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SUE SCHULER: Great. Thanks. Okay, Rick. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Very good. Thanks, Sue. Rick Wilhelm for the record. Welcome to 

today’s meeting of the RDAP Working Group. Today is 30th April 2020. 

Good morning, good afternoon, and good evening to everybody.  

Got out agenda up here as we’ve got pretty much everybody. Usually 

suspects filing in. I’ve gotten regrets from Jothan via e-mail, just as an 

FYI to everyone. So, we’ll go ahead and dive in. But before we do, we 

will have an AOB. Other than the AOB, anybody have any agenda 

bashing that we’d like to do today? Give it a second there. Not seeing 

any hands or anything in the chat so let’s go ahead and dive right in.  

Over on the URL Repository side, the Registry file has been exactly 

stable over the last two weeks. The file was not even updated. So that 

means that over the month of April it’s not done very much movement 

at all as we’re almost done with April. So, we’re still at 824. And over on 

the Registrar side, within the last couple of weeks, it’s only moved up by 

three to 2323 and that was from oddly the update on the 23rd of April. 

So, we’ve not gotten an update in about a week but it’s been very 

gradual increases, only three within the last couple of weeks. Does 

anybody have any questions or comments about the Registry/Registrar 

URLs? Seeing none, we’ll move on. 

Just a real quick item RDAP source complexity. I mentioned I’d gotten a 

regrets from Jothan. In that note, he said that he hasn’t gotten any 
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other feedback but he did request to keep this open. So, we’ll gladly do 

so. So, anybody have any comments on this one from this item that 

we’ve been holding open for Jothan regarding Registry RDAP source 

complexity? Seeing no hands, we’ll move on.  

Just a quick update on meeting planning, ICANN 68 has been officially 

virtual as decided last time. We’re not going to take a meeting slot 

during the meeting week since we have our standing bi-weekly tempo. 

We won’t be needing to do that. We’ll relook at out tempo as we get 

any updates required from the EPDP IRT or EPDP Phase 2 that might 

cause our meeting temp to change. But as of right now it doesn’t seem 

to be any reason for us to be taking up time during the sure to be busy 

and potentially time zone challenged ICANN 68 calendar. So, we’ll just 

let that go and we’ll stick with our plan. Does anybody have any 

questions or comments about meeting tempo? Seeing none, we will 

head over to the microwave. 

So why don’t we start with a quick update on the IRT? And I’ll look for a 

volunteer from the audience. Somebody who can give us an IRT update. 

There’s a hand up from Marc Anderson. Marc, please go ahead. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Thanks, Rick. On the IRT, after no meetings for four weeks we did have 

an IRT meeting last week. It was perhaps headlined by a visit from three 

Board members, Maarten, Becky, and Chris, to talk specifically about 

the implementation of Recommendation 7 and the conflict with the 

existing thick WHOIS policy. For those of you who have not spent as 

much time with this as I have, Rec 7 deals with the transfer of the 
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registrant data from registrars to registries. So that was an, I thought, a 

useful meeting. It was great to have the Board participation there. And 

sort of clarifying that something really, I think has been in agreement all 

along is that while the EPDP Phase 1 recommendations conflict with the 

thick WHOIS recommendations, they don’t overturn the 

recommendations and that that conflict is something that the GNSO 

Council needs to resolve.  

Noting what Mark said, “It’s nice to hear.” It’s great to have their direct 

participation. I think it’s great that we have Board members that are this 

engaged and willing to join an IRT call and make it clear what their 

concerns were. But I think there's pretty good agreement within the IRT 

that the EPDP Phase 1 recommendations and existing policy, not just 

the thick WHOIS policy but other policies as well, do conflict and that 

the GNSO Council needs to address those conflicts. So, that was maybe 

the good news, the big update from this week’s IRT meeting.  

But looking big picture how the IRT is progressing and when this group 

may be ready to pick up a copy of that policy and start figuring out how 

to implement it in a new profile, my feeling is that we’re not quite there 

yet. And if anybody following the IRT has other thoughts on that, please 

chime in. But we’re still working through enough outstanding issues and 

outstanding issues that would impact what we put into an updated 

RDAP Profile that I don’t think we’re quite to the point where we’re 

ready to pick up a pen and start changing the profile. I keep asking 

myself that question when I get to these RDAP meetings, “When is the 

right time to pick up the pen?” And it just doesn’t feel like we’re quite 

there yet. But something I think that’s probably what we care about 
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most as far as the updates from the IRT goes within the context of this 

meeting. So, I’ll stop talking there. I see Mark SV has put his hand up. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Yeah. Mark SV, please go ahead. 

 

MARK SVANCAREK: Thank you. Marc A, do you think that we’re at a stage, I’m feeding you a 

question, I think the answer is yes. Do you think we’re at a stage where 

a small group of us could go off and just look at the existing profile 

document and go basically bullet by bullet and say, “High probability 

that this will be unchanged. Moderate probability that this will be 

changed. High probability that this will be changed.” Just as a heads up 

for the group? Do you think that would be premature? It feels to me like 

we could get that level of advance notice to the group. Thank you. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Marc, I’ll defer to you if want to respond to that. 

 

MARK SVANCAREK: I also defer to Marc. Yes. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Yeah, sorry, have to unmute. Yeah, I think there’s no reason why we 

couldn’t do that. I don’t know. Sarah, if you can keep me honest here. I 

thought that was maybe something that we already did initially when 
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the EPDP Phase 1 report came out. I think we did look at this. So, Sarah 

has no mic. I’m struggling a little bit.  

I thought we already did look at this a little bit and put some thought 

into pretty much exactly what Mark SV suggested. Okay. We know there 

are sections that are going to need to be changed as a result of this. But 

either way, it’s been a while, and since I’m struggling to remember it. 

Maybe it would be a good task to take on. I see Roger is giving Mark a 

plus one. It does seem like a really realistic step and wouldn’t take too 

long. So, I thought we might have already taken a stab at that, but that 

said, no reason not to take a stab at that now. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Sure. Thanks, Mark and Marc. We don’t have a current version sitting 

around. However, it would not take that much, and I can easily do that, 

take and do some Google Doc work to get one going. I mean, we would 

have to make sure that, probably my concern there is that we’re making 

sure that we’re not trying to wag the dog, if you will, to make sure that 

we trace anything that we highlight to be consistent with tangible 

output from the IRT that the IRT is done with. And make sure that we 

don’t have self-fulfilling prophecies and that sort of thing. So, but I think 

that both Mark’s have some good points.  

Marc Anderson just noted in the chat, “Maybe which ones are not likely 

to need modifications.” I think that would be good. So, when we do this, 

just a real quick call. Does anybody have any objections to me starting? 

What I can do is I can take the existing profile and put it into another 

Google Doc. I’ll leave it locked for edits but allow people to make 
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suggestions and comments because we want to keep close version 

control on it, perhaps, obviously. And then send that out to the group 

for people to make some comments and/or suggestions.  

Got a plus one in there from Roger. Anybody else have any comments 

that they’d care to make or a thumbs up? Plus one from Gould. I got a 

checkmark from Galvin in the chat. Checkmark from Sarah in the chat. 

Alex made a comment about, “If SSAD doesn’t use RDAP it will be an 

easy exercise.” And I would agree with Sarah’s comments there. I wasn’t 

even considering SSAD also.  

This is just within the normal everyday unqualified unauthenticated 

open access to RDAP. That’s where my head was. So, I think that my 

head was aligned with where Sarah was heading. Alex in chat says, 

“Your right. Let’s walk before we run,” essentially. Okay. So, I’ll take that 

as consensus and agreement among the group.  

I’ll work on getting some Google Doc stuff started and work on getting 

that out. We’ll see how my week goes if that happens before Monday or 

not. Rick, don’t you have a list of changes that we already noted? 

There’s some running around in a spreadsheet somewhere. I’ll look for 

those. And it would be the RDAP Profile which comprised both the 

Response Profile and the Technical Implementation Guide.  

So, both documents are what I’m considering. And we should find 

however that most of the change is happening, if we’ve done our jobs in 

separating the concerns correctly, we should find that most of the work 

in changing goes into the Response Profile and not into the Technical 
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Implementation Guide aka the TIG. So, we’ll see how we do with regard 

to keeping only minimal changes in there.  

And Sarah’s dug up a sheet there and we’ll take a look at that one. 

Popping that link. Oh yeah. Wow. Sarah gets the [applause]. My mic’s 

open so I’ll clap out loud for that one. That’s amazing. And the speed 

with which she finds it is really impressive. You know you can’t teach 

quick. I’ll just say that. Wow. Okay. I’m still shocked that she was able to 

find that Google Doc link so fast. That’s pretty amazing. Okay.  

Anybody else have anything else on EPDP IRT? She has the link 

memorized. Oh, my goodness. Oh, my goodness. Very good. Nothing 

else on EPDP IRT? So, Sue, of course, was very fast with the screen flip 

and pulled it up there. There’s the spreadsheet that we’re talking about. 

So, we’ll take a look at that one. And let’s go onto our second item in 

the microwave which is EPDP Phase 2. Who wants to take a shot at that 

one? Marc Anderson, again. Part two, Marc, please go ahead. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Thanks, Rick. Happy to put my hand up for this one. I think it’s a little bit 

easier because my update is simply that in Phase 2, for four weeks now 

we’ve been going through public comments and figuring out how to 

incorporate or address public comments and massage them into a final 

report. So that’s been our focus for the last four weeks now.  

I guess I’ll note for everybody as well, there is an initial report 

addendum. The public comment period on that closes May 5th. So, the 

early part of next week. So that I guess is noteworthy and coming up. If 

you haven’t taken a look at that, your time is running out. But within the 
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EPDP Phase 2, I don’t think there is a whole lot new that’s noteworthy 

for this group. We’re just slogging through public comments right now. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Okay. Very good. Thank you, Marc. Does anybody have any questions or 

comments for Marc on Phase 2? You get a plus one on the update from 

Sarah. And a plus one from Mark SV. Very good. Okay.  

Seeing no other questions let’s move on to REGEXT and I think that Jim 

Galvin is here with us. As co-chair of REGEXT, Jim, would you be able to 

give us a quick update there? 

 

JIM GALVIN: Sure. So, I guess everything is okay. Yes. A quick rundown on the RDAP 

documents, we did just have our virtual meeting, our IETF 107 virtual 

meeting. As ICANN is doing IETF in virtual and they basically took the 

[inaudible] meeting that would have been had and just distributed all 

the working groups over the month of April and this past Monday was 

our REGEXT meeting. And we have a couple of documents on the RDAP 

side that are just about ready to be submitted for publication.  

I just want to call them out: the RDAP Partial Response, and RDAP 

Sorting and Paging. These are going to be on the standards track so they 

will be available if this group wants to consider making those part of 

some kind of ICANN requirement or policy or something then they’ll be 

there and ready for that. And just a reminder to folks that the RDAP 

OpenID Specification is ready for our work here if we get around to 

testing with authenticated queries and wanting to go down that path. 
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And of course, reverse search. There is a document called reverse 

search on RDAP which we are hoping to pick up some work on and 

really hoping that some more folks here will engage in the REGEXT 

group and engage in that discussion about how to do reverse searching 

capabilities with RDAP. [I'm] sure there’s some number of the ICANN 

community that would be interested in that feature and how it works. 

So, that’s it for me. Thanks.  

 

RICK WILHELM: Very good. Thank you very much, Jim. Anybody have any questions for 

Jim there? Seeing none I will provide an update on the RA and RAA 

amendment. Over the past couple of weeks, the so-called Term Sheet 

Language document has gotten reviewed by the Registry Stakeholder 

Group and the Registrar Stakeholder Group. It’s made the rounds 

internally within both of those groups. Probably via that many or all of 

you have seen it. And then that went over to ICANN staff and so we are 

now working through the process to get a meeting scheduled with 

ICANN staff. We’re narrowing in on a date and time.  

Then we’re going to be starting discussions and we’ll take things from 

there with ICANN staff on those contract negotiations. So that’s moving 

forward and we’ll look at more active after we into a meeting cadence 

with ICANN staff presumably. Does anybody have any questions about 

that? Seeing none. 

And I will just say that Roger mentioned that, “It seemed like REGEXT is 

in a good groove of moving things along now.” And yeah, I would also 

plus one that. There is a very lively and productive meeting I thought 
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during both the one that was joint with CPH TechOps a couple of weeks 

ago as well as the one that was REGEXT on its own. So, I would certainly 

plus one that comment from Roger. And I think that Jim and Antoin are 

doing a great job in leading that. So that’s good stuff. And then very 

briefly any feedback?  

I see that Karla is here, any feedback, Karla, from ICANN, Karla, on the 

[NSp or] compliance? Karla says, “Sorry, broken record. No updates on 

the NSp.” So, very good. I’m sure the folks in ICANN IT are very busy. All 

right.  

One quick reminder, it’s related to Any Other Business, but it’s is also a 

schedule note. Sue mentioned it. But do please go ahead and look right 

now at your calendar to make sure you’ve got the very long URL there 

sitting in your calendar that you can click on. It’s not the nice short URL 

for the Zoom link that you may have had memorized. It’s the one that’s 

so long that if you want to memorize it you have to be Sarah or you 

need to call up Sarah to have her memorize it for you. Something like 

that.  

So please do check your calendar otherwise you’ll have a harder time 

getting into the meeting next week. You’ll be calling, pinging Sue at the 

point of the meeting beginning saying, “Oh my. Sue. I don’t have the 

right URL.” So just go ahead and check your calendar right now and we 

can go from there. Anybody have any other, Any Other Business? 

 

SUE SCHULER: Hey, Rick.  
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RICK WILHELM: Go right ahead, please. 

 

SUE SCHULER: Sure. As you were talking about meeting planning for ICANN 68, I did 

flip through our calendar and noticed that your regular bi-weekly 

meeting is going to end up on the Thursday right in the middle of Kuala 

Lumpur meeting, ICANN 68. So, I just wanted to kind of flag that. If you 

decide that you want to continue to hold that, they are going to be 

linking on a Wiki page to meetings that people want to open them up to 

other people to attend. And they will link that on the ICANN 68 

schedule. Because you’re outside of the official meeting times, this 

would be considered outside of the ICANN 68 meetings but they would 

link it if you wanted to open it up to other people to attend. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Okay. 

 

SUE SCHULER: So, I just thought I’d flag that and let you think about that. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Gotcha. I have not been paying close enough attention to see what the 

core times are. Let me take Marc's hand and then I’ll offer my own 

comments. Marc, please go ahead. 
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MARC ANDERSON: Thanks, Rick. Just my two cents on this one. We should give people that 

week off to focus on ICANN 68 especially because of the considerable 

time zone change. I've heard from some people that will be adjusting 

their time zones for that week, so we shouldn’t be asking people to also 

join meetings that are in different time zones. So, my suggestion or I 

guess my thoughts would be to just sort of adjust our cadence so that 

we’re letting people focus on actual ICANN 68 things that are scheduled 

for that time. We can easily adjust our schedule and get back into our 

regular cadence afterward.  

 

RICK WILHELM: Yeah. Very good, Marc. My initial inclination there is in agreement with 

Marc. And I see the plus one from Sarah there. Because as you said 

there are some people that are going to have to bend their schedules 

pretty hard to be catching meetings at very odd times. Even though high 

noon Eastern time or late afternoon in Europe is maybe not the best 

time to be napping. The folks might not be working at a 100%.  

I think we should give them a break. So, and especially because right 

now I don’t think, my forecast for that period there in June is that we 

probably won’t have anything burning that strongly that we couldn’t 

handle on the list. And if we really get into trouble, we could always 

adjust our tempo and change our post-meeting thing as opposed to just 

staying on the exact meeting cadence that we are, just skipping one and 

then it would be a month between meetings. We could always come 

back the week right after ICANN and do it and switch to the so-called 

odd week or the even week depending on how you view it.  
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Right now, I think that we would just cancel during that week. And if we 

meet, if we have any business, we would push more on picking up the 

tempo a little bit before and working on the email list during the week. 

Does anybody have any objection to that? Seeing no one objecting in 

the chat. No one objecting. Okay. So, Sue, since we’re lining up right 

now that we would land right during ICANN week, our plan would be to 

skip rather than holding the meeting at off non-peak hours and inviting 

people.  

 

SUE SCHULER: Yep. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Because for one thing, we’re probably going to be in a light tempo 

anyway. So, does that help? 

 

SUE SCHULER: Okay. I’ll make that schedule adjustment. Yep. I’ll cancel that one. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Okay. Very good. All right. Any other, Any Other Business? All right. 

Hearing none we can all get a half an hour back to help us work on 

memorizing long sequences of letters and numbers. Help us improve 

our URL recall ability. So perhaps we too can be like Sarah. We all can 

have goals. Sue, take us on out. 
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SUE SCHULER: Thanks, Rick. Julie, please end the recording. 
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