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Recently Ratified by the ALAC (1/2)

Proposed Dates for ICANN Public Meetings 2024-2028 and Revised Dates in 2022

The ALAC noted that ICANN has been striving to be more inclusive in an effort to engage more volunteers
with diverse backgrounds. ICANN acknowledges the difficulty in getting new people to join and engage
within ICANN and to increase the diversity of participants. The Multistakeholder Model Work Plan takes
note of the importance to ICANN to develop pathways to enable effective participation. One of the more
practical wa}yvls for ICANN to facilitate participation is for ICANN Org, to be more aware of and to avoid
clashing with important holidays and religious days observed by volunteers who work countless hours to
improve ICANN’s multistakeholder advisory work. By avoiding these dates as much as possible it is
showing all volunteers that ICANN ORG understands their concerns and does its best to avoid

g%gillicztg.z ghe ALAC made several other suggestions regarding ICANN meeting dates in 2022 and from

Third Accountability and Transparency Review Team (ATRT3) Draft Report

The ALAC noted the ATRT review has produced a considerable amount of work in little time and this is
laudable. Nevertheless, from an end-user perspective, ATRT should consider deliberating the following
questions: (1) How can ICANN better address conflicts of interest? The ICANN community is relatively
small, with relatively few actors involved in the process. Conflicts of interest, perceived or real, can impact
negatively on ICANN'’s standing; (2) How can transparency be increased? (3) How can ICANN ensure that
in cases where issues persist, processes are initiated to correct trajectory? (For example, if multiple
reviews identify the same issue or if they find implementation to be lacking, how can this be fast-tracked
transparently and effectively?) (4) Might it be necessary to “silo off” or ring-fence certain functions,
including reviews, compliance, and other types of community oversight? (5) How can ICANN improve their
responsiveness to communit% and review team questions and affairs, and what policies should be created
to ensure these are dealt with? The ALAC also suggested taking several noted options into consideration,
emphasizinz from an end user perspective, more, not less, accountability and transparency is required
from the ICANN community and org. Overall, the ALAC supports the suggested changes to the ICANN
Public Comment, public input as well as the accountability indicators. We believe those changes would
make the Public Comments more effective and show better transparency. We strongly believe that a wide,
open and inclusive process should be maintained in policy development process especially with input
representing the multistakeholder environment. Policy development must be transparent, efficient and
should not be biased or skewed towards a group.
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https://community.icann.org/x/XAGJBw
https://community.icann.org/x/_gRxBw

Recently Ratified by the ALAC (2/2)

ALAC Advice to the ICANN Board on ISOC/PIR Issue (submitted to the ICANN Board on 31 January 2020)

The ALAC noted the proposed sale of PIR to Ethos Capital has, understandably, created quite a stir, prompting
commentary from many perspectives within the ICANN community, and applauds the efforts by the ICANN Board to
clarify and make transparent, as much as possible, the process regarding the deal and to take the time to
encourage the best possible result. The ALAC Advice to the ICANN Board suggested (g) recommendations: (1) The
Registry for .ORG must be organized as either a charitable non-profit [601¢c(3) in the US] or a “Benefit Corporation”
(B Corporation); £2) One-third of the Registry Corporate Board must be representatives of charitable nonprofits; (3)
One Board member selected by the ALAC; (4) The Registry for .ORG must enshrine in its bylaws that the principal
focus of the domain is nonprofits and individuals and not commercial interests; (5) The Registry must enshrine in its
bylaws a commitment to free speech and a resistance to takedown demands with a political basis; (6) The Registry
must provide 6 months prior written notice to its registrants of any increase in wholesale price of their domain
names regqistration renewal fees and the option of a 20-year renewal thereof at the pre-increase price; (7) The
Registry Agreement must enshrine PIR prohibited practices such a bulk sales to commercial registrars; and (8) The
Registry Agreement must establish a “DNS Abuse Ceiling”.

ALAC Advice to ICANN Board on DNS Abuse (submitted to the ICANN Board on 24 December 2019)

Background

Prior to ICANNG66, At-Large and other community groups within ICANN identified the issue, released several reports
on the topic of DNS Abuse. In advance of ICANN66, At-Large Consolidated Policy Working Group (CPWGé led by
Co-Chairs Jonathan Zuck and Olivier Crépin-Leblond discussed recent DNS Abuse research and how DNS Abuse
impacts the Internet end user community, including the erosion of trust and security. During ICANN66, At-Large
organized a policy session on “DNS Abuse — End User Concerns”, with a panel presentation. Jonathan Zuck and
Joanna Kulesza, ALAC Member, moderated the session and summarized how At-Large can enhance Internet end
user protection against DNS Abuse. The ALAC drafted ALAC Advice on the topic during ICANNG66, and finalized the
draft in subsequent CPWG meetings. The ALAC Advice on DNS Abuse was submitted to the ICANN Board on 24
December 2019.<

ALAC Advice

The ALAC made a series of (8) recommendations to the ICANN Board. The ALAC emphasized that community
dialoiue cannot delay or defer ICANN’s commitments or operations related to DNS Abuse. Their recommendations
speak to the insufficiency of the status quo, and stressed their recommendations that no new round will be
approved without substantial changes in the area of DNS Abuse. Please read the full advice here:
https.//atlarge.icann.org/advice statements/13747
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https://community.icann.org/x/0ZczBw
https://community.icann.org/x/ipAzBw
https://atlarge.icann.org/advice_statements/13747

Public Comment for Decision

® Second Security, Stability, and Resiliency (SSR2) Review Team Draft
Report 04 March 2020

® Initial Report of the Expedited Policy Development Process (EPDP) on
the Temporary Specification for gTLD Reqistration Data Team — PHASE
2 23 Mar 2020

® Draft Proposal for NextGen@ICANN Program Improvements 31 Mar
2020
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https://community.icann.org/x/wgyJBw
https://community.icann.org/pages/viewpage.action%3FpageId=126424369
https://community.icann.org/x/iheJBw

Current Statements (ALAC Advice, Comment or Correspondence)

Public Comment Name Public Comment Penholders
Close

Proposed Amendment 3 to the .COM
Reqistry Agreement

14 February 2020
(to be submitted
ASAP)

Proposed Final Report of the New 14 February 2020
gTLD Auction Proceeds Cross (to be submitted
Community Working Group today)

Draft FY21-25 Operating & Financial 25 February 2020
Plan and Draft FY21 Operating Plan

& Budget

Jonathan Zuck

COMMENT Maureen Hilyard
Alan Greenberg
Judith Hellerstein

COMMENT Ricardo Holmquist

Marita Moll
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https://community.icann.org/x/XwGJBw
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Proposed+Final+Report+of+the+New+gTLD+Auction+Proceeds+Cross+Community+Working+Group
https://community.icann.org/pages/viewpage.action%3FpageId=124848145

