
IPC MEETING
Los Angeles, California

Tuesday, October 30, 2007

The meeting was called to order by Steve Metalitz at 2 pm and introductions were made 
by the attendees.  (See attendance list attached.)  

Victoria McEvedy was approved for Category I membership.  Steve Metalitz provided us 
with a treasurer’s report (unreconciled October 2007 balance of $37,898).  

Avri Doria, Chair of the GNSO Council, was introduced.  Avri explained the status of the 
WHOIS OPoC proposal which the Council is going to vote on during its meeting on 
Wednesday.  Avri explained that there were 3 proposals on the table for consideration.  
She reported that she is expecting to receive some friendly amendments to the pending 
motions, but she has not seen them as of our meeting.  She also reported that she does not 
expect Motion 1 to pass and she advised that Motion 3 is only to be voted on in the event 
that there is no consensus on Motion 1 or Motion 2.  She also stated that she did not feel 
that Motion 3 would accept.  She then explained her rationale for putting out Motion 1.

Avri was then asked what other issues were going to be before the GNSO during its 
meeting tomorrow.  She advised that she felt there was wide enough support to begin a 
PDP on domain name tasting.  She also explained that she feels sure that the GNSO 
restructuring would get some substantive discussion during the meeting.  Finally, she 
believes that the new gTLDs may come back on certain issues or topics.  She does think 
the Board will accept the GNSO recommendations on new gTLDs, but she feels there is a 
strong chance that the Board may send this some issues back for further work.  Avri was 
then asked about bringing in some senior counselors to help the GNSO prioritize points 
that can be worked out.  Avri has some reservations about the idea of dividing out 
counselors into distinct groups such as senior and junior.

Next, Olof Nordling was introduced to give us a briefing on the IGO dispute resolution 
procedure.  Olof gave a brief history on the background of the issue of protection for IGO 
names and abbreviations.  Staff has delivered a draft for a dispute resolution procedure 
for IGOs.  The procedure is modeled after the UDRP.  This alternative was chosen 
because the existing UDRP was not palatable to the IGOs.  The procedure will apply to 
all new gTLDs, but application to existing gTLDs may require a separate PDP.  One 
main difference in the policy is the appeal procedure. In the IGO DRP, the appeals would 
be to an arbitration panel, not a national court.  The two substantive grounds for bringing 
a dispute were crafted in order to track the Paris Convention, and do not require proof of 
bad faith.  Kristina Rosette went on to point out the substantive differences between the 
draft IGO procedure and the UDRP.  Jonathan Cohen then gave some background on the 
history of this issue.  There was then an open discussion on this topic.  Kristina, Cyril and 
Ute advised that, based on the last GNSO telephone conference, it is their collective 
belief that there is no ground swell of support for this policy.  Olof then asked for some 
possible guidance that could assist in going forward.  The question was raised about the 



extent of the problem.  Olof advised that the problem is fairly extensive and has been 
looked at by WIPO and is discussed in the issues report. 

Stacy Burnette, Chief Compliance Officer for ICANN, then joined the meeting. Stacy 
opened with a presentation on ICANN’s efforts on contractual compliance.  ICANN has 
published a report on its compliance audit.  Stacy was asked what ICANN plans to do 
with the non-compliant registrars that have not made any efforts to correct their 
noncompliance.  Stacy stated that because of the risk of harming registrants, ICANN was 
hesitant to take any action to cancel accreditation for the registrar until the data escrow 
program is operational.  Stacy advised that ICANN does plan to begin publishing the 
names of those regitrars that are non-responsive to compliance audit requests.  ICANN 
plans to do a Whois Accessibility and Whois Accuracy audits in 2008.  Stacy then 
unveiled a proposed new complaint procedure for successful Complainants in UDRP 
actions that cannot get a decision implemented by the registrar.  Stacy intends to 
implement this procedure by end of November 2007.  Stacy then was asked to address the 
NAF comments in the Whois public comment period.  Stacy advised that during her 
tenure she has assisted providers on several occasions and that in all instances the non-
compliant registrars have eventually complied. 

Kristine Dorrain from NAF was then introduced to ask any questions with regard to NAF 
its policies and procedures.  A question was asked with regard to Kristine’s review of the 
IPC’s email making suggestions to its supplemental rules.  Kristine was asked to put 
together a list of serial offenders (registrars not cooperating with UDRP procedures) so 
that ICANN can take contract compliance steps.   

Steve Metalitz then introduced the topic of GNSO reform.  There was then a general 
discussion on this issue.  Steve called for volunteers to look at the Board’s Working 
Group’s report.  A timeline of 2 weeks for putting together an IPC response would be 
good.  It was suggested that this small group try and circulate draft comments by 
November 12, 2007.  

There was then a general discussion about the issue being considered by the GNSO in its 
Wednesday meeting.  Doug Brent, COO of ICANN, was introduced to briefly go over the 
new strategic plan.  Doug Brent strongly suggested members read the Strategic Plan, 
especially the plan priorities on pages 10 and 11.  It was also suggested that member 
review page 15.  

Kurt Pritz from ICANN staff was introduced to discuss the RAA.  Kurt provided the 
group with an update on the progress with regard to revision of the agreement. ICANN
and working group of 6 registrars are getting close to agreement on 8 amendments, and 
hope to reach agreement on specific language by the time of the Delhi meeting.   

The meeting adjourned at 5:40 pm.  
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