karl’s “platform” when he ran for the Board in year 2000
y. Comments from Sotiris Sotiropoulis regarding RFC 1591 and its implications

z. Observations from Richard Henderson on Statement preparation methodologies

aa. The views of Danny Younger on the need for a hiatus prior to the next launch of new TLDs

ab. The remarks of Karl Auerbach on conservative versus progressive thinking within ICANN and the IETF
 and on the current state of community-wide views on the introduction of new TLDs
ac. “The First Law of the Internet”

ad. The comments of Jeff Williams in support of municipal TLDs and concerns regarding sTLDs

ae. The remarks of Danny Younger on the need to clearly explain the rationale for new TLDs

af. The remarks of Danny Younger on evolution and the proliferation of choice

ag. An analysis of the arguments against new TLDs by Dr. Hugh Dierker

ah. The arguments of Jeff Williams in opposition to a freeze on new TLDs

ai. A request to obtain input from certified At-Large Structures on new TLD issues

aj. Consideration of a TLD for non-profit organizations (.NPO) is advanced by Chris McElroy
 along with support for a .NEWS TLD

ak. “Rationalization of the Marketplace” -- discussed by Karl Auerbach

al. Danny Younger’s comments on registry failure and MOU obligations

am. Re-examining “Stability” concepts by Karl Auerbach

an. Vint Cerf’s discussion on the basic rationale for adding TLDs and any contra-indications

ao. The remarks of Prof. Michael Froomkin in response to Vint Cerf

ap. ICANN as an industry Standards Organization by Hugh Dierker

aq. Manipulation in the TLD Process by Chris McElroy

ar. “New TLD Questions” document prepared by ICANN Staff

as. The “Quote of the Week” regarding ICANN’s new TLD process by Karl Auerbach

at. Comments from the Name-Space.com lawsuit revealing that new TLD considerations haven’t changed in the last six years

au. Eric Dierker’s comments on an artificially-controlled namespace

av. Eric Dierker’s concerns that the needy get nothing while the middlemen prosper

aw. Further remarks in support of .npo

ax. European Parliament proposal to introduce .kid
 and public comment support for .child

ay. Eric Dierker’s remarks on redefining the GNSO Terms of Reference regarding point #1

az. The history of the DOT SCOTLAND initiative

ba. Eric Dierker in support of a TLD for Scotland

bb. Jeff Williams’ remarks in support of .web

bc. Jeff William’s comments on ICANN’s need to avoid social engineering

bd. Joop Teernstra’s comment on competition as the best consumer protection

be. Frederick Wallenberg’s “Short Paper 2” in support of a TLD for trademarks

bf. Sotiris Sotiropoulis in opposition to Wallenberg’s proposition for a TLD for trademarks

bg. gTLD-MOU proposal for a Trademark TLD (.tm)

bh. Richard Henderson’s remarks in support of an identifiable TLD for verified trademarks

bi. Danny Younger on “whether a TLD is necessary if the same purpose can be accomplished at a lower level”

bj. Jefsey Morfin’s remarks on the need for “competition between naming systems”

bk. Joop Teernstra’s comments on a trademark TLD:  it’s too late

bl. Sotiris Sotiropoulis on the need for representation for individuals in the TLD decision-making process
 

bm. Jeff Williams remarks that creating an “official” TLD for trademarks would constitute restraint of trade

bn. Richard Henderson’s comments refuting the restraint of trade contention

bo. Jeff Williams in opposition to .tm as a subdomain of .com

bp. Sotiris Sotiropoulis questions the “demand for new gTLDs”

bq. Karl Auerbach’s remarks confirming a demand for new TLDs

br. The article, "Latin America would gain from Net initiative" by Andres Oppenheimer (in support of .LAC or .LATAM)

bs. Chris McElroy in support of trademark category-specific TLDs

bt. Eric Dierker in support of a namespace for genuine trademarks

bu. Sotiris Sotiropoulis in opposition to a Wild West namespace expansion that creates more work for intellectual property lawyers, drives companies and individuals to register multiple names where one would have sufficed, and makes it harder to implement any real oversight which leads to abuse, chicanery and/or corruption

bv. Jeff William’s remarks that a trademark TLD would trample all over free trade laws

bw. Chris McElroy’s comment:  “Anyone confused by more tlds is also confused by the large number of categories in their phone book”

bx. Chris McElroy in support of “a TLD for every category in the phone book”
 
by. Jeff Williams claims INEGroup support for new gTLDs

bz. An article by James Johnson in support of a TLD for amateur radio operators (.ham)

ca. Chris McElroy’s comment:  “any group that can technically run a tld should be able to”

cb. John Palmer’s remarks on inclusive root TLDs

cc.   Chris McElroy’s observation that “ALL intelligible words in the dictionary have been taken in .com”

cd. A list of the top 50 TLDs in a non-legacy root

ce. Interest in a .sucks TLD

cf.   Chris McElroy’s comment:  “We have to look to the future and fairly provide premium namespace for people and companies who are not even considering namespace yet and maybe not even born yet.”

cg. Sotiris Sotiropoulis remarks:  “The fact that the dns is, practically speaking, well nigh infinite does not in any way warrant the idea that it ought to be infinitely populated”

ch. Jeff Williams in support of “broadening the root to be inclusive of other languages”

ci. Chris McElroy’s observations with respect to TLDs and registry self-interest

cj. Danny Younger asks (1) whether there are any technical reasons that would argue against the introduction of a great many TLDs, and (2) whether advances in navigation argue against the launch of more TLDs

ck.   George Kirikos’s remarks:  "a few gTLDs, each with a lot of active domains" is a better design than "many gTLDs, each with a smaller number domains"

cl. Jeff Williams comments on “the crux of the issue regarding new TLD's”

cm. Chris McElroy’s comments on an insufficient gTLD namespace

cn. Danny Younger’s remarks on meaningful choices for non-English speakers

co. Danny Younger’s comment in support of many new TLDs

cp. More information is provided on the .lac regional TLD initiative

cq. Chris McElroy’s remarks on specific categories for TLDs as a means to enhance trademark options

Terms of Reference Point #1 – Conclusions Reached
The objective of the first week of discussions was to “assess whether there is sufficient support within the Internet community to enable the introduction of new top level domains”, namely, “Should new generic top level domain names be introduced”?  We have concluded that there is sufficient support.
We point to the following:

· Interest in a namespace for the European gypsy community (.roma)
· Interest in a namespace for municipalities (such as .berlin or .nyc)
· Interest in a namespace for children (.kids, .child)
· Interest in a namespace for non-profits (.npo)
· Interest in a namespace for news (.news)
· Interest in a namespace for Scotland (.sco)
· Interest in regional namespaces (.africa) (.lac)
· Interest in internationalized domain names (.IDN)
· Interest in business-driven domains (.inc, .corp, .llc, etc.)
· Interest stemming from the profit motive
· The interest of those proponents whose applications from the first TLD selection round are still pending (.geo etc.)
· A recognition that the expected doubling of domain name registrations within the next three years
 will further aggravate the scarcity of “good names” and will prompt even more demands for an enhanced namespace
· Interest in .web
· Interest in database-oriented top level domains (.isin, isbn, .ean, .bic, .rfid)

· Interest in a namespace for trademarks (.mark) (.reg)
· Interest in a namespace for amateur radio (.ham)

· Interest in a protest namespace (.sucks)
Methodology:  
Terms of Reference Point #2 – Selection Criteria
Participants considered the following:
a. The article by Karl M. Manheim and Lawrence B. Solum, “sTLD Beauty Contests:  an analysis and critique of the proposed criteria to be used in the selection of new sponsored TLDs”


b. Taxonomic considerations in “Next Steps for TLDs” by David Johnson and Susan Crawford


c.   The document, “ Criteria for Assessing TLD Proposals”


d. The “Discussion Paper on Non-ASCII Top Level Domain Policy Issues”


e. The “Report of the Internationalized Domain Names Internal Working Group of the ICANN Board of Directors”


f.   Cary Karp’s proposal for aggregated language tables


g.  Stuart Lynn’s  “A Plan for Action Regarding New TLDs”


h. The document:   “sTLD Selection Criteria (RFP)”


i. The resource:  “Information Page for Sponsored Top-Level Domains”


j. The “Letter from NASK to MINC”


k. Eric Dierker’s remarks on funding the TLD Divide


l. Joop Teernstra’s comment’s on property rights considerations


m. Eric Dierker’s comments on the implications of a welfare cybersociety


n. Joop Teernstra’s remarks on Free Market considerations


o.   Richard Henderson’s thoughts on “over-arching taxonomies” and on “let the market determine”


p. Arguments against a taxonomic approach from Jeff Williams


q.  Chris McElroy’s arguments on the need for limiting the number of TLDs that are managed by any single sponsoring organization


r. Chris McElroy’s thoughts on mechanisms to enable users with a lack of technical skills and insufficient financing to launch TLDs


s. Proposal from Chris McElroy on selection criteria


t. Danny Younger’s comments on selection criteria, contract language and IDN jurisdictional issues


u. Vint Cerf’s observations on discussion regarding one additional TLD for each country-code TLD where scripts other than Roman characters are needed

v.   "Comments on Criteria to Be Used in the Selection of New Sponsored TLDs" by Karl Manheim

w.   Karl Auerbach’s comments on the registration system for .ewe

x.  Selection criteria enumerated in the GNSO Council New gTLDs Draft Final Committee Report

y. Karl Auerbach’s observation that “We ought not to try to solve *all* problems else we won't solve *any*”.

z.   Vint Cerf’s remarks on upper bounds for IDN TLDs and IDN gTLD considerations

aa. The position of the Business Constituency that “all future names should be sponsored”

ab.   The selection criteria used by the European Community for .eu

ac.   Chris McElroy’s take on the Selection criteria enumerated in the GNSO Council New gTLDs Draft Final Committee Report

ad.   Opposition to the Business Constituency position from Chris McElroy

ae.   Chris McElroy’s opposition to “financial standing” criteria

af.   Comments from the Arabic Domain Name Task Force and the views of Mr. Talal Abu-Ghazaleh

ag. The remarks of Elisabeth Porteneuve regarding the absence of MINC-sponsored language tables in the IANA record

ah.  The comments of Andrzej Bartosiewicz on ICANN’s lack of skills to deal with standardization

ai. Karl Auerbach’s comments in opposition to the Business Constituency position

aj. Bret Fausett’s comments on selection criteria

ak.   Eric Dierker’s comments on the drawbacks of a top-down approach

al.   Danny Younger on “should the introduction of IDNs take precedence over the introduction of other desirable new gTLDs?”

am.   Comments from the MWC Group on a mechanism to permit TLD applications at any time

an. The year 2000 DNSO Names Council call for “expressions of interest from parties seeking to operate any new gTLD registry”

ao.   Danny Younger’s comments on the recently posted RFC authored by John Klensin, and Jefsey Morfin’s analysis of the Internet’s three major problems

ap. Jeff William’s concerns over ICANN functioning in a social engineering capacity

aq.   Eric Dierker’s thoughts on the Statement of Interest document

ar.   Danny Younger’s comments on whether gTLD contracts are necessary

as.   Danny Younger’s proposal:  “the next round should be for gTLDs that will not operate on the basis of a contract with ICANN, but rather on the basis of RFC 1591”

at. Joop Teernstra’s recommendation for gTLDs to compete with ccTLDs (such as .canada competing with .ca on the basis of property rights considerations)

au. Sotiris Sotiropoulis on a “DNS built for the ages based on a long-term perspective, as opposed to the current short-term gain models”
 
av. Vint Cerf’s remarks on ICANN and the ccTLD community’s role in selecting IDNs

aw. Eric Dierker:  on not forgetting the needs of the disenfranchised

ax. Chris McElroy:  “a phone book approach to TLDs would suffice to protect the “limited” rights that mark holders have”

ay. Richard Henderson’s view of a taxonomic approach with ICANN’s role as a “Town Planner”

az. Milton Mueller’s comments on the folly of a taxonomic approach

ba. Danny Younger’s comments in support of taxonomic zones

bb. Richard Henderson’s remarks in support of a “light-touch taxonomy”

bc. Danny Younger’s support for eliminating business/financial criteria if a registry failover program can be created

bd. Eric Dierker’s comments in opposition to the business plan criteria (citing the “right to fail”)

be. Karl Auerbach argues that “DNS simply is not a taxonomic system. Period.”

bf. The commentary, “Revisiting the idea (the very stupid idea) of sponsored top level domains” by Karl Auerbach

bg. Chris McElroy’s comment in opposition to “review-of-business-plan” criteria

bh. Danny Younger’s comment in support of a preferential criteria for applications that are still in "pending" status

bi. Sotiris Sotiropoulis on commercial bias:  “The DNS is not simply a commercial affair… stop treating it as one”

bj. Erik Dierker on the evolution of criteria

bk. Chris McElroy expressing a preference for “the ideal of an instrument to exchange ideas freely and to promote causes that were educational and not for profit”

bl. Danny Younger’s question:  do municipalities warrant a TLD?

bm. Gene Marsh’s comments on “proven success in launching new products and services as a metric”

bn. Danny Younger considers the GAC-proposed selection criterion based on “real need for an introduction”

bo. Jefsey Morfin comments on the significance of RFC 920

bp. Karl Auerbach’s comments on ICANN’s TLD policy: It should be blind as to the character sequence and its semantics; It should leave to law enforcement and civil justice the job of enforcing the laws of the various nations - ICANN is neither a consumer protection nor law enforcement agency.

bq. Chris McElroy takes issue with a need-based selection criterion

br. Danny Younger’s comments on ICANN’s prior rejection of the .iii application because some Board members were concerned that the name was too difficult to pronounce, even though the pronunciation factor had not been listed as a criterion

bs. Joop Teernstra’s analysis of the “Gateway Approach”

bt. Jeff Williams observes:  “What other nations deem as objectionable in regards to a TLD is easily blocked.  Hence what is objectionable is not valid criterion” 

bu. Danny Younger’s article, "Languages in the Root: A TLD Launch Strategy Based on ISO 639"

bv. Danny Younger’s consideration of a taxonomic approach with nexus requirements

bw. George Kirikos:  “I think most ordinary users would find the "many gTLDs" image to be cluttered, disorganized, irrational, non-sensical, and not a good model upon which to design a system to be used by billions of users.”

bx. Sotiris Sotiropoulis in support of a criterion for geographical partitioning

by. Chris McElroy’s thoughts on hierarchy versus directory

bz. Chris McElroy:  “The whole point is that no criteria other than the technical ability to run a tld is required. The only second criteria is that they be a financially sound company at the time of the application”

ca. Chris McElroy’s poem on selection criteria

cb. Danny Younger’s inquiry:  “Are there any downsides or architectural issues that we need to consider?”

cc. Excerpts from the document “"Signposts in Cyberspace: the Domain Name System and Internet Navigation"

cd. Paul Stahura’s comments on syntax in the DNS as it applies to a localized TLD proposal

ce. Jeff Williams remarks on “sensible” as a criterion

cf. Danny Younger’s support for a preferential round for IDN TLDs

cg. Chris McElroy’s appeal for a non-preferential round that incorporates an IDN TLD option

ch. Danny Younger’s acquiescence to Chris McElroy’s appeal
 

ci. “The Truth in Domains Act of 2003”

cj. Chris McElroy on criteria to avoid trademark conflicts

ck. Chris McElroy’s comments on trademark-related inconsistencies

Terms of Reference Point #2 – Conclusions Reached
The objective for the second week of discussions was to determine the selection criteria for new Top Level Domains – this required the discussion group to consider the previously utilized criteria prior to modifying or advancing any new criteria.  The GNSO Terms of Reference framed this effort in terms that pertained to (1) addressing ICANN’s goals of expanding the use and usability of the Internet (in particular for developing countries), but the discussion group felt no particular need to be constrained by this requirement; (2) addressing ICANN’s goal’s of ensuring the security and stability of the Internet, but the discussion group seemingly saw no corollary between the introduction of new gTLDs and any overt security/stability concerns.  Neither did the discussion group examine preferential selection criteria, as participants all seemed to favor a mechanism that would allow for the unrestricted launch of new gTLDs at any time.
As time was a factor in these deliberations, and as it clearly wasn’t possible to discuss each individual criterion (both sponsored/unsponsored and other) within the course of one week, the Group opted instead to focus on those criteria that they found to be the most objectionable:  namely, the business/financial criteria – the sentiment of the group was that these criteria (for a number of reasons) should be eliminated.
  Generally speaking, it’s probably safe to say that most list participants favored an approach that limits criteria only to the technical ability to run a TLD (as the overall broad sentiment with a few exceptions seemed to support the “let-the-market-decide” principle).
Additionally, there was no support whatsoever for the position adopted by the Business Constituency that all future TLDs should be sponsored, nor was there support for a “preferential” launch of IDN TLDs.  There was, however, support for dealing with the year-2000 TLD applicants whose applications are still in “pending” mode
.
Methodology:  
Terms of Reference Point #3 – Allocation Methods

The Discussion List members considered the following contributions:
a. The issue of re-allocated registries discussed by Karl Auerbach


b. Milton Mueller and Lee McKnight’s paper:  “The Post -.com Internet:  Toward Regular and Objective Procedures for Internet Governance”


c. RFC 2240: A Legal Basis for Domain Name Allocation


d. The article, “OECD Supports TLD Auctions” by Milton Mueller


e. The document, “A Concrete "Thin Contract" Proposal" by David Johnson and Susan Crawford


f. The hazards of a TLD landrush examined by Chris McElroy


g. Karl Auerbach’s comments at the 2003 Senate hearings on allocation systems


h. “An Economic Analysis of Domain Name Policy” by Lawrence Solum and Karl Manheim


i. Lawrence Solum on Karl's comments on lotteries/auctions


j.  “Next Steps for TLDs” by David R. Johnson and Susan P. Crawford


k. Slots-per-year proposal advanced by Karl Auerbach


l. The manipulation factor in auctions and lotteries – remarks by Karl Auerbach


m. Eric Dierker’s remarks in support of first-come first-serve


n. Eric Dierker’s preferential allocation proposal -- favoring those with no prior TLD management history (that offer charitable, educational, and multilingual benefits)


o. Comments on auction revenues set aside to overcome the Global Digital Divide


p. Danny Younger’s request for ICANN Staff input on how many TLD applications could be processed per annum without unduly straining staff resources


q. The proposal from George Kirikos for an “Ascension Allocation Method”


r. Erik Dierker’s comments in opposition to the ascension allocation method


s. Chris McElroy illustrates an allocation issue


t. Danny Younger’s comment on the need for predictable allocations


u. Karl Auerbach:  “we have to come up with some mechanism to say to each applicant either "you get the nod" or "you do not"


v. Chris McElroy’s allocation proposal:  “They could even use a process that is used when you register a corporation name in some states. Give a first, second, and third preference for the string of letters they want”


w. Chris McElroy’s concerns regarding the application fee


x. Jeff Williams states his opposition to the concept of TLD “rounds”

Terms of Reference Point #3 – Conclusions Reached
During the third week of discussion participants were tasked with (1) developing allocation methods for selecting new top level domain names using the experience gained in previous rounds; (2) examining the full range of allocation methods including auctions, ballots, first-come first-served and comparative evaluation to determine the methods of allocation that best enhance user choice while not compromising predictability and stability; (3) examining how allocation methods could be used to achieve ICANN's goals of fostering competition in domain name registration services and encouraging a diverse range of registry services providers. 

While new allocation methods were proposed by certain participants, one cannot conclude that their proposals were met with any degree of support.  In fact none of the allocation methods reviewed by the group garnered any real measure of support although each had its own set of advocates.  
Methodology:  
Terms of Reference Point #4 – Contractual Conditions

The Discussion List members considered the following contributions:
a. Chris McElroy’s comment’s on that which should govern rulemaking


b. “Registry Failure White Paper” by Michael Palage

c. ITU-T Recommendation E.910 regarding procedures for the registration of names under the domain ".INT"


d. Eric Dierker’s remarks on the need for a reasonably effective manner of identifying registrants


e. Jeff Williams’ remarks on WHOIS records
 

f. Richard Henderson’s remarks on how ICANN’s failure to enforce its contracts negates the value of restrictions in TLDs


g. On the right to privacy by Richard Henderson


h. Eric Dierker on proxy registration services


i. Karl Auerbach’s comments regarding contract negotiations


j. Jeff Williams’ comments on the need for simple, direct, descriptive and short contracts


k. Joop Teernstra’s comment on “naturally evolving self-defined naming structure” with $500 application fee instead of $50,000


l. Eric Dierker:  the reason that there has to be negotiations is because ICANN says so, so get public support if you want the practice changed


m. Danny Younger’s comments on no longer needing contracts in view of a realized revenue stream


n. Eric Dierker’s comments on trying a “round without the bull”


o. Danny Younger:  248 TLDs have no contract with ICANN


p. Comment on leveraging the artificial scarcity of the DNS to extort money


q. Eric Dierker on no third-party beneficiaries


r. Jefsey Morfin:  “If the Internet pretends to be "global", every country's laws are to be respected.”


s. Jefsey Morfin’s comments:  “free DNs as part of low cost intelligent network services”


t. The concerns of Jeff Williams that contracts with ICANN “violate the legal requirements for a 501 C3 corp., but that contracts should incorporate technical requirements”


u. Richard Henderson’s proposal to remove sunrise and trademark rights from TLDs other than a trademark-specific TLD (.reg)


v. Eric Dierker’s remark:  “Keeping your info private within the Whois is simply a matter of intelligent design”


w. Eric Dierker on an Internet with no trademark rights


x. Richard Henderson’s comments in opposition to “Sunrise privileges at every launch”


y. Jeff Williams’ arguments that “verbose” TLD contracts are not viable


z. Sotiris Sotiropoulis in opposition to sunrise periods, and remarks on the flawed state of the UDRP


aa. The article:  “A Sustainable Framework For The Deployment Of New gTLDs - Part II” by Ross Rader


ab. Joop Teernstra’s observation:  “The entrenched .com preference is enhanced by the fact that the other TLD registries do not offer materially different contract terms”


ac. Joop Teernstra’s preference for TLDs that convey specific legal rights *to* their registrants rather than over their registrants


ad. Richard Henderson’s remark on restricting trademark rights in the DNS and “exercising my right to use a generic word from my own language”


ae. Danny Younger’s comment in support of a registry accreditation program


af. Chris McElroy’s comment in support of registry failover programs


ag. Sotiris Sotiropoulis in opposition to registry failover programs


ah. Danny Younger’s remarks in support of registry failover programs


ai. Eric Dierker:  “IP interests already have the deck stacked in their favor”


aj. Karl Auerbach’s recommendation:  “Every year every registry and registrar must file a letter from an independent auditor of business practices that affirms that in the opinion of that auditor the registry or registrar in question has appropriate (and tested) practices for the protection and preservation of business assets so that in the event of a business failure that some new entity can come along, pick up the assets, and resume service to customers.”


ak. Jeff Williams remarks in opposition to sunrise processes


al. Eric Dierker’s comments on excessive accreditation procedures


am. Chris McElroy points to the GAO report on WHOIS registrations


an. Jeff Williams proposes:  “ICANN registries should be responsible for checking against TESS for potential TM conflicts at the time of a Domain Name registration” 


ao. ICANN Staff remarks on the topic of presumptive renewal


ap. Jordyn Buchanan’s remarks on policy to guide registry contracts


aq. Danny Younger’s comments on a registry renewal policy


ar. John Levine’s commentary on sTLD renewal requests


as. Richard Henderson questions Sunrise procedures by asking:  “What gives IP claimants the right to reserve first claim on generic words from our language when new TLDs are released?”


at. Richard Henderson’s comments on enabling privacy in the WHOIS


au. Danny Younger’s comments on the problems associated with registrar queue-jumping


av. The article, “New TLDs:  The Long and Winding Road” by Richard Henderson

Terms of Reference Point #4 – Conclusions Reached
During the final week of deliberations participants were asked to use the experience of previous rounds of top level domain name application processes and the recent amendments to registry services agreements to develop policies to guide the contractual criteria which are publicly available prior to any application rounds.  They were further asked to determine what policies are necessary to provide security and stability of registry services, and to determine appropriate policies to guide a contractual compliance program for registry services. 

Participants favored either a “thin” contract or a “no contract” approach and uniformly expressed opposition to “Sunrise” start-up mechanisms.  Participants also agreed that intellectual property claimants had no priority rights with respect to generic words, and participants further expressed their ongoing dissatisfaction with ICANN’s failure to establish a compliance program.
  
Final Conclusions:
We offer the following analysis of how the issues overall affect our constituency as well as the balance of the Internet community:
Our constituency of individual users in the General Assembly is unique in that it is not a formally recognized GNSO constituency.  Although members in this body have previously petitioned the ICANN Board for status as a formal constituency (as early as 1999)
, the Board has not seen fit to accord representative rights to individuals in the ICANN process.  This bias against individuals was further demonstrated by the Board when it cavalierly chose to structurally eliminate the General Assembly as a constituent body of the GNSO without even the benefit of discussion with the GA membership.

As unrepresented individuals remain by far the single largest stakeholder group affected by ICANN’s decisions, the overall issues that are the subject of the GNSO new TLDs PDP concern us to a degree greater than any other body within ICANN (all the more so because we have been denied voting rights both within the Supporting Organization designated to attend to these matters and within the ICANN Board itself).
The overall issues and tasks that we face are fairly straight-forward:

1. As we recognize that artificial limitations placed on the number of generic top-level domain names present a serious threat to freedom of expression, what steps shall we take to better protect that freedom?

2. Having acted to entrench the dominant corporate players without creating new opportunities for small business, non-profits and individuals, what steps can we now take to repair the damage that these earlier policies have occasioned?

3. Thus far, ICANN's slow-paced and expensive processes have failed to meet the ongoing demand for new TLDs, and concern lingers that new TLD options remain limited to a very few favored ICANN insiders – what steps need to be taken to ensure a rapid introduction of new TLDs in a manner that eliminates potentially preferential treatment?

4. Critics have previously charged that ICANN’s TLD selection process has been "woefully inadequate by any measure"
; in view of the lassitude of the GNSO are we to expect yet more of the same?  What can we do to make the process sufficiently adequate?

5. Previous TLD selection rounds were characterized as not being fair to all applicants with procedures that were neither clearly articulated nor consistently followed; can a GNSO that is predisposed to the articulation of broad-stroke policy ensure the specificity and clarity of selection criteria that is required to attain a positive outcome?  What can we do to have the GNSO focus intensively on the job at hand so that the iteration of criteria is not left primarily in the hands of ICANN staff?

6. It has been argued that “rather than act as a technical standards body and promulgate a standard under which all technically and financially qualified new registry operators could qualify, ICANN instead decided to act like an allocation authority for its artificially limited resource”
; what measures can we take to ensure the creation of a standard based purely on technical competency that results in the acceptance of all TLD applicants who meet a pre-announced, open, neutral and objective standard of competence?

7. gTLD contracts contain initial pricing and renewal pricing provisions that impact the end-user community; what actions can be taken to ensure that the views of individual users relative to pricing considerations are respected in future contracts?

8. Sunrise programs launched by gTLD operators negatively impact our constituency of end-users by offering preferential treatment to commercial/trademark interests at our expense; what steps may be taken to make future gTLD registry operators less beholding to intellectual property lobbyists?
We participants in this endeavor believe that we have laid the groundwork that will promote a thorough airing of these and other issues.  We recognize that our work-product is a foundation upon which others will build and we look forward to supplying the GNSO with thoughtful papers relating to their Terms of Reference in the days ahead.
Final Recommendations:
Article 1 of the ICANN Bylaws states: "Any ICANN body making a recommendation or decision shall exercise its judgement to determine which core values are most relevant and how they apply to the specific circumstances of the case at hand, and to determine, if necessary, an appropriate and defensible balance among competing values." 

The working group approach taken by the members of the General Assembly Discussion List is a mechanism eminently suitable for the discussion of issues.  It offers the possibility of vigorous debate and a thorough airing of concerns; yet what it does not offer is the type of procedure utilized in the recent WSIS process which allows for the attainment of consensus on a point-by-point basis with a high degree of specificity – the ad-hoc working group approach (within the context of a 35-day public comment period) does not allow for the formulation of specific criteria, or allocation methodologies, or contractual language that can be systematically modified based on member submissions, “bracketed text”, or the efforts of a chair-directed resolution-group which eventually settles upon a consensus-based formulation.   
With these limitations in mind, the following forward-going recommendations are offered:
1. The GNSO Committee of the Whole is urged to review our contribution in its unabridged entirety through recourse to the following URL:  http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/ 

2. The GNSO Committee of the Whole should list and evaluate each individual selection criterion heretofore used by ICANN and should propose acceptance, modifications or elimination where warranted.

3. The GNSO Committee of the Whole should cite the pros and cons of each allocation method that has been discussed thus far and should settle upon a single allocation method that it deems to be most fair in view of ICANN’s core values.

4. Recognizing the importance of the ICANN Board’s comment:  “We also note the existence of a policy development process on new gTLDs and strongly believe that this policy development process should be informed by the results of the comments on the proposed contract for .com and settlement with VeriSign”, the GNSO Committee of the Whole should list each such comment that implicates DNS policy, and should determine step by step what policies should prevail and what contractual conditions (if any) should be created.

5. In view of the extremely limited (almost negligible) participation of both GNSO constituency members and GNSO constituency representatives in the policy development process thus far, we urge the GNSO Committee of the Whole to establish three separate working groups (open to all with an interest in facilitating the work of the GNSO) with each such working group tasked to address one of the above three topics.  Each such working group in keeping with the timetable established by the ICANN bylaws would have a remit to conclude their efforts within the twenty (20) day calendar period after the posting of the Staff Manager’s Initial Report.
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� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03461.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03461.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03464.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03464.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03465.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03465.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03470.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03470.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03466.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03466.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03481.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03481.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03483.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03483.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.sltrib.com/opinion/ci_3302861" �http://www.sltrib.com/opinion/ci_3302861�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03491.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03491.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03492.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03492.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03494.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03494.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03495.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03495.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03500.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03500.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03502.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03502.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03498.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03498.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.eham.net/articles/12169?ehamsid=3d7bdad0437868cfc103bf6cce848e12" �http://www.eham.net/articles/12169?ehamsid=3d7bdad0437868cfc103bf6cce848e12�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03521.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03521.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.circleid.com/posts/why_i_am_participating_in_the_orsn_project" �http://www.circleid.com/posts/why_i_am_participating_in_the_orsn_project�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03527.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03527.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://vote.global-namespace.net/cgi-bin/vote.pl?submit=Top%2050" �http://vote.global-namespace.net/cgi-bin/vote.pl?submit=Top%2050�


� � HYPERLINK "http://reclaimthe.net/" �http://reclaimthe.net/�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03586.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03586.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03588.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03588.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03598.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03598.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03604.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03604.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03617.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03617.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03620.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03620.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03634.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03634.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03637.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03637.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03637.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03637.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03654.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03654.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03658.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03658.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03665.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03665.html� 


� An article in DNJournal.com, at http://dnjournal.com/columns/50million.htm, foresees that if the 30% growth rate experienced in the year 2005 continues, the number of gTLD domain name registrations would double to 100 million in less than three years


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/lists/new-gtlds-pdp-comments/msg00003.html" ��http://forum.icann.org/lists/new-gtlds-pdp-comments/msg00003.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gtld-auctions.net/sTLD_Analysis.html" ��http://gtld-auctions.net/sTLD_Analysis.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03338.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03338.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/tlds/tld-criteria-15aug00.htm" �http://www.icann.org/tlds/tld-criteria-15aug00.htm�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/committees/idn/non-ascii-tld-paper.htm" �http://www.icann.org/committees/idn/non-ascii-tld-paper.htm�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/committees/idn/final-report-28aug01.htm" ��http://www.icann.org/committees/idn/final-report-28aug01.htm� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/lists/idn-discuss/msg00001.html" �http://forum.icann.org/lists/idn-discuss/msg00001.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/committees/ntepptf/new-gtld-action-plan-18oct02.htm" �http://www.icann.org/committees/ntepptf/new-gtld-action-plan-18oct02.htm�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/tlds/stld-apps-19mar04/PostAppA.pdf" ��http://www.icann.org/tlds/stld-apps-19mar04/PostAppA.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/tlds/stld-apps-19mar04/" ��http://www.icann.org/tlds/stld-apps-19mar04/� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://minc.org/pr/Aug/LettertoMINC.pdf" ��http://minc.org/pr/Aug/LettertoMINC.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03333.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03333.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03335.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03335.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03333.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03333.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03335.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03335.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03336.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03336.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03344.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03344.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03355.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03355.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03356.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03356.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03358.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03358.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03362.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03362.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03362.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03362.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/mtg-cmts/stld-rfp-comments/general/msg00001.html" �http://forum.icann.org/mtg-cmts/stld-rfp-comments/general/msg00001.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03364.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03364.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.dnso.org/dnso/notes/20030509.gTLDs-committee-conclusions-v4.html" �http://www.dnso.org/dnso/notes/20030509.gTLDs-committee-conclusions-v4.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03366.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03366.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03367.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03367.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.bizconst.org/positions/WPnewgTLDsfinal.doc" �http://www.bizconst.org/positions/WPnewgTLDsfinal.doc�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icannwatch.org/article.pl?sid=02/10/08/064506&mode=thread" �http://www.icannwatch.org/article.pl?sid=02/10/08/064506&mode=thread�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03377.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03377.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03379.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03379.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03382.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03382.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03383.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03383.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03384.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03384.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03385.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03385.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03386.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03386.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03388.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03388.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03403.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03403.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03405.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03405.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/lists/gtld-strategy-draft/msg00007.html" �http://forum.icann.org/lists/gtld-strategy-draft/msg00007.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/yokohama/new-tld-topic.htm" �http://www.icann.org/yokohama/new-tld-topic.htm�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03413.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03413.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03416.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03416.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03418.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03418.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03419.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03419.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03420.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03420.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03427.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03427.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03436.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03436.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03423.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03423.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03444.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03444.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03446.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03446.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03457.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03457.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03459.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03459.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03463.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03463.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03471.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03471.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03501.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03501.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03505.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03505.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03509.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03509.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.cavebear.com/cbblog-archives/000219.html" ��http://www.cavebear.com/cbblog-archives/000219.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03520.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03520.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03524.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03524.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03533.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03533.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03535.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03535.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03536.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03536.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03559.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03559.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03568.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03568.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03572.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03572.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03573.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03573.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03574.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03574.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03578.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03578.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03579.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03579.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03582.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03582.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03591.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03591.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.circleid.com/posts/languages_in_the_root_a_tld_launch_strategy_based_on_iso_639/" �http://www.circleid.com/posts/languages_in_the_root_a_tld_launch_strategy_based_on_iso_639/�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03595.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03595.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03596.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03596.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03600.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03600.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03609.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03609.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03611.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03611.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03612.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03612.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03617.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03617.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.nap.edu/books/0309096405/html/373.html" �http://www.nap.edu/books/0309096405/html/373.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03618.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03618.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03632.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03632.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03636.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03636.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03639.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03639.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03640.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03640.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.cybertelecom.org/dns/truth.htm" ��http://www.cybertelecom.org/dns/truth.htm� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03652.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03652.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03653.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03653.html� 


� Consensus was not reached on whether the elimination of such criteria should be coupled with a registry failover program


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.cavebear.com/cbblog-archives/000214.html" ��http://www.cavebear.com/cbblog-archives/000214.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03304.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03304.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://dcc.syr.edu/miscarticles/NewTLDs2-MM-LM.pdf" �http://dcc.syr.edu/miscarticles/NewTLDs2-MM-LM.pdf�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03477.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03477.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icannwatch.org/articles/04/07/13/1732221.shtml" �http://www.icannwatch.org/articles/04/07/13/1732221.shtml� and � HYPERLINK "http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/56/34/32996948.pdf" �http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/56/34/32996948.pdf�


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/mtg-cmts/stld-rfp-comments/general/msg00039.html" �http://forum.icann.org/mtg-cmts/stld-rfp-comments/general/msg00039.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03306.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03306.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.cavebear.com/rw/senate-july-31-2003.htm" �http://www.cavebear.com/rw/senate-july-31-2003.htm�


� � HYPERLINK "http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=410640" �http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=410640� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://lsolum.blogspot.com/archives/2003_04_01_lsolum_archive.html" \l "200102145" �http://lsolum.blogspot.com/archives/2003_04_01_lsolum_archive.html#200102145�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icannwatch.org/article.pl?sid=03/02/16/2048243&mode=thread" �http://www.icannwatch.org/article.pl?sid=03/02/16/2048243&mode=thread�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03308.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03308.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03317.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03317.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03320.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03320.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03475.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03475.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gtld-auctions.net/eeauctions.html" �http://gtld-auctions.net/eeauctions.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03531.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03531.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03545.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03545.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03551.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03551.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03561.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03561.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03563.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03563.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03566.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03566.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03576.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03576.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03621.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03621.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03633.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03633.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03325.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03325.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://forum.icann.org/lists/new-gtld-questions/msg00010.html" ��http://forum.icann.org/lists/new-gtld-questions/msg00010.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.itu.int/md/meetingdoc.asp?type=mitems&lang=e&parent=T05-SG02-051206-TD-GEN-0106" �http://www.itu.int/md/meetingdoc.asp?type=mitems&lang=e&parent=T05-SG02-051206-TD-GEN-0106�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03332.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03332.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03341.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03341.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03360.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03360.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03361.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03361.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03372.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03372.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03414.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03414.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03426.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03426.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03427.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03427.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03430.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03430.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03431.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03431.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03432.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03432.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03433.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03433.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.memestreams.net/thread/bid22250/" �http://www.memestreams.net/thread/bid22250/� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03441.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03441.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03448.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03448.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03451.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03451.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03453.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03453.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03454.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03454.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03455.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03455.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03456.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03456.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03468.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03468.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03469.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03469.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03482.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03482.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.circleid.com/posts/a_sustainable_framework_for_the_deployment_of_new_gtlds_part_ii/" �http://www.circleid.com/posts/a_sustainable_framework_for_the_deployment_of_new_gtlds_part_ii/�


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03488.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03488.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03487.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03487.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03497.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03497.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03499.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03499.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03503.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03503.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03504.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03504.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03507.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03507.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03508.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03508.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03510.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03510.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03514.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03514.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03515.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03515.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03560.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03560.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03569.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03569.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://icann.org/topics/vrsn-settlement/comments-analysis-11dec05.pdf" �http://icann.org/topics/vrsn-settlement/comments-analysis-11dec05.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03648.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03648.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03649.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03649.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://weblog.johnlevine.com/ICANN/stldrenew.html?seemore=y" �http://weblog.johnlevine.com/ICANN/stldrenew.html?seemore=y� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03660.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03660.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03661.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03661.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03669.html" ��http://gnso.icann.org/mailing-lists/archives/ga/msg03669.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.icannwatch.org/essays/henderson1.html" ��http://www.icannwatch.org/essays/henderson1.html� 


� We note that ICANN still hasn’t hired any compliance personnel � HYPERLINK "http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramManager" ��http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramManager� 


� HYPERLINK "http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramSpecialist" ��http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramSpecialist� 


� HYPERLINK "http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramTechnicalAnalyst" ��http://icann.org/general/jobs.htm#ComplianceProgramTechnicalAnalyst� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.imachination.com/democracy/idno/petition.htm" ��http://www.imachination.com/democracy/idno/petition.htm� 


� Therefore, the ERC recommends that in the steady-state future there be no GNSO General Assembly.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/committees/evol-reform/final-implementation-report-02oct02.htm" ��http://www.icann.org/committees/evol-reform/final-implementation-report-02oct02.htm� 


� http://www.computerworld.com/managementtopics/ebusiness/story/0,10801,57314,00.html


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.iwar.org.uk/news-archive/2001/internet/02-13-01.htm" ��http://www.iwar.org.uk/news-archive/2001/internet/02-13-01.htm� 


� Public Comments to the Task Force Report or Initial Report


a. The public comment period will last for twenty (20) calendar days after posting of the Task Force Report or Initial Report. Any individual or organization may submit comments during the public comment period, including any constituency that did not participate in the task force. All comments shall be accompanied by the name of the author of the comments, the author's relevant experience, and the author's interest in the issue.  


b. At the end of the twenty (20) day period, the Staff Manager will be responsible for reviewing the comments received and adding those deemed appropriate for inclusion in the Staff Manager's reasonable discretion to the Task Force Report or Initial Report (collectively, the "Final Report"). The Staff Manager shall not be obligated to include all comments made during the comment period, including each comment made by any one individual or organization.


c. The Staff Manager shall prepare the Final Report and submit it to the Council chair within ten (10) calendar days after the end of the public comment period.


� HYPERLINK "http://www.icann.org/general/bylaws.htm#I" ��http://www.icann.org/general/bylaws.htm#I� 











