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Retirement of ccTLD (Outline mode)

1. Stakeholders

a. Significantly Interested parties (Fol)
Government(s)

Registrants

LIC
b. IANA/PTI/ICANN
Role: Guardian of process
When and how to be to be involved?
c¢. ccTLD manager
Role: Implementing Executive /operational
When and how to be to be involved?
d. Registry Service Provider
Role: Do what instructed
e. Registrars
Role: Open new TLD ( registration to?)
Supplier registrants
f. Registrants
Role: Be Aware
g. Government
When and how to be to be involved?

Role: Public policy
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2. Comparative analysis

A. Subgroup results (document as included)

B. Process steps identified

a. Deletion code element ISO 3166-1 list of country names
(From Terminology doc:

Deletion: Deletions from the list of country names shall be made on the
basis of information from the United Nations Headquarters, or upon the
request of a member of I1SO 3166/MA. The ISO 3166/MA shall decide
upon deletion, on the basis of the information given.

Code element: The result of applying a code to an element of a coded
set

List of country names: Part of the Clause 9 list

Country name: Name of Country, dependency, or other area of
particular interest )

Caused by Geo political change
Significant change of name
disappearance of state
Other

Executed by MA

b. Notification (to)
[IANA
ccTLD manager
Admin and Tech Contact

Others (see specific circumstances imply Fol)
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c. TLD manager Plan
LIC
IANA

SIP

d. Execution Manager's Plan
target at
LIC
Registrants

Other TLD manager

e. Monitoring?
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3. Timelines

A. Purpose
a. Setexpectations of
Registry
Google
Contact way back

b. Schedule for action

B. Transition Plan
C. Notifications

D. In Policy
Fixed Time
Negotiable depending on
Size

Other factors

E. Allocate renumbering (?)
Area codes

Postal renumbering

F. Tips
Temptation to push time back
If time short, technical solution

Registration window

DNSSEC



89

90

91

92

G. Timeline code changes 6-18 months
AN
Zaire-> Congo

YU case
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