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Greek Case Study Team Meeting 
22 September 2011 

 
Actions and Brief Notes 

 
 
Attendees: Greek Case Study Team: Vaggelis Segredakis (Coordinator), Asimina Giannopoulou 
Panagiotis Papaspiliopoulos, Evangelos Melagrakis; ICANN: Francisco Arias, Julie Hedlund, 
Dennis Jennings, Nicholas Ostler, and Andrew Sullivan 
 
Actions: 

• The Greek Team will have a call on 22 September to discuss final questions concerning 
variants. 

• Vaggelis will produce a revised draft Issues Report by 26 September that Julie will 
circulate to the Team and reviewers for comment. 

• The Greek Team and reviewers will meet to discuss the revised report via teleconference 
on Tuesday, 27 September at 10:00 am Athens Time/7:00 am UTC. 

• The Greek Team will finalize the Issues Report by 30 September so that it may be posted 
for Public Comment prior to the ICANN meeting in Dakar, Senegal. 

 
Brief Notes (Refer to the Recording for Details): 
 
Summary: 
 
Some of the Greek Team members held a teleconference on 21 September to discuss remaining 
issues concerning variants.  Based on that discussion and the subsequent discussion held on the 
22nd (see Key Points below) the Greek Team determined that it would be helpful to hold a 
teleconference in Greek on the 22nd immediately following this meeting to resolve remaining 
issues concerning variants.  The Greek Team also agreed that Vaggelis would produce a revised 
draft Issues Report by 26 September for discussion at a meeting on 27 September, and that the 
Team would produce a final Issues Report by 30 September. 
 
Key Points: 
 
Note that this is not a verbatim transcription, but an attempt to capture and summarize the major 
points.  Refer to the recording for details. 
 
Vaggelis: Most of the Greek Team members held a Greek teleconference on 21 September to try 
to find common ground.  Those on the call came to the first conclusion that since we are trying to 
draft a document that only speaks about the IDN TLD and not the second level it would be 
helpful to ignore the Polytonic characters.  This would mean staying only with the Monotonic. 
The second conclusion is that we would like to go forth with the variant scheme with the actual 
requested domain that someone could ask for and at least one variant without the tonos because 
we think that this is one way to deal with people who are not using a proper keyboard.  The third 
conclusion is that if it is a final sigma it should be also available to register the domain in normal 
sigma.  So if someone types in capital letters it will be rendered in small letters, but we are not 
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sure how this will work technically.  We do not have a solution but we should mention that there 
should be some type of solution.  The Team members on the call on the 21st also decided that the 
issue about words with the same meaning cannot be resolved in the domain name. 
 
Discussion and Questions: 
 
Nicholas: Are you saying the tonos is necessary?  That if someone puts it in the wrong place they 
won’t get the gTLD. 
Vaggelis: Yes. 
Andrew: What is the argument to propose including the tonos?  If users are used to not using the 
tonos why include it?   
Vaggelis: Because it is happening when people are using non-computer devices.  The user 
expects the tonos. 
Dennis: So this is normal user expectation for the keyboard (computer) to type it with a tonos?  
So it would be allowed with tonos and not with the tonos?   
Vaggelis: Yes.   
Dennis:  Will you address the issue of how to map the word with the tonos and the word without 
it? 
Andrew:  Is there an algorithm about where you want the tonos to go?   
Vaggelis: No – the applicant will say where it should go. You don’t need an algorithm. 
 
Panagiotis: I would prefer if we could make a family with a word: with tonos, without tonos, and 
with tonos and any other vowel and exclude them from registration. 
 
Evangelos:  I think we can find consensus but I don’t think we can find unanimity.  I am not 
aware that anyone would allow the wrong input of syllables in those scripts to go to the right 
place.   Why would we facilitate someone putting in a Greek word in the wrong way and 
allowing him to go to the right place?  Also, we tried to say we will allow the capitalized form, 
but we are allowing an incorrect transformation from capital to small letters.  The technology 
should determine the cultural needs, not the other way around.  There is no linguistic algorithm 
for the accent.  I think we should try to eliminate the possibility of registering the wrong words. 
 
Vaggelis:  I think you are right that technology should be there for the user.  What we are trying 
to do is to allow the user to register something that is not right. 
 
Andrew:  Capitalization is a problem based on the way DNS is specified.  The reason is that 
undecorated ASCII works in upper and lower case.  The case is preserved in the DNS but it is 
not sensitive for the purpose of matching.  In IDNA2008 we got rid of that because there wasn’t 
any way to do it internationally.  I understand the point of registering without the tonos, but what 
about all of the other ways something could be spelt with or without the tonos?    
 
Vaggelis:  It is a significant issue, but it is important to accommodate the capital letters without 
the tonos. 
 
Evangelos:  I thought we were close to a solution if we forget about the Polytonic and if we 
forbid someone to register the Katharevouse and Dimotiki -- only small letters in the correct 
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form. I would like all of these forms to lead to the same place but I don’t think the capital forms 
will lead us to the correct place. 
 
Vaggelis:  You should register ATHENA’ as just ATHENA – without the accent.   You cannot 
rely on a tonos to differentiate between them. 
 
Dennis:  How are we going to move forward?  We seem to be close to a set of conclusions.  We 
need to include a rationale. 
 
Vaggelis:  I can try to revise the document.  We should have another call early next week. 
 
Francisco:  It will be important to include in the report whether a variant is blocked, or not, or 
reserved. 
 
Andrew:  For aliasing I think you need to say that you will do it with DNAME.  For the purposes 
of this report the point is to highlight the way in which the technologies affect what you can do. 


