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Overview  
 
Comment periods closing in 2019 January - December: 35*  
RySG comments submitted in 2019 January - December: 17  
 
( * this includes 4 proposed RA renewals, on which the RySG does not comment ) 
 
 

Public Comments  
 

 Supplemental Initial Report on the new gTLD SubPro PDP - WT5 Geographic names 

 ICANN Draft FY20 Operation Plan and Budget 

 Draft ICANN Strategic Plan for FY 2021-2025 

 Proposed Amendment to the IANA Naming Functions Contract, Annex A 

 Updated Operating Standards for Specific Reviews 

 First Consultation on a 2-Year Planning Process 

 GNSO Expedited Policy Development Process (EPDP) on the Temporary 

Specification for gTLD Registration Data Policy Recommentations for ICANN Board 

Consideration 

 Evolving ICANN’s Multi-stakeholder Model 

 Process Proposal for Streamlining Organizational Reviews  

 Study on Technical Use of Root Zone Label Generation Rules   

 Fundamental Bylaws Amendment Proposal – IANA Naming Function Review  

 Draft Financial Assumptions & Projections and Operating Initiatives for the 

development of Fiscal Years 2021-2025 Operating & Financial Plan  

 Evolving the Governance of the Root Server System 

 Next Steps to Improve the Effectiveness of ICANN’s Multistakeholder Model 

 Competition, Consumer Trust, and Consumer Choice Review Team (CCT-RT) 
Accepted Recommendations – Plan for Implementation and Next Steps 

 DRAFT PTI and IANA FY21 Operating Plan and Budgets 

 Registration Directory Service (RDS-WHOIS2) Review Team Final Report 
 
 
Other Comment Opportunities  
 

 Independent Review Process Standing Panel 

 Open Letter to the ICANN Community on DNS Abuse  

 Planning Assumptions for Subsequent Procedures for New gTLDs  

 NextGen@ICANN Community Consultation  

 Accountability and Transparency Review (ATRT3) Survey 

 Discussion Paper on Developing a Public Interest Framework 
 

 

 

  



Public Comments   
 
Supplemental Initial Report on the new gTLD SubPro PDP - WT5 Geographic names 

● Overall, the RySG comment supports maintaining the reservation of certain 

geographic names at the top level based on the provisions in the original Applicant 

Guidebook. They were the result of significant discussion and compromise in the 

community and have proven largely effective. The RySG reiterates that there is no 

valid basis to justify a process of policy of reserving 3-letter codes. The comment 

further reflects members’ opinions on the different recommendations, proposals and 

questions in the report. 

● Links:  RySG Comment (1 Feb) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (1 March) 

 

 

ICANN Draft FY20 Operation Plan and Budget 

● The RySG welcomes ICANN’s focus on cost control, but stresses the need for 

ongoing focus, commitment and specific targets. While the RySG supports the use of 

surplus funds from the Operating Budget to top the Reserve Fund, it opposes to the 

transfer of funds from the New gTLD Auction Fund to the Reserve Fund. Revenue 

forecasts should adequately sensitised, and staff costs must be benchmarked and 

kept under control. The RySG is concerned about the budget allocated to HR and 

Admin, to the GDD and the Office of the CTO, for DNS Industry Engagement, and 

about the cost of ICANN Meetings. The RySG raises  the modest funding for ICANN 

policy development, the removal of funding for the Pilot Drafting Program, and the 

lack of a commitment to fund future rounds.    

● Links:  RySG Comment (8 Feb) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (22 March) 

 

 

Draft ICANN Strategic Plan for FY 2021-2025 

● The RySG welcomes the Strategic Plan and its five Strategic Objectives. However, 

the RySG believes that the plan requires more detail about how the objectives will be 

achieved (metrics, deliverables and tracking) and how the plan will be costed and 

integrated with the financial planning cycle. The RySG also urges that a clear and 

transparent process is put in place for adapting the strategic plan to unforeseen 

events throughout the cycle.  

● Links: RySG Comment (11 Feb) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (29 March) 

 

 

Proposed Amendment to the IANA Naming Functions Contract, Annex A 

● The RySG supports the proposed Service Level Agreement Change Process to allow 

the CSC and PTI to modify, add and remove SLAs where appropriate. 

● Links: RySG Comment (18 Feb) - ICANN Staff Report on Comments (22 Feb) 

 

 

Updated Operating Standards for Specific Reviews 

● The RySG is pleased that its recommendations with regard to setting the scope of a 

review and the role of the ‘Implementation Shepherds’ have been incorporated in the 
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updated draft Operating Standards. However, the RySG continues to have concerns 

regarding the management of the Review Team Budget, calls for a process for 

SOs/ACs to raise concerns about ongoing reviews, and advises including a safety 

clause in the event of failure. 

● Links: RySG Comment (19 Feb) - ICANN Staff Report on Comments (1 March) 

 

 

First Consultation on a 2-Year Planning Process 

● The RySG points out that an accurate overview and understanding of the many 

projects underway across the community, their life expectancy, budget and resource 

implications, and their impact on volunteer time and effort, is indispensable but 

currently missing from the discussions on ICANN’s planning process. Throughout its 

replies on the consultation questions the RySG warns that changing the length of the 

planning cycle alone will not increase transparency or lower the barrier for 

community engagement.  

● Links: RySG Comment (4 March) - ICANN Staff Report on Comments (2 April)   

 
 

GNSO Expedited Policy Development Process (EPDP) on the Temporary Specification 

for gTLD Registration Data Policy Recommentations for ICANN Board Consideration 

● The RySG aknowleged that the EPDP Final Report and policy recommendations 

theirin represent the successful culmination of a challenging but critical policy 

development process, and urged the Board to vote to approve the policy 

recommentations without reopening any inividual recommentadtions for further 

debate or deliberations, and so not to delay the commecement of the impmortant 

work on a standardized system for disclosure of non-public registration data in 

phase2. 

● Links: RySG Comment (17 Apr) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (23 April) 

 
 

Evolving ICANN’s Multi-stakeholder Model 

● The RySG provided ideas and potential actions to enhance a more effective 

functioning of the ICANN multi-stakeholder model, with a focus on improvements to 

how the community scopes and executes work, mindful of scarces time and 

resources. 

The RySG also cautioned that identifying issues or problem areas should not slide 

into an attempt to advocate for major structural changes to the ICANN community, 

nor should the work to evolve ICANN’s MSM supercede the ongoing PDP 3.0 work. 

● Links:  RySG Comment (13 June) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (20 June) 

 

 

Process Proposal for Streamlining Organizational Reviews  

 The RySG provided feedback on the four questions asked in the process proposal. 

 Links: RySG Comment (15 July) – ICANN Staff Report of Comments (30 July)  
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Study on Technical Use of Root Zone Label Generation Rules   

 The RySG suggests that the scope of the RZ-LGR more clearly mentions that the 

intended use of the RZ-LGR is the root and it should not be used for higher levels. The 

comment includes detailed comments on specific sections of the document. 

 Links: RySG Comment (19 July) – ICANN Staff Report of Comments (15 Aug) 

 

 

Fundamental Bylaws Amendment Proposal – IANA Naming Function Review  

 The RySG makes use of the opportunity of the comment period to flag the limitations 

the SG sometimes faces in meeting prescribed ICANN Bylaw requirements, 

specifically when they relate to geographic diversity, because of the composition of the 

RySG membership. The RySG supports the proposed amendment. 

 Links: RySG Comment (26 July) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (9 Aug) 

 

 

Draft Financial Assumptions & Projections and Operating Initiatives for the 

development of Fiscal Years 2021-2025 Operating & Financial Plan  

 Financial Assumptions & Projections: The RySG notes that the scenarios do not 

assume any further TLD delegations arising from the potential resumption of the New 

gTLD Program, and provides specific comments on elements in the document. 

Operating Initiatives: The RySG requests ICANN to provide clear timelines 

demonstrating a dispersal in time and resource allocation for when the proposed 

initiatives will be addressed and suggests the list of key initiatives to be annually 

reviewed and re-evaluated. The comment includes specific feedback on some of the 

16 proposed Operating Initiatives. 

 Links: RySG Comment (5 Aug) – ICANN Staff Report of Comments (19 Aug) 

 

 

Evolving the Governance of the Root Server System 

● The RySG supports the Proposed Governance Model and guiding principles, and 

suggests that RSSAC and ICANN look into clear criteria for volunteers, a vetting 

process and a conflict of interest policy before constituting the different groups. The 

RySG commits to appointing representatives to the RSS Standing Committee and the 

RSS Governance Working Group.  

● Links: RySG Comment (9 Aug) - ICANN Staff Report of Comments (30 Aug) 

 

 

Next Steps to Improve the Effectiveness of ICANN’s Multistakeholder Model 

 The RySG is pleased that the list of issues that are negatively impacting the 

effectiveness of the MSM is further refined into eight key topics, but disappointed by 

how long it has taken to get to the phase of developing a plan to address them, and 

urges ICANN to move expeditiously onto developing and executing the work plan. 

The RySG provided feedback on the questions posed in the “Next Steps” paper.  

 Links: RySG Comment (14 Oct) – ICANN Staff Report on Comments (28 Oct) 
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Competition, Consumer Trust, and Consumer Choice Review Team (CCT-RT) 
Accepted Recommendations – Plan for Implementation and Next Steps 

 The RySG is concerned with the statement in the Implementation Plan that ICANN 

does not intend to provide budget plans until implementation is underway and urges 

ICANN Org to balance perceived benefit against anticipated costs when 

implementing the Board-adopted recommendations. The RySG further provides 

comments on individual recommendations.  

 Links: RySG Comment (21 Oct) – ICANN Staff Report in Comments (10 Dec) 

 
 
DRAFT PTI and IANA FY21 Operating Plan and Budgets 

 The RySG welcomes the fiscal prudence of the budget that is forecast to only 

marginally exceed the FY20 forecast but regrets the lack detail and linkage to a 

strategic plan. The RySG suggests accompanying the draft budget with questions for 

the community to facilitate input and comment around key expenditure. 

 Links: RySG Comment (26 Nov) – ICANN Staff Report on Comments (not yet published) 

 

 
Registration Directory Service (RDS-WHOIS2) Review Team Final Report 

 The RySG refers back to its comments submitted in November 2018 for the 

recommendations that remained substantially similar to those in the Draft Report. In 

addition, the RySG cautions that the RT’s recommendations should not lead to the 

creation of new policy where community-developed policies are already in place or 

being implemented, and encourages the Board to take stock of ongoing work within 

the community when considering and prioritizing actions on the RT’s 

recommendations and refrain from duplicating efforts unnecessarily.  

 Links: RySG Comment (9 Dec) - ICANN Staff Report on Comments (not yet published) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Other Comment Opportunities 
 
Independent Review Process Standing Panel 

● The RySG underlined the increased importance of the IRP as the principal 

mechanism to ensure that ICANN does not exceed the scope of it’s Mission and 

remains accountible to the global internet community since the IANA Transition and 

removal of the percieved oversight and accountability to the US Government. 

The RySG welcomed the progress to the appointment of an IRP Standing Panel from 

which panelists for an individual IRP could then be drawn and responded to the 

questions posed by the ICANN President and CEO in his blog post of 9 March.  

● Links:  RySG Comment (15 May) -  
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Open Letter to the ICANN Community on DNS Abuse  

 The letter addresses some of the questions that ICANN Org posed during recent 

community discussions and is intended as a constructive contribution to further 

community conversation about DNS abuse and security threats at ICANN 66 in 

Montreal. 

 Links: RySG Open Letter (19 Aug)  

 

 

Planning Assumptions for Subsequent Procedures for New gTLDs  

 The RySG appreciates the planning assumptions as an important milestone for ICANN 

to begin to plan and budget for the continuation of the New gTLD Program.  The RySG 

urges ICANN to move forward with this set of assumptions, even though some of them 

may ultimately need to be modified based on final recommendations of the SubPro 

PDP.  

 Links: RySG Comment (30 Aug) 

 
 

NextGen@ICANN Community Consultation  

 The RySG submitted feedback on the NextGen@ICANN Community Consultation that 

was launched to collect input for the draft propasal for program improvements that will 

be publish for public comment in Q4. 

 Links: RySG Comment (9 Sept)  

 
 

Accountability and Transparency Review (ATRT3) Survey 

 The RySG submitted feedback on the online survey launched by the Accountability 

and Transparency Review (ATRT3) team.  

 Links: RySG Comment (13 Sept) 

 
 
Discussion Paper on Developing a Public Interest Framework  

 The RySG provided feedback on the “Discussion Paper on Developing a Public 

Interest Framework” and raised some concerns about the applicability and ultimate 

usefulness of such a framework. 

 Links:  RySG Comment (21 October) 
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