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SUE SCHULER:  Great, thanks. Okay, Donna. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Thanks, Sue. Welcome, everybody, to the call. This is the call without staff 

to discuss the RA/RAA amendment process. These calls come around too 

quickly. As with last time, I don’t feel 100% confident of where this is 

going to go. But what I wanted to do first is just go through the action 

items that Carla takes during the calls and to see where we are in that 

regard.  

I think on the call we agreed to put the preamble to the summaries and 

the timing for WHOIS and RDAP to be run in parallel. We can put those 

two items somewhat on the back burner. We need to focus more on the 

suggested amendments to the contract, understanding that we need to 

come back to those things.  

I acknowledge that ICANN’s suggestion that RDAP and WHOIS be run in 

parallel for a period of five years is unacceptable to this group. But I think 

we agreed not to get too hung up on that, now, and it was something we 

could come back to later. 

 The preamble to the summaries; I'm really not sure what feedback we’re 

looking for there. But it looks like that’s something that’s in Jeff’s court. 

So that’s something that Jeff, I guess, will need to come back on. 

 The SG is to consider the IG [is going to] retire WHOIS. That’s something 

that I think we’ve agreed to put on the back-burner, even though it says 
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“next meeting” on the due date. And ICANN has provided this to amend, 

so that’s something that we’ll come back to. 

 Any items from the last call that folks wanted to dig into on this call? 

Thank you. 

 

UNIDENTIFIED MALE:  I see a hand from … Yeah. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Go ahead, Rick. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Thanks, Donna. There was a fair bit of discussion about searchable RDAP 

in the context of searchable WHOIS. I'm wondering what others’ take was 

on the discussion. It seemed like we made some progress on getting 

ICANN to consider the fact that searchable RDAP is a very different thing 

than searchable WHOIS. And just because a registry had thought about, 

had accepted, or has implemented searchable WHOIS, they need not 

necessarily have implicitly agreed to do searchable RDAP. I'm curious 

about what others thought of the discussion and where that ended up. 

Thank you. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Thanks, Rick, and I agree. I think we made some progress on that 

discussion but I’ll open it up to others with the idea of whether we made 

progress with ICANN in that regard. And also, what would we want to see 
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in relation to the requirement that is in the agreements? I think 

everyone’s just exhausted. 

 

GRAEME BUNTON: I suspect that’s the case, Donna. I think I’ve said “have a wonderful 

holidays” to like seven different calls in the past two days and then ended 

up on another call with the same people. I wonder if we’re just going to 

be spinning our wheels, here, for a bunch of time. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  I wonder the same, Graeme.  

 

GRAEME BUNTON: Yeah. I think Rick had a good point/question. But I wonder if we’re in any 

place to answer this or whether what we should do is take a minute to 

figure out what we really need to tackle when we get going again in the 

New Year so that we’re ready to go and then let ourselves be free. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Sue, can you remind me of when we have the next call with ICANN? 

 

SUE SCHULER:  I'm just going to go right to the calendar. This first one is with ICANN staff, 

which is January 7th.  

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  That’s earlier than I thought. JC, go ahead, please. 
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JEAN-CHRISTOPHE VIGNES:  Yeah, I'm sorry. We were all ready to pack up and I'm talking, so I'm sorry 

for that. I was a bit surprised last week. It really seems that – ICANN and 

us – we are not talking about quite the same thing. We seem pretty clear 

and we have a pretty good reason to say that RDAP and WHOIS, from a 

technical and also from a legal standpoint, are the same beast. And so it 

doesn't make much sense to have both, working on both concurrently.  

To us, when we talk together, when we’re on Skype, it seems pretty clear 

to us, and still, it seems unclear to staff. I'm wondering if we shouldn’t 

use the time we have during the holidays and after to think about it and 

maybe put in writing what our philosophy is because I think they still 

don’t get it. And I wonder if having call after call, if we don’t identify this 

philosophical difference, we may be wasting a bit of time, here. I don't 

know. I'm just putting it out there because it seems to be a slow call. Feel 

free to shut it down.  

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Thanks, JC. Can you explain a little bit? I'm not sure I understand what 

you mean by “philosophical difference.” On a topic in particular or the 

whole process in general? 

 

JEAN-CHRISTOPHE VIGNES:  On the whole process in that it relates to … We want to have a clear 

choice between WHOIS and RDAP and we’re here to include RDAP into 

our daily lives and our daily procedures. And they seem to be hanging 

onto WHOIS and not having a clear transition in mind. I think it’s almost 
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philosophical in the sense that we want it to be clear-cut and it doesn’t 

seem so clear from their end.  

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Yeah, JC. I agree. I think part of that is because of the politics around the 

retirement of WHOIS, which I think we’ve agreed is not our problem. It’s 

ICANN’s problem. But what we need to agree on is that timeline for how 

long to keep RDAP and WHOIS running in parallel. 

 My thought on this is that this process that we’re in now is going to take 

18 months or more. It kind of begs the question of, why isn’t that 

adequate time for people to understand that RDAP is out there and 

WHOIS is being retired. Why do we need to go beyond that? We started 

having that discussion, I think, last week and then agreed to put that aside 

to focus on the substance. 

 

JEAN-CHRISTOPHE VIGNES:  I agree. Sorry, just as a quick follow-up. I didn’t get the sense last week 

that they agreed that it’s “ICANN’s problem,” to quote what you just said. 

And so if we stop there, these are going to be a long 18 weeks. That’s my 

worry. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Fair point, JC. Going back to the timing, if we’re meeting with ICANN staff 

on the 7th of January then we need to … I understand that we’re all pretty 

braindead now so it doesn't make much sense to prolong the pain. Well, 

I guess it’s a question. Do we need to get together before we meet with 
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ICANN staff on the 7th or do we just go into that call having not really 

moved anything forward? Go, Rick, and then Brian. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Thanks, Donna. I would offer – maybe this is carrying a little bit of what 

JC was saying – in preparation for the call on the 7th, one of the things 

that we could put forward is that we disagree pretty strongly with that 

one-page PowerPoint/PDF that ICANN provided regarding the WHOIS 

sunsetting, both with the extraordinarily long timeline and the 

implication or innuendo that there would be SLA changes. That was at 

the top of the slide. And so I think that that might be one thing that we 

could put forward as something coherent to talk about and have a tight 

and unified position around that as a topic.  

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Okay. Thanks, Rick. Brian? 

 

BRIAN KING: Yeah, thanks, Donna. I agree completely with Rick. While my calendar’s 

pretty busy, I think my inner Boy Scout says, “Let’s be prepared for that 

call,” and that it may sense for us to have a brief catch-up before that call 

with ICANN just so that we’re all aligned and coming off a holiday 

hangover; that we’re all on the same page and ready to speak coherently 

to the point that the timeline’s unacceptable and that we need to address 

that. That’s my thought. Thanks. 
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DONNA AUSTIN:  Okay. Thanks, Brian. Do other folks agree that that’s something that we 

could put on the table? Catherine’s agreeing. I'm not hearing any 

disagreement so I assume that … Graeme’s … Okay. All right. I'm happy 

to put that on the table for the call on the 7th. It probably would be worth 

… Graeme, I thought the registrars were going to develop their own 

strawman proposal. But I'm not sure whether you’ve made any progress 

on that? 

 

GRAEME BUNTON:  I think it was a suggestion from Rob Hall. I don't know that that’s RR thing 

or an ROI thing. But I don’t think it’s a bad idea. Certainly, we haven't 

done any work on that to date. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Okay. You’re right. It looks like it’s both SGs. Rick, and then Brian. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Sure. Thanks, Donna. Another topic that would be worth discussing a 

little bit further within the group would be the incorporation of the 

profile by reference as a URL or the incorporation of the profile by value 

as an exhibit. That was something that was getting a fair bit of discussion 

towards the end of the call last week. There, I think we had a fair bit of 

common ground among the contracted parties and that it seemed like 

the contracted parties were generally in agreement that they wanted to 

incorporate it as an exhibit, as a specification, or something like that.  

In other words, incorporating it by value rather than by reference, largely 

because that makes it more stable and harder for changes to be 
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surreptitiously slipped in. It’s a bit of a mouthful but hopefully you 

grasped that. That might be another thing that we could talk about in 

preparation for discussing with ICANN. Thank you. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Thanks, Rick. My recollection of that conversation is that we weren’t 

necessarily on the same page. I think it was maybe Jeff that made the 

point that by providing as an exhibit it could become an extra 20-page 

addendum to the registry agreement. But perhaps my recollection is 

incorrect, in that. I'm happy to be corrected. And I'm only saying that, 

Rick, because I'm not sure that we were all on the same page but I'm 

happy to be corrected. Rick, do you want to respond to that? And then, 

I’ll go to Brian. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yeah, sure. That’s fair. That was brought up, that it would make the 

agreement longer. I don't know if I made the comment while I was on or 

off mute – I'm grinning – that, to me, the length of the agreement is really 

sort of immaterial. I do know, though, that it is the case in any agreement 

that if you have to make editorial changes it can sometimes be difficult. 

And so that is a point that I would certainly accept.  

But I would also accept, Donna, that we did not go through an exhaustive 

effort to gather a consensus. And I do remember Jeff making the point 

that it would make the agreement longer. I didn’t do the calculus on 

whether or not he was making a point and an observation or whether 

that was him registering disagreement with the point. I think it’s a fair 

point to consider either way. Thank you. 
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DONNA AUSTIN:  Yeah. Thanks, Rick. Brian, go ahead. 

 

BRIAN KING:  Yeah, thanks. I would agree. I tell you, this is probably an area where we 

can present a unified front and that we probably should, as much as 

possible. The registry agreement, if you go to the ICANN RA page and do 

a PDF/PUB, it’s already 99 pages. If it’s longer because we have the text 

of what we’re looking at here, so be it. In my view, it’s better to have it 

included as an exhibit than incorporate by reference and subject to 

tomfoolery, as we talked about on the call. That would be my perspective 

on that.  

And to the “strawman,” the opportunity for the registrars to provide a 

strawman, I just would urge caution there that if we do that we should 

probably consider that it is our anchor for negotiating and that we would 

likely be in a position, then, to negotiate a longer time from whatever we 

put forward. ICANN seems to be taking the opportunity to anchor the 

negotiations in a five-year period.  

Without being cheeky, I think we would want to offer, perhaps, a shorter 

period than we’re even expecting to get, knowing that they’re going to 

ask for more time on top of that. So that’s my perspective on the 

strawman. That’s if we want to do it at all. Sorry, Donna. I completed a 

thought and then had another one. That’s if we want to do it at all, 

because in a negotiation you kind of retain control if you’re the party that 

says, “No, that’s not good. Come back to me with something more 
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realistic,” versus, “Let’s make you a counter-offer.” Just as an advocacy 

point, thanks. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Yeah. No, it’s a good point, Brian. We need to recognize that we are in a 

negotiation, here, so we don’t have to put our best point forward first. 

We can go for the … Is it the “gambit claim,” or something? And then pull 

back from that. It’s good to remember that we are actually in a 

negotiation, here. 

 I think what I'm hearing is that there are two things that we can 

legitimately put on the agenda for discussion on the call on the 7th. That’s 

the disagreement about the timeline for sunsetting WHOIS, and there’s 

also the incorporation of the profile, either by URL or spelling it out and 

having it as an exhibit in the registry agreement. Or, “the RAA” seems to 

be the preferred perspective. Is, first of all, WHOIS also something that 

we want to potentially come back to on the 7th? Or do we put that as fine 

for now? Go ahead, Rick. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yeah. I think that that would be a good opportunity for us to try and 

cement our understanding of their opinion. My recollection is that Russ 

said that he was going to take that away and give it some thought. And 

maybe the way that we bring it up is that we say, “Just that, Russ. You 

said you were going to give this some thought. What did you think about 

over the intervening weeks? Does ICANN have our latest stated 

position?” something like that, and we bring it up like that. 
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DONNA AUSTIN:  It sounds good, Rick. Okay. So we had three topics that we have recently 

discussed with them and it’s follow-up from what we discussed with 

them last week. I think there is value. I don't know that we’re going to 

have the opportunity to have another call because I think folks have 

probably … When they start to come back it’ll be around the 6th so I'm 

not confident that we’re going to have time to have a call.  

But what I would suggest is that we do need to get some conversation 

going over e-mail. So maybe if I’ll take it as an action item to identify these 

things as the topics that we want to discuss with ICANN on our next call 

and start the conversation from there about … Because I think we need 

to start to reach agreement amongst ourselves about how we want to 

take these things forward.  

Generally, from the conversations we’ve had, I think we’re pretty much 

in alignment so it’s not going to take much. But it would be good if we 

could have something a little bit more concrete on paper going into the 

meeting. Does that sound fair to folks? Okay. All right. Everyone seems 

to think that that’s sensible and reasonable. That’s pretty good, isn’t it, 

this time of year? So, unless anybody has anything else that they want to 

bring up, I think we’ll wrap this up. Brian agrees with Graeme. Graeme, is 

that an unusual event? 

 

GRAEME BUNTON: Nah.  
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DONNA AUSTIN:  All right. Thanks, everybody. Happy Holidays. Come back safe. Come back 

energized.  

 

SUE SCHULER: Graeme, Donna, and Zoe, can you guys stay on the line? We can just kick 

out some of this … 

 

GRAEME BUNTON: Uh-oh. I’ve been naughty. Bye, everyone. I'm sorry you guys were 

naughty and you have to stay late.  

 

SUE SCHULER:  Thanks, everyone. 

 

DONNA AUSTIN:  Julie, we can end the recording. Thanks. 
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