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SUE SCHULER:  Great, thanks. Okay, Rick.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good, thanks Sue. Good morning, good afternoon, good 

evening everyone. Today is 23rd July, and this is the regularly 

scheduled meeting of the RDAP Working Group. Thanks 

everybody for joining.  

I've gotten regrets from Jim Galvin. And we've got currently the 

EPDP Working Group still going on. They're very, very, very, very, 

very, very busy. I think that was six verys, I think that about 

quantifies it. Very, very busy over there in the EPDP Working 

Group, so we're not quite sure when they're going to wrap up. 

We're just going to get on going here and we'll let folks file in when 

they are able to, and they might need a break afterwards, anyway.  

So, thanks everybody for joining. I sent out the agenda earlier 

today. And so, we will have a round for any other business, but 

anybody have any agenda comments before we get started? 

Seeing none, we will dive right on in, very good.  

Okay, quick review of the URLs. The registry URL number 

dropped by one since the last time we reviewed it at 8/23, but 

really just the barest of changes. And interestingly, the registrar 

number dropped by two. I think that's the first time we've seen the 

registrar number drop by two with the 7/16 update, so 2,337. So, 

that's where that's standing. Any questions or comments about 

that?  
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Seeing none, we'll go on to some new business. There's a brief 

exchange on the list regarding local contact address data. Quoc 

kicked us off with an email related to localize address data, and 

contrasting that with internationalized address data. There was 

apparently some discussion between Quoc and Scott Hollenbeck, 

and it's looks like Quoc concluded that they could use the 

language attribute in the address. And then Jim Galvin had made 

a comment about the official representation should be returned 

and that [if] the server elects to return multiple versions, you could 

just tag those and that particular display can be left up to the 

client.  

So, just capturing that here in the summary, in case anyone 

missed that when it was rattling by on the list. And we can take 

comments on that if we want. It really wasn't left open as a 

question. Just mentioning it here, and summarizing in the meeting 

notes in case anyone had missed it on the e-mail traffic. 

Questions or comments?  

Seeing none, thanks to Scott Hollenbeck for commenting on the 

list. Scott Hollenbeck has his hand up, Scott, please go ahead. 

 

SCOTT HOLLENBECK:  Thanks, Rick. Just one quick clarification, it's not actually the 

language attribute, it's the vCard LANG property. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you very much. 
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SCOTT HOLLENBECK:  Minor detail. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  vCard LANG property. Very good. Thank you, Scott. Good stuff. 

All right. Any others? Seeing none. Okay.  

We’ve been having this topic about RDAP source complexity. 

Jothan sent me an email last week, which kind of summarized the 

state of play around this one. I'm capturing it here and put it into 

the notes so we could kind of wrap this one up. And we're going to 

let this one drop from the old business topic largely just to save 

space in our email because you know how much those bytes cost 

as we throw them around the Internet. And then, if we need to 

bring it up from time to time, we can of course bring it back. I think 

that we captured this okay here and I think it's been good to keep 

it around.  

And of course, if any registrars or registries, of course, have any 

comments they’d care to bring up around this as we go forward, 

certainly happy to revisit those. But of course, anybody have any 

comments here? I note Jothan made a comment in chat. And 

anybody, of course, can come to the microphone as they wish. 

Anybody have any comments on this one? Seeing none. Okay, I 

think we've gotten kind of to a point of stability here on this one. 

Very good.  

Okay, moving on. Meeting planning, we're still on a biweekly pace 

and this is probably where we'll stay until we get workload coming 

out of the IRT, and probably more so from the IRT, unless we 

would get a question from EPDP Phase 2, which at this point I 
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would doubt. They've got other work that's been keeping them 

busy. And so, we'll be keeping that pace going.  

I would note that there was a Doodle poll circulating about a 

possible Registry Stakeholder meeting that could be conflicting 

with our meeting coming up on August 6th. I sent a note to the 

Registry Stakeholder Group to let folks know that if we would have 

that meeting coming up in the Doodle poll, August 6th, that I would 

go ahead and cancel our meeting. So, we'll stick with that. 

Sue, she says this time seems to be preferred on the Doodle poll. 

So Sue, I think you're saying that the Registry Stakeholder 

meeting is looking like it's a likely collision for August 6th. Is that 

correct? You care to comment? 

 

SUE SCHULER:  Yeah. So far, this is the preferred time of the two that [Theresa] 

gave us.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Okay. Very good. So, just a heads up, folks. So, we will monitor 

this. There's a likely special meeting of the Registry Stakeholder 

Group. That's looking like it's going to collide with this time slot on 

August 6th. Given that's the case, don't be surprised if you see a 

cancellation for 6th August for this meeting coming up. Given 

what's been going on of late, I'm not that concerned about 

skipping the 6th and we would just go ahead with our next meeting 

being on the 20th.  
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At this point, we don't have a ton going on. Unless the EPDP IRT 

surprises us, that should be okay. Anybody have any questions, 

comments or concerns about that?  

So, just for clarity, it looks like there's a likelihood of there being 

Registry Stakeholder Group meeting colliding on the 6th with our 

time slot, and so we're likely to be canceling on the 6th. And my 

proposal would be just to have us skip that meeting and keep with 

our regularly scheduled meeting on 20th August. Anyone have any 

concerns about that? Sarah Wyld is in support, as she does not 

anticipate any surprises from the IRT that would affect the RDAP 

Working Group.  

Okay, seeing no dissension we'll call that consensus. Stay tuned, 

watch your email, and look for a note from me, and then probably 

a cancellation from Sue, if it comes. And regardless, I'll probably 

plan on sending a note to let you know either way, depending on 

how that Doodle poll turns out. Very good. Thank you very much, 

Sue, for that update.  

Okay, let's head over to the microwave. One of the things you'll 

notice that I tweaked in our visit to the microwave this time was 

that, related to both the IRT and the EPDP Phase 2, I put this 

qualifier in here because the EPDP IRT and the Phase 2 are both 

complicated topics. I wanted to make sure that I gave our briefers 

the qualifier that we're really aiming to summarize topics only 

relevant to the RDAP Working Group because the idea of trying to 

briefly summarize either the IRT or EPDP Phase 2 is daunting at 

best.  
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So, in the spirit of brevity, I wanted to really make sure that we 

qualified these summaries, that we're really only looking for topics 

here that are relevant to the RDAP Working Group. So, with that 

as preamble, maybe we can get a quick update related to the IRT. 

Any takers? Any hands here? Volunteers? We’ll aim for volunteer 

rather than voluntold. There's Marc Anderson. Brave as always. 

Marc, please go ahead. 

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Hi, sir. Taking into account what you just said, considering what's 

most appropriate to this group, what jumps to the top of my mind 

is that Dennis has recently shared projected timelines for the IRT. 

He hopes to finish the work, getting a draft policy ready for public 

comment by the end of August, and get it out for public comment 

in September.  

I won’t go into the rest of the timeline because I think that's all 

subject to change, right? But probably, looking at what's most 

impactful or interesting to us, that's what we want to keep an eye 

on, seeing how the IRT tracks on that timeline, and when they 

have a draft that's suitable to go out for public comment. That's 

probably the point that it gets stable enough that we would 

consider taking a hard look at it. And maybe that even could 

inform some comments we might have, or at least comments we 

may want to take back to our constituency groups.  

So, I think that's probably the note that I would want to share. 

That's the most impactful to this group. 
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RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you very much, Marc. That's very helpful. So, 

draft ready for public comment likely in September. That sounds 

good. Good stuff.  

Anyone have any questions or comments for Marc related to that? 

Very good. Thank you very much, Marc. And any updates related 

to EPDP Phase 2 that are relevant to the RDAP Working Group? 

Marc, please go ahead.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Thanks, Rick. So, [we] just came off our last scheduled Working 

Group meeting. So, we're, in theory, done. We still have some 

work to do to finalize the report and make consensus designations 

to send back to Council by July 31st, which is our deadline.  

I have not taken the time to really look at what it would mean to 

this group and for RDAP. I think a lot of that will have to be 

determined in implementation. It's not clear to me how requests 

for nonpublic registration data via the SSAD will come to 

contracted parties and how contracted parties will deliver that 

data, if or how RDAP will be [means] to accomplish that. It may 

not be.  

It may be that RDAP just isn't the right tool to accomplish that, 

which is a way of saying that I'm not sure that Phase 2 will have 

an impact on this group. I'm not saying it won’t either, but I'm not 

sure that it will. We may end up in a situation where RDAP isn't 

impacted at all and that our work ends at the end of the 

[implementation of the Phase 1 report].  
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But I think we won't know for sure until it gets to implementation 

and some of those questions are answered. Like I said, 

specifically, how will requests through the SSAD come to the 

contracted parties, and how will the contracting parties return the 

data to the requesters? So, I think that's really the key takeaway 

for us. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Got it. Very good. Thank you, Marc, that’s a great point. Yeah, 

from the reading I've done on the SSAD, it is kind of unclear how 

that's going to use RDAP and I know that that's some opinions 

that other folks on this call have expressed also, as well as other 

folks involved in the process that are not on this call. So, thank 

you very much. Anyone have any questions for Marc on any of 

those topics? Not seeing any hands. Very good. Thank you, Marc, 

for those two very helpful updates.  

Flipping over to IETF Regext, we see Jim Galvin provided an 

update that he sent over out on email. Next week is, of course, 

IETF 108. No one within earshot is going to be traveling to Madrid, 

to the best of my knowledge. And so, unlike other virtual 

attendance for IETF, since this IETF is all virtual, the online 

attendance, they’re charging a fee. And you can figure out how to 

pay that if you go to Registration.IETF.org/108.  

The Regext meeting is scheduled for Friday at 11:00 UTC. So, 

that is booked on Friday, July 31st. And so, that is Friday, July 31st 

at 11:00 UTC, 7:00 AM Eastern, and then there’s obviously a 

bunch of other working groups throughout the week.  
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And so, if you're using this, IETF does not use Zoom, it uses a tool 

called Meetecho, and then also Jabber for chat. So, there's a way 

to log in and test. There's test sessions for making sure your client 

works. You're encouraged to go ahead and do that, it is very easy 

to get set up, but it is important, especially if you’re at work, to 

make sure that your firewalls are properly provisioned and all that 

stuff.  

So, Jim provides the links there, so please do go ahead. And if 

you plan to attend, do your testing in advance so you're not 

frustrated by not being able to connect.  

And if you go to the link there about Regext, you can see the 

agenda for the things that are on the topic. There are some RDAP 

topics that are there, so you can have a look at those. Anybody 

have any questions about IETF? Very good.  

Seeing none, we will flip over to the next topic on the RA and RAA 

amendment. A couple of weeks ago, ICANN Org provided a 

response to the contracted parties with their latest set of positions. 

And then, let's see, on the 14th, the two groups met. So, ICANN 

Org provided the responses to the contracted parties on July 

13th—today is July 23rd—and on July 14th, the two groups met and 

ICANN Org walked the contracted parties through their responses. 

On the 21st, the contracted parties met internally to discuss and 

review the response from ICANN and discuss internally, same 

meeting as planned for the 28th. And then our next meeting with 

ICANN is planned for the 4th of August, so that's how that's going.  

There's been some gradual progress on this, but nothing definitive 

yet. So, there's been updates also in the stakeholder groups that 
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have been provided. So, gradual progress, but not yet done. Any 

questions on that one? Very good. Seeing none.  

Let's see. ICANN feedback, I think I saw Karla is here. Karla, any 

feedback on the NSp or compliance? I know that we got on the 

roadmap. “Nothing this week,” Karla says. Okay, very good. 

Thank you very much, Karla.  

And now, on to one of everyone's favorites, any other business, 

AOB. Anybody have anything? Seeing none, all right.  

Very good. I think that then wraps us up. So, right now, we are 

tentatively scheduled for our next meeting being August 6th, but 

that one has gone from ink to pencil in your diaries due to the fact 

that there's a reasonable likelihood that there will be a collision 

with the Registry Stakeholder meeting in this time slot. So, please 

watch your email for updates.  

Sue, when do we think that the meeting time will be selected for 

that Registry Stakeholder meeting? 

 

SUE SCHULER:  We gave everybody through today to respond to the Doodle.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  So, probably by either close of business Friday or sometime 

Monday we'll probably have word on that. So, just watch your 

emails. And once that gets finalized, I will send a note to this distro 

either way, and then we'll get that out on the wire.  
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If there is a need to cancel the meeting, you'll see the meeting 

cancellation come from Sue, so it disappears off your calendar, 

but then I'll send a note to our distro either way just so everybody 

knows where we are.  

And I think, with that, unless we see any hands for any late 

breaking walk ons, we're going to conclude this in a [Rogerian]  

time pacing and give everybody back some time in their day. So, 

thanks everybody for joining. Always good to see everyone, hope 

everyone's keeping well. Sue, you can take us out of here. 

 

SUE SCHULER:  Thanks, Rick. Okay, Julie, we can end the recording. 
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