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Recently Ratified by the ALAC (1/2)

¤ Initial Report of the Expedited Policy Development Process (EPDP) on the Temporary 
Specification for gTLD Registration Data Team – PHASE 2
For all recommendations not listed in the ALAC statement, the ALAC noted that they 
they “Support as written”. The ALAC “supported wording with change” for several 
other recommendations - 1, 6, 7, 9, 15, 19 - and made a general comment that 
differentiation between natural and legal persons would offload the system from 
unnecessary queries that are permissible under GDPR.

¤ Second Security, Stability, and Resiliency (SSR2) Review Team Draft Report
The ALAC noted that ensuring the security, stability and resiliency of the DNS is 
arguably ICANN's single most important role. The ALAC has a particular interest in the 
recommendations related to DNS Abuse, and notes that several of the 
recommendations overlap with and complement those issued by the RDS WHOIS2-
RT and the CCT RT. DNS Security, stability and resiliency is not something that we 
can afford to ignore. The ALAC has a particular focus on and interest in DNS Abuse. 
To address this may require contractual changes to facilitate Contractual Compliance 
action. Such changes require either negotiations with the contracted parties or a PDP, 
and the ALAC recommends against a PDP and instead encourages ICANN to come to 
an agreement with contracted parties. Known vulnerabilities need to be corrected with 
the utmost haste.

https://community.icann.org/pages/viewpage.action%3FpageId=126424369
https://community.icann.org/x/wgyJBw


| 3

Recently Ratified by the ALAC (2/2)

¤ ALAC Feedback to PIR Public Comment Proceeding
Note: Not an ICANN Public Comment. The Public Interest Registry (PIR) held a Public Comment 
proceeding on the issue of the ISOC/PIR. (8) responses were submitted on behalf the ALAC to the PIR 
Public Comment proceeding. The ALAC made several suggestions to PIR regarding the issue of 
ISOC/PIR. The ALAC noted that PICs are the best mechanism with which to enshrine the essential 
characteristics of a .ORG registry, yet there are significant issues with PIC enforcement that need to be 
addressed for PICs to be considered a trustworthy assurance. They noted that from the standpoint of an 
"individual end user," a 10 annual price cap would add a lot of predictability. The ALAC also noted that the 
stewardship council for .ORG is a good start, but its mandate should be wider than just free speech and 
privacy, and suggested a few board seats reserved for 501c(3) organizations, chosen by the community, 
would be more powerful. Reserving certain seats to be selected by NPOC and perhaps the ALAC (to 
represent the individual registrants) would help a great deal. The ALAC’s objective is to enshrine PIR's 
best practices in its contract with ICANN such that they survive any further transitions of ownership. 

¤ Draft FY21-25 Operating & Financial Plan and Draft FY21 Operating Plan & Budget,
The ALAC congratulated the ICANN Finance and Planning team, as the draft plans and budget have 
shown great improvement over the past few years. Not only in how the information is provided, but in the 
way the plans and budget are structured. The ALAC made several suggestions with regards to the 
Operating & Financial Plan and Budget, emphasizing that there is not an exact correlation between the 
number of domains and the income of ICANN. This is important because ICANN relies upon the number 
of contracted registries and registrars and the number of domains a gTLD has. The ALAC drafted a 
separate response to Appendix C, relating to the Evolution of the Multistakeholder Model, following their 
statement. The At-Large community registered its surprise and disappointment at seeing this important 
subject, which has been such a major topic of discussion, now relegated to an appendix in this Public 
Comment - in which it is unlikely to get the time and attention it deserves from the ICANN community.

https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+ALAC+Feedback+to+PIR+Public+Comment+Proceeding
https://community.icann.org/pages/viewpage.action%3FpageId=124848145


| 4

Public Comment for Decision

¤ Addendum to the Initial Report of the Expedited Policy Development 
Process (EPDP) on the Temporary Specification for gTLD Registration 
Data Team – Phase 2 05 May 2020

¤ Guidelines for Developing Reference Label Generation Rules (LGRs) for 
the Second Level Version 2 12 May 2020

https://community.icann.org/pages/viewpage.action%3FpageId=126430910
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Guidelines+for+Developing+Reference+Label+Generation+Rules+%2528LGRs%2529+for+the+Second+Level+Version+2
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Current Statements (ALAC Advice, Comment or Correspondence)

Public Comment Name Public Comment 
Close

Status Penholders

Draft Proposal for 
NextGen@ICANN Program 
Improvements

31 March 2020 VOTE Laurin Weissinger
Joanna Kulesza
Glenn McKnight

Name Collision Analysis Project 
(NCAP) Study 1

31 March 2020 VOTE Justine Chew
Gregory Shatan

Middle East and Adjoining Countries 
(MEAC) Strategy 2021-2025

03 April 2020 COMMENT Raymond Mamattah
(AFRALO)

Dr. T.V. Gopal 
(APRALO)

Revised Community Travel Support 
Guidelines

13 April 2020 DRAFTING Judith Hellerstein

Phase 1 Initial Report of the Review 
of All Rights Protection Mechanisms 
in All gTLDs Policy Development 
Process

27 April 2020 DRAFTING Greg Shatan
Marita Moll

https://community.icann.org/x/iheJBw
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Name+Collision+Analysis+Project+%2528NCAP%2529+Study+1
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Middle+East+and+Adjoining+Countries+%2528MEAC%2529+Strategy+2021-2025
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Revised+Community+Travel+Support+Guidelines
https://community.icann.org/display/alacpolicydev/At-Large+Workspace%253A+Phase+1+Initial+Report+of+the+Review+of+All+Rights+Protection+Mechanisms+in+All+gTLDs+Policy+Development+Process

