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RICK WILHELM: Good morning, good afternoon, good evening, everyone. Today is 17th 

of September 2020. This is the regularly scheduled meeting of the RDAP 

working group. Thanks, everybody, for joining. We cancelled a couple 

weeks ago due to it being sort of the end of summer and we didn’t 

really have a lot going, so we gave everybody an hour back in their day 

and everyone was appreciative, I'll note. 

 So thanks, everybody, for joining. We’ll go ahead and tuck in. Sent out 

the agenda earlier this morning as usual or evening or afternoon 

depending on where you are in the world. So a quick question for 

anybody on agenda bashing. Topics we will have are usual Any Other 

Business at the end. Looking around for hands on agenda bashing. 

Going once, going twice, seeing none. 

 Okay, heading right in on implementation status. URLs are basically the 

same. Registries dropped by one in about six weeks from 7/28 to 9/7. 

Registrars were exactly the same in four weeks from August 13th to 

September 11th. So they're basically there. 

 Jothan sent out a note this morning on this topic. He had a lot of words, 

I'm not sure how many people had a chance to read it there. Basically, 

I'm kind of wondering if this stat is really helpful anymore and if I should 

stop tracking it, because I think it’s pretty clear that we've gotten to the 

flatline portion of this. 

 When I first started tracking this for us in the pilot phase, we were 

having a slope to this curve, and as of right now, it’s pretty flat and I 

think that the numbers we were seeing, these drops are really due to 



RySG RDAP WG-Sep17                                        EN 

 

Page 2 of 11 

 

TLDs dropping it, dropping their actual accreditation. Jothan is here. He 

lobs into the chat, “I’d support removing it.” 

 It doesn’t take me a lot of effort to collate, but I'm really questioning as 

to whether or not it’s helpful anymore. So I've got Jothan’s support in 

the chat for removing it. I think Jothan puts into his e-mail that he sent 

at 9:21 eastern some good reasons why it’s not really all that helpful. 

Anybody else have any comments or thoughts on this? 

 Jothan supports removing it, Marc Anderson says interesting at first, 

doesn’t seem to have any value anymore. And very importantly, Marc 

notes, isn't actionable. I think that’s a very valuable set of words there, 

or maybe the word “actionable” is really the actionable word in that 

self-referential notion. 

 Jody says “I'm fine with removing also.” Let’s flip it this way, does 

anybody object to me removing the stats on implementation status? 

And I offer that I'm not really willing to go through the effort to do any 

analysis. As I've mentioned before, my method of counting these things 

is loading them up into my favorite browser, searching for “https” and 

looking at the number of things that it returns. So I'm not using any kind 

of fancy script or anything like that. 

 Okay, we’re going to take that as consensus that we’re going to drop 

these stats here because they've really ceased being useful. Anyone of 

course anywhere in the world is welcome to do their own tracking and 

such as this is all publicly available data, but here on the list, we’re not 

going to track it anymore. So that’s a few seconds of my day that we’ll 
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get back every two weeks. Thank you very much. And thanks, Jothan, 

for bringing this up and noting some of the puts and takes on this. 

 Okay, very good. Moving on, no meeting planned for ICANN 69. We’re 

going to keep our every other week tempo. I'm probably going to look 

at—we've got a meeting scheduled for—our current meeting is 

currently scheduled for October 1. I'm probably going to look at if we 

still don’t have a lot of movement in and around things taking a poll on 

the list, see if anybody objects and canceling that one and going for 

October 15th, although maybe somebody, maybe Sue can remind me 

exactly when ICANN week is, because if it turns out that that would 

cause us to not have a meeting for too long—and we don’t have to 

decide this right on the fly. I don’t have it handy about when exactly 

ICANN week—because I don’t want to go too long without that, but 

we’ll see if we don’t have a lot going on, I'll make sure that we don’t 

over-cancel to make sure regarding ICANN week in there with ICANN 69. 

 So we’ll take a look at that and between Sue and I, we can trade some 

e-mail and stuff like that, we’ll figure that out. Anybody have any 

thoughts on meetings? The first is the week of October 1st— 

 

SUE SCHULER: No, the 15th. Thursday the 15th. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Thank you very much, Sue. So we’ll probably have our meeting on the 

week of October 1st. We’ll plan on canceling the week of the 15th and 

then meeting again on the week of the 29th. So we’ll probably plan on 
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that, because otherwise, we would have way too big of a gap. So we’ll 

pencil that in as a plan. So we’ll look at that. 

 Anybody have any objections or concerns? Because I don’t want to skip 

the 1st and the 15th and then come back not until the 29th. That seems 

like too long. We’d all miss each other too much, and we wouldn’t want 

that. It might be too damaging for everyone emotionally. It’d be great to 

see how that turns up in the transcript. 

 Moving on to the microwave at an absolutely [carnelian] pace. EPDP 

IRT, looking at topics relevant to the working group. Any volunteers to 

give us a quick update on the IRT? Marc Anderson, please go ahead. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Thanks, Rick. I'll give it a try. Noting what Sarah said, I'm not sure there's 

anything of note. I was sitting there scratching my head what to say 

about the IRT. I guess what I could say is that Dennis has reported out 

on the latest timeline, and he's currently trying to get the OneDoc, 

which is staff’s codeword for the draft policy document, he's currently 

trying to get that wrapped up in September so it can go for public 

comment sometime in October. 

 He's clearly trying to meet October, but he did acknowledge in the last 

call that that’s an aggressive timeline. Roger’s noting that’s not going to 

happen. So take that for what it’s worth. 

 The other thing though, that timeline would push the publication of the 

policy from February 2021 to March 2021. Again, that’s an aggressive 

timeline. But just something to keep in mind for those of us planning 
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engineering cycles and figuring out when we’re going to have to update 

our systems for what will eventually be the new RDAP profile. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Thank you very much, Marc. February fading in hopes, March is a 

possibility, and take Roger’s comment into account if you're writing in 

your engineering notebook. Moving on to EPDP—anybody have any 

questions for Marc regarding that? Seeing none, EPDP phase two 

relevant to the working group. Marc is back. Please go ahead. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Thanks, Rick. Sorry, before I talk about phase two, one more thing on 

the IRT. I've provided this update before, but just a reminder for 

everybody since it’s been a while. The current draft language in the 

OneDoc calls for an 18-month window to implement. But of course, 

keep in mind that registries are going to have to be done early to give 

registrars time to do their work. So it is sort of a long runway, but that 

of course is because there are dependencies or there will be 

dependencies in there. So keep that in mind as you're considering 

planning for implementation. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Great point, Marc. Thank you very much. Phase two. 

 

MARC ANDERSON: Phase two, I'm not sure that there’ll be anything in phase two relevant 

to this working group. I guess I'll say, where phase two is, it’s delivered 
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the final report to council, and council is slated to take it up later this 

month, September 24th at their council meeting. They’ll decide whether 

they're ready to vote on it or not, and if they do vote on it and they do 

pass it, it'll go to the ICANN board for consideration. 

 So still a ways to go before anything coming out of there would be 

impactful. But again, I've given this update before, it’s not clear to me 

that anything from the phase two report will result in changes to the 

RDAP profile. The phase two work calls for the creation of the SSAD, a 

standardized system for access and disclosure. And as registries and 

registrars will have to integrate with that system, and how that 

integration will ultimately look, is very much TBD. But it’s not clear to 

me that that'll utilize RDAP. In fact, it doesn’t seem likely that RDAP will 

be leveraged because it doesn’t seem like a fit for the 

recommendations. 

 So obviously, something to keep an eye on, but it’s not clear to me that 

that'll have impacts on this group the way the phase one EPDP report 

does. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Thank you very much, Marc. Questions for Marc there. Seeing none, 

IETF regext. I see Jim coming off mute. I'll take that as an ersatz hand. 

 

JIM GALVIN: Thanks, Marc. Just to repeat, last time I gave an update, I was just 

emphasizing a couple of documents that are important to this group. 

The 7482 and 7483 RFCs, if you’ve been active in this group, of course, 
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you are aware that there are updates to those documents. So the two 

[biz] documents are due for working group last call very soon now, as 

soon as the chairs just declare that on the mailing list. That’s the RDAP 

query format and the RDAP json responses. 

 You should be up to date if you’ve been tracking in this working group 

and been around it for a long time. There's a fair amount of cleanup and 

such in those documents, editorial work. A couple of things might be 

considered material depending on your implementation and how much 

you’ve kept up or not kept up. But just want to encourage people now is 

the time, this is your final check for your implementations to look at 

those documents, the technical specifications. Make sure that you're 

both up to date and also have no issues. 

 So please make sure you're on the regext mailing list and would love to 

see your support when the documents go to last call. It’s always good to 

say plus one. Just join the mailing list, say that you like them. We 

appreciate the consensus from folks. And of course, if you have any 

issues or concerns, now is the time. This is your last chance, really, to 

get any updates or fixes that it needs. I don't know if Scott wants to say 

any more about the details of those documents. He's welcome to jump 

in and add here, but I did want to call them out for folks in the RDAP 

group. Thanks. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Thank you very much, Jim. Scott, anything else you’d like to add on 

those? No, all good, he says. And then one other IETF thing. I think that 

IETF 109, it’s all virtual. I'm not sure if that was known officially when 
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we last got together, but IETF 109 is taking place on Bangkok time. Is 

that right, Jim? 

 

JIM GALVIN: Not Bangkok time. I forget too. Oh, it is Bangkok, isn't it? 

 

RICK WILHELM: I think so, because I remember rubbing my temples when I thought 

about it. But anyway, someone here will paste a link, but registration for 

that is going to be opening up pretty soon, deadlines—Ed Lewis says 

yes, Bangkok. So pay attention for early registration deadlines. As 

before when IETF went pure virtual, there is a registration fee now for 

attending virtually, and there's an early registration deadline for that, I 

would assume. I don't know those dates handy, but something just to 

pay attention to. So just a shoutout there for you to have an 

opportunity to be up in the middle of the night participating in working 

groups. Always a good time. At least the middle of the night if you're in 

the US, or very early morning if you're in the EU. 

 Very good. Thank you. Anything else, Jim, on IETF? 

 

JIM GALVIN: No, we’re good. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Thank you. On the RDAP RA and RAA amendment, as most of everybody 

within your shop probably knows from your discussions inside your 
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stakeholder groups, right now, negotiations with ICANN are on hold 

until about the end of the month and then they'll be restarting. So at 

our next meeting on 10/1, we’ll probably have a little bit more of an 

update, but right now, we’re still on hold.  

 ICANN feedback on the NSP. I think I see Karla here with us. “Nada.” So 

no updates there from Karla. So that brings us to everyone’s favorite 

acronym here at the microwave, AOB, Any Other Business. Does 

anybody have any topics that they would like to bring up here as we get 

to the end of the microwave? 

 Please go ahead, Jim. 

 

JIM GALVIN: Thanks, Rick. I've said this in other groups, and it occurred to me I 

should say it here too. Maybe I should have added this under your 

RA/RAA amendment. I think it’s fair to remind people here that—an 

observation. One of the issues under discussion in that whole process is 

about searching. There is an issue for those registries that have 

searching as part of their WHOIS. What that’s going to map to and look 

like in RDAP is kind of an unknown and a point of discussion. 

 And I would just remind folks and encourage you that as the technology 

folks worry about RDAP, you should talk to your policy people in the 

registries and registrar space to understand what's going on there and 

what effect that’s going to have. It’s important for RDAP because there 

is no RDAP searching standard. So it’s sort of motivating to think about 

what it means to you and whether or not you want to engage and move 

forward on some technical searching work. 
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 There's a languishing document in regext for searching in RDAP, and 

there's certainly an opportunity for some discussion here about what 

searching means to the name registration process. But you might want 

to check and see what your motivations are internally with respect to 

searching, because there is an issue there that’s under discussion that 

we don’t know exactly how that’s going to map out, how you get from 

WHOIS searching to RDAP searching. And we need to understand what 

the technical work is there that may or may not need to be done. 

 So please take your time to check with your teams and figure out what 

you want to do there. Thanks. 

 

RICK WILHELM: Very good point, Jim. Thanks for bringing that up. Yeah, it’ very true. 

From technical perspectives, there's a lot of things we can do, but it’s 

important to talk to your policy folks and figure out what your business 

wants to do to make sure that your technical position supports your 

business/policy position. It’s a good reminder because it’s an important 

issue. Thank you very much for that. 

 Any other topics here in the AOB section? Not seeing any, our next 

meeting, we’re going to plan it for 10/1. It seems hard to believe that 

it’s almost October. Goodness, I'm not sure what's happening to 

September. And then we've got a tentative plan to skip 10/15 which will 

be ICANN week, meeting on 10/29, that’s what our meeting schedule 

looks like. 

 So we will see everybody on the wire. Thanks for your time today. 

Always good to see everybody here. And Sue, you can take us out. 
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SUE SCHULER: Thanks, Rick. Terri, please stop the recording. 

 

[END OF TRANSCRIPTION] 


