
OFBWG

Agenda:
• DRAFT PTI and IANA FY22 Operating Plan and Budgets
• IANA Naming Function Review (IFR) Initial Report
• Recommendation prioritization

Small groups?
WS2, ATRT3, SSR, CCRT, MSM, …
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DRAFT PTI and IANA FY22 Operating Plan and Budgets:
Draft Comment: ALAC appreciates the opportunity to comment of the DRAFT PTI and IANA 
FY22 Operating Plan and Budgets. The budget, and specially the operating plans look good, 
both as an improvement of PTI and IANA functions, also as a transparent initiative to let the 
community know the Operational Improvements Activities and System Enhancements in 
advance. 
Only concern is the 30% increase in the budget from the last real results (FY20), even though 
as a community it is understable the importance of the PTI & IANA functions for ICANN and 
for the Internet, the income of ICANN is almost flat.   
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IANA Naming Function Review (IFR) Initial Report:
Draft Comment: ALAC appreciates the opportunity to comment of the IANA Naming Function 
Review (IFR) Initial Report. We encourage the ICANN Board to fulfill these recommendations 
as indicated in the report.
ALAC also congratulates the IANA Naming Function Review Team for the methodology used in 
the elaboration of the review.
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Recommendation prioritization
WS2: Nearly 100 recommendations
CCTRT: 35 recommendations.
SSR2: 31 recommendations (including the need to implement the 28 SSR1 recommendations.
Enhancing the Effectiveness of ICANN’s Multistakeholder Model: Work in progress, more 
comments than recommendations
ATRT2: 46 (51) recommendations.
ATRT3: 5 recommendations.
RPM: 7 Procedures



OFBWG

Recommendation prioritization
Although some of this recommendations were already adopted by the board, and 
implemented by ICANN org, some are still to be implemented, or back to the sub Pro, 
or WG, or SO/AC to develop.

Sometimes this recommendations sounds very good (more transparency => more 
reviews => more work for us), but, can we, as a volunteer community commit to this 
work?
Or, maintaining a Good level of review to a manageable time/work is still transparent 
enough?
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Recommendation prioritization – Proposal for the OFBWG

ABR’sReviewsBudget

MSM
•Priorities for ALAC/At-Large
• proposed go ahead

ATRT3
•Priorities for ALAC/AT-Large
•Proposed go ahead

WS2
•Priorities for ALAC/At-Large
•Proposed go ahead


