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New gTLD Program Reviews

Eleeza Agopian | Operations & Policy Research | 5 November 2016



Agenda

1

CCT Review Team:
Jonathan Zuck

4

Review of all Rights
Protection
Mechanisms PDP:
Kathy Kleiman and
Phil Corwin

ICANN

2

New gTLD
Subsequent
Procedures:

Jeff Neuman and Avri
Doria

5

Trademark
Clearinghouse
Review:
Greg Rafert,
Analysis Group

6

Continuous Data-driven
Analysis of Root Server
System Stability:
Cristian Hesselman, SIDN,
Jaap Akkerhuis, NLnet Labs




Program Reviews & Policy Timeline (Projected)

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

— Consumer & Registrant
Surveys

I
I

— Program Implementation
Report

Rights Protection
Mechanisms Report

1]

— Economic Studies

— DNS Abuse Studies

1
1

_} Competition, Trust &
Choice (CCT) Review

Trademark Clearinghouse
Review

Root Stability Review
(CDAR)

Privacy and Proxy Services
Accreditation

Il

|

IGO/INGO Access to Curative
Rights Protections

|

Rights Protection
Mechanisms Phase 1

New gTLD Subsequent
Procedures

Next Gen Registration
Directory Services

|

|

@ Work @ CCTreview prep @ Programreviewsin @ PolicyDevelopment ¢ @ @ Policy implementation

completed ki rogress Process in progress (from Bgard
p work in progress prog prog Resolution)
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Competition, Consumer Trust & Consumer Choice Review (CCT-RT)

Evaluate

effectiveness of
safeguards

Review Effort informed by multiple survey/studies @ Goal for Hydera bad:
June 2016 - Global Consumer Research - Wave 2 (Nielsen) Seek comm u_n ity .
September 2016 - Global Registrant Survey- Wave 2 (Nielsen) feedback on interim
October 2016 - Phase Il Assessment of the Competitive Effects Associated with the New gTLD Program (Analysis Group) findin gs
October 2016 - New gTLDs and the Global South: Understanding Limited Global South Demand in the Most Recent New

7LD Round and Options Going Forward (AMGlobal
g P g ( ) Post Hyderabad: Draft
November 2016 - Applicant Survey . report for public
March 2017 - DNS Abuse Study comment by end of

2016
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New gTLD Subsequent Procedures PDP WG

® The WG has at least 38 subjects in its charter to review. The WG
continues to consider a set of 6 overarching issues and is also broken
into 4 Work Tracks to address the remaining subjects within its charter.

® Will be working to send out a second request for Community
Comment, related to the Work Tracks

® Large WG in terms of members and scope — welcome additional
participation.

® Interconnected efforts (e.g., RPMs, CCT-RT, CWG-UCTN, etc.) can
make it difficult to stay coordinated and informed. Some efforts serve
as gating factors for certain subjects.
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CWG-UCTN Overview

 The Working Group was established in 2014, has considered two- and three-letter
country codes

e The Working Group reached preliminary consensus in support of maintaining the
status quo of 2-character codes as exclusively reserved for country code TLDs

A wide range of views was presented, with no consensus on three-letter codes

e The Working Group did not progress to considering country and territory names

e The Working Group is currently discussing a proposal to wind up to enable
consolidation of the community's discussion on geographic names into a single

initiative with a clearer link to policy development

e Progress Report and Draft Interim Report are available on the CWG-UCTN wiki:
https://community.icann.org/x/4xXxAg



https://community.icann.org/x/4xXxAg
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Review of All Rights Protection Mechanisms (RPMs) in All gTLDs Policy Development

Process (PDP)

What this PDP is about

Atwo-phased PDP initiated in
March 2016:

Phase 1: All RPMs developed for the
2012 New gTLD Program

Phase 2: The 1999 Uniform Dispute
Resolution Policy (UDRP)

Recommend improvements to the
RPMs to achieve appropriate
balance and effectiveness

Develop a consistent framework for
future reviews of all RPMs

Currently in Phase 1:

Began with the Trademark Post-
Delegation Dispute Resolution
Procedure; launched data
gathering effort regarding the
Trademark Clearinghouse

What to expect at ICANN57
Open Working Group meeting on
Monday 7 November at 1100

Aim to complete initial review of TM-
PDDRP; begin discussion of TMCH
Charter questions

When will Phase 1 be completed?

Current aim - present initial
recommendations to community in
late/end 2017

When will the full PDP be done?

UDRP review will not begin before 2018
Projected date for final completion has
not yet been set

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

https://gnso.icann.org/en/group-
activities/active/rpm



https://gnso.icann.org/en/group-activities/active/rpm
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ﬁ ANALYSIS (GROUP
ECONOMIC, FINANCIAL and STRATEGY CONSULTANTS

Analysis Group TMCH Independent Review
= Draft report published July 25, 2016.

» Public comments received and report on public comments published
September 26, 2016.

= Revisions in response to public comments in progress. Updated report
will be completed by Q1 2017.

— We are working to collect additional data from registries and
registrars to expand our analyses.

— We are conducting additional analyses to help further inform the
results in the draft report.

— We are editing the report text to reflect public comments and
suggestions.

. NEW GTLD PROGRAM REVIEWS PANEL B NOVEMBER5, 2016




Continuous Data-driven Analysis of Root
Server System Stability '

Cristiah Hesselman; SIDN,
Jaap.Akkerhuis, NLnet Labs

ICANN



CDAR Status

 Draft report published for public comment
Primary conclusion: We did not observe a degradation of the
security and stability of the root DNS system as a result of the
delegation of new gTLDs

* Next step

October 2015 March 2016 June 2016 Q3 2016 25 April 2017
Project start Draft report Final report
ICANNS54 Dublin ICANNS5 Marrakech ICANNS57 Hyderabad

Continuous Data-driven Analysis of Root Stability NLnet S W Les
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Related Sessions at ICANN 57

Competition, Consumer Trust GNSO Review of All Rights
» and Consumer Choice Research » Protection Mechanisms in All

Results gTLDs Policy Development

Today, 15:15 - 16:45, Hall 2 Process Working Group

Monday, 11:00 - 12:15, Hall

ccNSO-GNSO CCWG Use of Country 6

& Territory Names as TLDs High Interest Topic session:
Today, 15:15 - 16:45, G.01/02 » Underserved Regions in ICANN
Monday, 17:00 - 18:30,

Tuesday, 14:00-15:00, Hall
GAC Meeting with CCT Review Team 6

Sunday, 13:30 - 14:00, Hall 4

» GAC Session on TMCH Review Hall 3
Sunday, 09:00 - 09:30, Hall 4 » Root Stability Study Workshop




Engage with ICANN

Thank You and Questions

Reach us at: Eleeza.Agopian@icann.org
Email: engagement@icann.org
Website: icann.org

twitter.com/icann soundcloud.com/icann
f | &
facebook.com/icannorg weibo.com/ICANNorg
L 1
youtube.com/user/icannnews flickr.com/photos/icann

m m SlideShare

linkedin.com/company/icann slideshare.net/icannpresentations
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