WHOIS TASK FORCE

Teleconference AUGUST 6, 2002-08-06

Attendees:

BC - Marilyn Cade – chair

ISPCP - Tony Harris – co-chair

IPC – Laurence Djolakian

IPC – Steve Metalitz

Registry - Karen Elizaga

Registrars – Ken Stubbs

GA – Kristy McKee

GA – Thomas Roessler

 Registry - Ram Mohan

DNSO Secrétariat – Glen de Saint Géry

Apologies : Sarah

Old Business :

The co-chairs introduced the call and thanked all for their work on the Bucharest presentations.  Marilyn noted that the final WHOIS SURVEY report is out for comment but not many comments have been received. She suggested that in addition, other approaches to outreach to groups we know are interested/concerned should be developed and a more meaningful approach to comments could emerge from that outreach.  The group will develop a list of groups to undertake outreach with [later in agenda]. 

.

ICANN will be posting an announcement about the link, but this hasn’t happened yet. Glen is following up. As well, the raw data will be posted as available. The idea is that the data will be available for request/download. May be necessary to extend comment period. Not a problem since other outreach is planned. Comment forum can be left open if necessary, but better idea is probably to provide an update on revised/expanded recommendations as they are developed. . 

Additional news: 

FTC planned event was discussed.

Some Registrars, about 8 to 10 among them,  Tucows and others, have been asked to give a briefing in mid September to a group of representatives from the Department of Justice and other Federal law enforcement/agencies on WHOIS. It appears that the interest is how law enforcement can have access to data.  There is separately the possibility of a US bill making it a violation of the law to provide false information. 

Marilyn noted that she believes there is a close linkage between Spam and WHOIS in the minds of many law makers/policy makers, and that it is important to delink these issues, since most of the Spam which policy makers receive complaints about probably does not come from data mining of the WHOIS, but from other sources. At the same time, it is important to understand law enforcement’s concerns about access for purposes of dealing with fraud, consumer deception, and other investigatory functions.  It is also important to understand that this is a very small percent of the uses of WHOIS.



Possible WHOIS event under consideration by GAC:  The co-chairs emphasised the necessity to centralise policy and associated events in conjunction with ICANN and not have it splintered off in other groups, where the ICANN community wouldn’t be able to attend, or might not even know about such an event.  There has been some minimal discussion of a GAC sponsored WHOIS event which might take place in the spring, but not as part of ICANN’s meetings.  Marilyn recommended that the TF make it a priority to ensure that any preliminary discussions/meetings are held as part of the ICANN meetings in Shanghai and work towards a WHOIS workshop in Shanghai.  She will draft an email from the co-chairs for follow up with GAC/Staff

Work Program regarding Recommendations in Final Report:  The published presentation and the Draft Final Report both contain the recommendations for policy development, which the TF believes of most significance from their findings and from other data gathering.  Both are retrievable from the archives and are posted on the DNSO site:  www.dnso.org. 
Four areas had been identified in the recommendations; the co chairs asked the T F for recommendations on the work plan to develop the issues/recommendations further suggesting that the TF can address them one per call, or perhaps two in each call that is planned; the goal is to ensure that there is further development of a draft policy recommendation in each area.

The group agreed to start out with a discussion with staff to identify which recommendations need change of policy, and which are implementable without consensus policy development, based on existing policy. The offer from Andrew McLaughlin to join as staff support was agreed to be useful, and the co-chairs will talk to Andrew about this before Monday’s call, if possible, and invite him to join the call.  

Discussion of outreach to other groups: Discussion of where to start: 

Tony Harris, co-chair: important to gather input from the ccTLDs

Ken Stubbs: mutual basis on common issues should be found between the two groups and the WHOIS would be a perfect example to work on. Seconded by Steve Metalitz.

The group discussed starting with outreach to a few ccTLDs, such as Canada, Japan, Australia, Germany, Argentina, U.K., New Zealand. Additional suggestion: add some of the ccTLDs which act as generics:  for example, .cc; .bz, and .nu.

Marilyn asked if we have sufficient background materials available to make such outreach effective and efficient. Thomas Roessler said that elaboration is needed to the present high-level draft recommendations in order to draw more comments.

Steve Metalitz said that the call for comments should be posted to particular groups in an easy to respond to form and Glen will repost to the GA, and all constituencies. 

.

Ken Stubbs said that the Senate and committees should be brought up to date and this would give credibility to the Task Force. Marilyn suggested that we need to be sensitive to the fact that this is after all a global forum, and perhaps we can find a way to dialogue with a number of interested parties at one time, including FTC, Staff, and Administration. All agreed that the GAC should be asked to work with the Task Force.

Marilyn C. summed up by saying that law enforcement and “Privacy” were additional issues to be addressed as noted in our report.  

Thomas Roessler said that privacy on a state level, in the European community for example should be investigated. He raised the question about thin registry conflicts and it was decided to have input from the Registrars on this, especially with the migration from thin to thick models in the next 12 months. Tim Denton and Ken Stubbs would coordinate perspectives from the UK, AP, and the USA. We have a possible invitation to hear from the German perspective and that will be explored by Thomas further.  The co-chairs reminded all that in these sessions that we should be in « listening » mode rather than to provide answers, since we are trying to conduct further outreach. 

Further action on outreach:

Take presentations from the archives, strip parts and come to a quick layer down-MSC to do first cut for review with Tony/then circulate as support for outreach.

 Talk to people in selected categories/groups during the next 4 to 5 weeks

· Presentation from Karen Elizaga on WHOIS as a model in .name – next meeting

· Ask Andrew McLaughlin to join/Marilyn/Tony to negotiate support functions/role.

· Include Andrew’s presentation from Bucharest/posed to TF

· WHOIS update from Verisign – MSC/Tony to invite

· Contact Ben Edelman who is doing research some areas which seem to be related: MSC/Tony invite

· Other groups, including ccTLDs, EC, Law Enforcement – U.S., Data Privacy Comm./GAC  for outreach – invitation to be drafted/Tony-Marilyn

NEXT CALL Monday August 12, 2002-08-09 – 11:00 – 1:00 p.m. EST

- Ask Andrew McLaughlin to join the call

· Start with discussion of which of the recommendations invoke policy/which can be implemented without new policy

· Based on the recommendations, identify action plan for recommendations and develop how to further address those issues which involve policy

- Get material into a different form to encourage dialogue

- Finalise format for recommendations – MSC/Tony: by group who did analysis, develop lead role for next steps. 

- Presentation from Karen Elizaga on WHOIS as a model in .name

Outreach: 

If necessary on outreach, break into sub groups and not have whole task force on every call’ understand that limits TF effectiveness…

Agenda for next meeting:

Presentation by Karen/her team re .name WHOIS issues

Andrew/ICANN staff re what the recommendation areas mean in terms of policy requirements

Andrew: presentation from Bucharest

Review of invitation memo from TF to various groups [draft from co-chairs]

Discuss assignment by team for next phases of elaboration on recommendations

Review timelines

MP3 recording will be done by the Secretariat for the calls on August 12 and August 26 2002.

Teleconference ended at 12:05 EST

