Draft Statement of Work for Working Group on Reserved Names  

 (WG-RN)

I. Formulation of the Working Group: 

Consistent with the practice of chartering other working groups, the following practices will apply: The Working Group (WG) is chartered by the GNSO Council with an approved statement of work, as defined below. The Statement of Work is intended to guide the work of the Working Group. 

1. Voting: 

In general, the working group should operate in a consensual approach; voting, if required, will be on the basis of one member one vote. 

2. Membership 

The Working Group is open for membership to Councilors and to GNSO Constituency members; advisory committees (e.g., ALAC) may appoint non-voting liaisons to the working group. Members may be added or removed by the constituencies and the Advisory groups at any time during the work of the WG. The ccNSO could be invited to participate as observers, since there may be implications for the treatment of the two letter country codes, which are presently reserved at all levels. The GAC should be invited to observe the Working Group. 
The Council will appoint an initial or interim chair [or co-chairs] and the Working Group should, at its initial meeting, elect the chair of the group. 

3. Working Timeline  

The Working Group is asked to begin to convene at the earliest possible time, to present a progress report in the upcoming intercessional working sessions of PDP 06 and PDP 05, scheduled for February 22-25, and to make recommendations for next steps forward by the Lisbon ICANN meeting. The Working Group should coordinate as required throughout its work, with both PDP05 and PDP06, and with the Council, as instructed. 

II. GNSO Working Group on Reserved Names

=====================================

The purpose of the WG will be to examine the role and treatment of reserved names at the first (top) level, and at the second level. Since the treatment of reserved names is a matter of contract in the existing gTLDs, and is a broader topic for PDP 05 (including IDNs), the WG will examine reserved names in both levels, and will present recommendations to the relevant PDP groups and to the GNSO Council for possible incorporation in the work of each PDP as applicable, including whether separate and further work is recommended. The WG’s efforts will support the work of both PDP 05 and PDP 06 as applicable as well as contribute toward any other work that may be initiated regarding reserved names in the future. 

The GNSO Working Group-RN will seek to identify possible roles and purposes for reserved names at the top level, and review and examine the uses and purposes, including the possible release and allocation methods of present reserved names at the second level. The Working Group will also identify and develop proposals to address any policy issues that should be/are under consideration by the existing GNSO PDPs regarding policy considerations related to the role, use, reservation, and release and allocation of reserved names at the top and second level. The Working Group will report its work into the existing PDPs, and where appropriate, to the full Council, if there is an area where the relevant PDP group believes that the topic is out of scope for their consideration.

A primary task for this WG is to organize and prioritize sub-elements of the broad topic of reserved names in a manner that would facilitate breaking the broad topic into smaller parts that could then be divided into separate policy efforts of a more manageable size and that might also allow some less complicated issues to be resolved in a more timely manner so that some policy changes might be included in the introduction of new gTLDs.

The process for work for the Working Group may include the following, recognizing though that for some of the following work elements, detailed work may ultimately be assigned to future working groups or PDPs.:

(i) Review the present treatment and process for reservation of names at all levels (using Appendix 6 in the latest gTLD Registry Agreements as examples, including reviewing treatment of reserved names that may differ in existing contracts 

(ii) Review any other discussions to date that have occurred related to reserved names for top level strings for new gTLDs including IDN gTLDs  (e.g., the GNSO's Task Force on new gTLDs)

(iii) Identify: a) the various roles that reserved names may play in new gTLDs in addressing controversial categories of names, including whether trademark names and country/geopolitical names should have initial or permanent reserved status; b)whether existing reserved names at the second level should automatically be included at the first level; c) whether there is different treatment proposed for existing reserved names at the second level, in the first level; d) whether reserved name requirements need to be the same for all gTLDs and, if not, which ones might vary; and e) whether there should be a procedure by which staff publishes new categories before adding them to registry agreements.

(iv) Discuss and review processes by which names could be put into reserved status at the top level

(v) Discuss and propose processes by which names can be unreserved at the top level and made available for allocation, including discussion of whether there are unique treatments in allocation for names that are reserved. 

(vi) Discuss whether, and how categories of names can be unreserved and allocated at the second level from the existing categories, including second level reservations in single character
 and two character labels, and reservations for geographic and geopolitical names. 

(vii) Reconfirm whether there should be a process by which new names or categories are added to the reserved status in the second level; e.g., assume that all new strings allocated for operation as registries are reserved at the second level?

Tasks should also include: 
(1) Review any ICANN staff issues reports,

(2) Review any relevant technical documents (RFC numbers to be provided by ICANN staff)

(3) Liaise with the ICANN staff as needed, including legal, to verify any existing work related to reserved names process and procedures, or relevant staff developed documents [e.g., basic single letter document developed by Maria Farrell and sent to Council earlier]. 

(4) Liaise with the ccNSO and the ccTLD community in general as needed related to the two letter names issues, including whether the present approach, as outlined in Appendix 6, is sufficient or necessary. 
Relevant Initiatives to take into account: 

(1) PDP 05:  developing policy recommendations on new

gTLDs, as part of a policy development process called PDP-Dec05.  http://www.gnso.icann.org/issues/new-gtlds/ 

(2) PDP 06 [need link]

(3) IDN Working Group 

http://www.gnso.icann.org/issues/idn-tlds/issues-report-02aug06.htm
Submitted by: 
Marilyn Cade


     

Chuck Gomes

Attachment 1:  

Additional considerations: 

For a policy issue to warrant a policy development process it must

Meet the following criteria:

(A) Is within the scope of ICANN's mission statement;

(B) is broadly applicable to multiple situations or organizations;

(C) is likely to have lasting value or applicability, albeit with the need for occasional updates;

(D) Will establish a guide or framework for future decision-making; or

(E) Implicates or affects an existing ICANN policy.

� Single letter names have been under discussion for some time. An example of the kinds of questions that might be examined in single letter, second level names is provided in an appendix, for illustration purposes. 





