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SUE SCHULER:    Okay, thanks. Okay, Rick.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you, Sue. Good morning, good afternoon, and 

good evening, everyone. Today is October 1, 2020 and welcome 

to the regularly scheduled meeting of the RDAP Working Group. 

This is Rick Wilhelm from Verisign. I’m your host today. Thanks, 

everybody, for attending. Sen tout the agenda, the usual agenda, 

a couple of hours ago. Hopefully, everybody had a chance to look 

at it on the wire as usual. We’ll give a second for any hands 

related to agenda bashing, and we will of course have our usual 

acronym microwave and any other business. But if anyone wants 

to put a hand up regarding agenda, please feel free. 

 Seeing none, we will go ahead and charge in. Anybody have any 

topics related to implementation discussions or reports? You can 

see in here, I’ve [inaudible] the section of updating the registry and 

registrar URL count. We’re just going to keep this one stable. 

That’s per our discussion last time we got together. Any 

discussions or reports related to implementations? Please go 

ahead.  

 

JOTHAN FRAKES: Oh, sorry. Go ahead, Alex.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Go ahead, Alex, and then we’ll move to Jothan.  
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ALEX DEACON: It’s less of an implementation issue than just something that I saw 

that was odd that I thought I would just mention here.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Sure.  

 

ALEX DEACON: I was looking at the lookup.icann.org tool, playing around with 

that, and then also the iOS app that you can download from the 

web store—sorry, from the app store. I notice, for example, when I 

query for verisgn.com, for example, markmonitor.com, I’m not 

seeing any contact information there. When I query for 

colevalleyconsulting.com, for example, I am. So, I’m not too sure if 

this is a user experience thing, a display thing, or if it’s a bug or if 

it’s just a dumb misunderstanding that I have on my part, but I 

thought I would just mention.  

 I was going to spend a little bit more time investigating today to 

make sure I had a better clue as to what was going on, but I 

thought I’d just mention it quickly here in case there’s a quick and 

easy answer to what I’m seeing. But if not, I don’t want to spend 

too much time on this other than just to say I’m seeing this 

behavior and it’s not clear to me if it’s correct. It’s not expected, at 

least, but just thought I’d mention it. Thanks.  
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RICK WILHELM:  Okay. So, it sounds like, Alex, what you’re seeing is that at the 

lookup.icann.org tool, it’s unable to chase contact data 

consistently. Is that where I’m getting?  

 

ALEX DEACON: Yes. I looked at three or four sites, so it’s far from complete. I’d be 

curious if others are seeing this. I’m using Safari. 

Lookup.icann.org, as Mark put in the site, if you look at 

verisign.com, markmonitor.com, I’m not seeing any contact info—

registrant, tech, or admin. But when you go to 

colevalleyconsulting.com, I am seeing that. So I thought that was 

odd, but there may be an explanation I just don’t know.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Gotcha.  Okay. Marc, please go ahead.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Hey, Rick. Can you hear me okay?  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Sure. Fire away.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Great. I got a warning that my Internet connection is unstable, so 

apologies if I don’t come through clearly. Typically, we have 

somebody from GDD on the call but it doesn’t look like we do 

today. Alex’s question might be something for GDD staff to look 

at. I can imagine there’s lots of reasons why Alex might be 
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experiencing that behavior, but it might be best to flag that for 

ICANN Org to try and track that down.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thanks, Marc. And I don’t know. I didn’t do any quick 

digging. This sounds like a case where it’s probably sufficiently 

unable to follow a referral or something like that is sort of a guess 

because when I just went and looked a little bit here in real-time, 

there is some things where it’s able to … It might not be able to 

give back a referral, follow a referral there. I think that’s some stuff 

that’s worth taking a look at. So thanks for that. I think that’s worth 

having a look at. Anybody else got any others on that one? If not 

we’ll go to Jothan.  

 

JOTHAN FRAKES: Thanks. And mine is unrelated. But I did want to note I see Karla 

just joined the call, so maybe touch on that. I was only going to 

state that we did have a little bit of success in increasing the 

registrar numbers on the implementation. But as I mentioned, we 

don’t need to go too far into that. It’s really long-tail at this point. 

Slow trickle on additional implementations. Thank you.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yeah. And also what we’ve seen—thanks, Jothan. And what 

we’ve seen sometimes is that it giveth and then taketh away 

sometimes, too, also. It does tend to go up and down a little bit 

there. Very good. Good stuff. Anything else on implementation 

status? Okay, very good.  
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 So, flipping over to new business. We don’t really have anything. 

Going into the old business. We’ve got our regular meeting 

schedule. We’re at the biweekly tempo. This is our regular time 

slot and we’re going to not have a meeting.  

So, Karla, we’ll just recap it here. Alex Deacon had reported 

inconsistent results at lookup.icann.org. He gave a couple of 

examples—I’m looking at my notes here—where lookup.icann.org 

was giving inconsistent ability to return contact data. Alex had 

sampled colevalleyconsulting.com, versign.com, and 

markmonitor.com and lookup.icann.org had inconsistently been 

able to chase the contact data. But Alex had said he hadn’t done 

deep investigation as to why. But those were the three domain 

names. And it was I think a sample size of 3-5, but those are the 

three he had reported. Alex, anything else you want to report or 

add in? How is my summary there?  

 

ALEX DEACON: No, I think that was right. I’ll try to look into it deeper and use 

different browsers and maybe do some raw queries via JSON and 

see what I’m noting. And then maybe I’ll write something up real 

quick and send it along to Francisco and I guess to Karla. Either 

way. I’ll write it up and send it. Hopefully, we can get to the bottom 

of it. Thanks.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Jim Gould just posted something in the chat. It doesn’t 

look like there’s an RDAP base URL for IANA [inaudible] 299, so 

that would imply that … [inaudible] for verisign.com, he says. 
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Okay. Very good. Yeah, that would make sense on that. That 

means there’s nothing for it to chase. Very good. So, that would 

be not so much lookup’s issue, but more a data integrity issue. 

Very good. Any others on that one? Thanks, Jim, for that.  

 Okay. Then going back to our meeting schedule. Hopefully, Karla, 

that was helpful. Going back to our meeting schedule, we are not 

planning a meeting during the week or weeks of ICANN 69. We’re 

going to let everybody participate in other meetings and deal with 

time zone challenges and such. So our next meeting will be on 

October 29th. :So stay tuned for that. Look to your calendar.  

 So now we’ll go down to and head over to the acronym 

microwave. First up is the IRT topics relevant to the working 

group. Any IRT members that can give us any sound bites? I’m 

not sure if anything has really moved in two weeks. Marc 

Anderson, please go ahead.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Thanks, Rick. There are a couple of things of interest going on in 

the IRT. The first, if you’re a long-time subscriber to this channel, 

you’ll know that there is some disagreement over how the 

recommendation 7 language is intended to be implemented and 

that deals with the transfer of contact data from registrars to 

registries. So that impasse has been forwarded to the GNSO 

Council and they’re taking that up. 

 Long story. This has been an impasse, really, I think since the 

start of the IRT. So the fact that it’s gone to GNSO Council is, in 
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my view, good. It’s movement towards resolution one way or the 

other, so hopefully the GNSO Council can get that moving.  

 But the other thing I think that’s worth noting from the IRT is that 

the GNSO Council recently agreed to assign a new task to the IRT 

and that is to look at other policies that may have been impacted 

by the EPDP Phase 1 recommendations and update those 

accordingly. 

 And where this gets interesting to me—and I think potentially this 

group as well—is that task includes terminology updates. So, 

places where WHOIS is written into policies and procedures can 

be changed to a more generic term, such as RDDS.   

 I know this is something we had talked about when we were 

implementing or when we were drafting the profiles initially. For 

example, where it says last update of the WHOIS database, what 

should that be? Should that be changed to last update of the 

RDAP database? Should that be changed to RDDS or RDS? I 

know that’s something we talked about here but now there’s an 

official task from GNSO Council to update terminology and not 

hardcode policies and procedures to reference the technology 

WHOIS rather than the more generic protocol or the more generic 

RDDS or RDS terminology. 

 Again, new task to the IRT but something I thought might be 

interesting to this group.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you, Marc. Anybody have any questions for 

Marc on that one? Seeing none. Moving on to EPDP Phase 2. 
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Thank you, Marc, for that update. Marc is back. We know you 

missed him, so he’s back. Marc, please go ahead.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Happy to jump in here as well, Rick. Again, long-time subscribers 

will know it’s probably not anything in the EPDP Phase 2 work 

that’s going to directly impact us. I’ve given this update before, but 

just for completeness, I’ll say there’s obviously going to be work 

involved for registries and registrars, but it does not appear to me 

that this will involve RDAP. I could be surprised when this gets to 

implementation of course but it does not appear that RDAP is 

going to be the right tool for the EPDP Phase 2 recommendations. 

Obviously, it’s something we should continue to keep an eye on 

just in case I’m wrong, but that’s my view at this point.  

 That said, I will mention that last week the GNSO Council voted to 

approve the EPDP Phase 1 recommendations and that sends it 

on to the ICANN Board for their consideration. And that I think is 

about all I’ll say there.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you. Any questions for Marc on this front? So, 

you have that notion of RDAP being less a part of Phase 2, largely 

due to the way that the SSAD is likely to end up working out and 

such. So, stay tuned on that.  

 Okay, so moving on. IETF REGEXT. We have Jim Galvin here. I 

see him coming off mute. I’ll take that as a hand in the air. Jim, 

please go ahead.  
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JIM GALVIN:  Thanks, Rick. Jim Galvin from Afilias for the record. Just two quick 

reminders. IETF [109] registration is now open. So for folks who 

do want to take part in any RDAP discussions that go on there 

and take part remotely, just a reminder that you need to register. 

 If you just want to listen to the audio and the jabber, you can do 

that for free, but if you actually want to engage and participate with 

the whole [inaudible] vide conferencing thing, there is a 

registration fee. So that’s important to keep in mind, especially for 

regular ICANN people. You don’t always pay attention to that, that 

others charge for their meetings. So I just want to call that out. 

Early bird registration ends in two weeks and it’s $230 to be able 

to participate remotely in the meeting.  

 The other thing is just a reminder that there are two RDAP 

documents, the 7482 and 7483 I think which are the request and 

response RFPs. I apologize if I got those numbers wrong at the 

top of my head. There’s Rick quickly publishing the IETF 

registration or the homepage for [inaudible] registration and all 

that.  

 But those RDAP documents, there’s an update document to those 

particular … To those critical elements, requests and responses. 

So, please do take note of that and [if appropriate] be prepared to 

deal with that in your own implementations. And of course if you 

want to respond to the open call, the last call that’s in progress 

right now, now is the right time. The last call closes, actually, I 

think tomorrow for  those two documents. It was started two 

weeks ago, the two-week last call.  
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 So, that’s it for me. Thanks.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thanks, Jim. Marc Anderson has his hand in the air. 

Please, go ahead, Marc.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Sorry, Jim. My audio was cutting out a little bit. What are the two 

documents in last call? 

 

JIM GALVIN:  it’s 7482 and 7483. But in any case, it’s the … I think those are the 

right numbers. It’s the RDAP query and response JSON 

documents.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Gotcha. Thank you.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  There we go. Scott has the 7482, 7483 BIS. I found the link to the 

42 BIS pretty quickly. I think 03 is the correct draft and your 

favorite search engine will cough up the 7483 BIS. There are 

minor tweaks and twiddles to help improve those. Very good. 

Thank you, Jim. 

 I think the one wrinkle about 109 is that it is on Bangkok time. Is 

that correct, Jim?  
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JIM GALVIN:  Yeah, that’s correct. And that’s not necessarily a wrinkle. It’s only 

a wrinkle for you because you’re on East Coast time.  

 

RICK WILHELM: Quoc would be thrilled.  

 

JIM GALVIN:  There you go. 

 

RICK WILHELM:  Should out to Quoc. So, very good. Thank you. On the RDAP RA 

and RAA amendment, we have no update. We’re still in 

suspended mode there, so no news on that one. Just a very brief 

update on that.  

 And ICANN feedback on nSP or compliance. Anything from Karla. 

Nope, she says. Very good. Karla, thank you. 

 And on any other business? Do we have anything on the any 

other business bucket? Seeing none. Very good. Seeing none. 

 One thing that I did want to mention to folks … Rick, at some 

point, we’re going to have a revision to the RDAP profile. One 

thing I wanted to not necessarily bring up for discussion day but 

bring up for contemplation and perhaps discussion in the future is 

it occurred to me the other day after we were talking about 

revisions to the profile … We had a discussion with SSAC the 

other day. We were talking about [inaudible] to the profile and it 

occurred to me that we’re probably going to need a place to test 

those. Not an OT&E in the same sense that registries have an 
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OT&E, like we have for the DNS—for EPP—but some sort of a 

test environment for a new profile that’s going to be built in the 

future.  

 So, this might be something that we could think about. It will 

probably want to be public so that clients can get at it. I’m thinking 

of the Mark Blanchett’s of the world and other folks that are 

building clients. But as a new profile comes into being, we’ll 

probably be needing to do interop testing among both registries 

and registrars so that the new versions of clients can work with the 

new versions of profiles. 

 So I think that we’ll need to be thinking about the concept of 

having publicly available test environments. So, something for us 

to ponder and maybe discuss in the future about how we want this 

to work and benefit the client community that’s out there as we go 

and think about a smooth transition from one version of the profile 

to another.  

 So, happy to take quick comments now if anybody has any 

immediate reaction, either pro or con, because if we think that we 

don’t need it, that’s also an interesting concept, too. But as I was 

thinking about it the other day after some other stuff that was 

coming up in discussions with SSAC, it sort of occurred to me that 

I think we might need something like this.  

 So, happy to take any comments now but we can also bring it up 

in the future. I’m not necessarily convinced that we need it but I 

can’t shake the nagging feeling that we might. Any thoughts? No 

thoughts immediately. That’s totally fine. But give it some thought. 

And it also might depend on what kind of changes we end up 
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having, too, regarding backward compatibility, forward 

compatibility. So that might also be up in the air, too. Very good. 

Okay.  

 Any last any other business discussions?  

 Seeing none. All right. Sue, we will be … I believe next meeting 

October 29th. It says there in the middle of our screens. So then 

we will likely see a bunch of each other between now and then at 

ICANN 69. So, Sue you can go ahead and take us on out of here 

and thank everybody very much for their time today.  

 

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