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8SUE SCHULER:  Great, thanks. Okay, Rick.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Thanks, Sue. Good morning, good afternoon, good evening everyone. 

Welcome to today’s meeting of the RDAP Working Group. Today is June 

11, 2020. I’m Rick Wilhelm from Verisign hosting today’s meeting. 

We’ve gotten regrets from Mark Svancarek from Microsoft who’s not 

able to make it, and didn’t see any other regrets on email when I last 

checked.  

 I sent out the meeting preparation notes as usual a few hours ago. 

Hopefully everyone had a chance to look at those. Thanks to Sue for 

pasting those here into the window. As usual, we’ve got a pretty good 

crowd as folks from the EPDP have filtered over.  

And so, we’ll do a little bit of agenda bashing as we normally do and we 

will try and wrap up a little bit early today as we’ve been doing because 

there is a webinar that’s coming at the top of the next hour, so I’ll allow 

people to break so that the between meeting change doesn’t have to be 

done at Formula One speeds.  

So, let’s see. Anybody have any agenda bashing topics? We will have 

any other business at the end. Very good. Seeing none, let’s go ahead 

and dive in. Quick check of the URL file, we did get an update of both 

the registry and the registrar file yesterday, 10th June. Registry file up to 

826 from 823 a couple of weeks ago is largely stable. And the registrar 

file up by one, to 2236 from 2235, over the past couple of weeks, so a 
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gradual movement there, nothing out of the ordinary. Any questions or 

comments there? It looks like 101. Where does it look like 101? Sorry.  

 

JONATHAN ZUCK:  Sorry, I was muted. It says 2336 and 2235 in the agenda.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Then that’s a typo on my problem. Yeah, that’s a typo on my fault. It 

didn’t move by a hundred.  

 

JONATHAN ZUCK:  I didn’t think so. I think we’re down to a slow trickle at this point.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yep, exactly.  

 

JONATHAN ZUCK:  It’s the long tail.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yep, we’re in the long tail. Thank you, Jonathan, sorry about that. Very 

good, thank you Jonathan for catching that.  

 RDAP source complexity. This is an item, we just had this one here. 

Carrying it, Jonathan unless your hand goes up, I’ll assume there’s no 

news on this one.  



RySG RDAP-Jun11        EN 

 

Page 3 of 15 

 

 

JONATHAN ZUCK:  Good assumption.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good, okay. Meeting planning, ICANN 68. we’re not doing a 

meeting during the Kuala Lumpur timeslot. we’re now bi-weekly. One of 

the things that Sue had brought up during the meeting, our normal 

timeslot, our normal weekly pace would have us meeting during the 

week of the 25th. We had talked about not meeting on KL time and [we] 

agreed to that. So, I think that I would suggest that we keep our normal 

biweekly cadence and instead of adjusting that cadence to try and meet 

on the 2nd, which would have us just skipping one week, that we go 

ahead and skip all the way to 9th July. One other reason to do that, in 

addition to the fact that it keeps this on the regular biweekly cadence 

that we’ve been, so anybody that had been plotting these out on their 

own diaries would not have to adjust it from the even to the odd, or 

whatever you think of it.  

 But also, the week of the 2nd July is a holiday week in the United States, 

and so that could cause us to have some reduced attendance. So, I’m 

going to just propose that our normal week of meeting would be the 

25th and then we would go on the 9th, 23rd in July, then the 6th and 20th 

of August. That we just go ahead and skip the 25th, which is ICANN week 

and then we go all the way and our next meeting would be 9th July. So, 

in other words, keeping on our normal cadence.  

 As Jonathan says, a lot of people taking holiday during that week, or just 

otherwise would like to kind of take it easy during the summer. Any 
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objections to this proposal? Sarah taking off on the 2nd, too, in sympathy 

with her southern friends. Very good, no objections. We’ll call that 

consensus. Sue is going to send out the next few months of meetings 

starting on the 9th.  

And, Sue, I would say that you could just go ahead and book those out a 

ways for a while, depending on how you see fit, kind of carrying us 

through September, maybe even up until the October timeframe, that 

would be toward the Hamburg meeting, just to get them out there on 

the calendar for everybody. Since it’s only a biweekly pace, that kind of 

gets them blocked out there. That’s easy enough for you to do. Any 

concerns or comments about that? Very good, seeing none, and moving 

right along.  

I included just for everybody’s reference here the RDAP profile iteration 

URLs. Those are the same ones that you’ve seen from the email that I 

sent out two weeks ago, just before the last meeting. I looked at those 

URLs this morning, eastern time, didn’t see anybody had done any work 

in there. Not quite surprised on that, but just provided those there so 

that you would have them at the ready reference in case someone’s 

looking to find them. I’m going to continue putting those into the email 

that goes out just so that you don’t have to dig for them, don’t have to 

bookmark them, making sure we don’t lose them, and rely on Sarah’s 

ability to recall these by route, which is no doubt somehow enabled by 

her pit crew putting a sign in front of her. Yes, the pit crew provides 

notes of course.  
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Very good. Let’s go over to the microwave. And who would like to 

provide a quick update on the EPDP IRT? Looking for hands. There’s 

Marc Anderson. Please go ahead, Marc. Thank you.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Guess I lost the poker game with Sarah. [Inaudible] first.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  There you go. She has steady nerves.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Yeah, I had no chance. So, the IRT, I guess [inaudible]we would care 

about here. I don’t know if this directly impacts us, but it’s kind of hard 

to ignore the fact that there’s been ongoing back and forth between 

staff’s interpretation of Rec 7 and transfer from registrars to registries 

and how the CPH members at least believe the recommendation was 

written and intended. So, that has certainly come to a head. If you’re 

following along, you know there’s been some exchange of letters 

between the Board and the GNSO Council. And as a result of that, 

Sebastien Ducos, who’s the GNSO Council liaison to the IRT, has become 

involved in trying to settle that dispute.  

 The outcome of that will ultimately have some impact on members of 

this group, but maybe not directly on RDAP itself. And so, I say that less 

because it’s maybe directly interesting to this group, but more because 

it’s kind of hard to ignore them.  
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 With that said, something did come up on the last call that is interesting 

to this group and that has more to do with the timeline. Dennis, in 

chairing the group, has not brought up the timeline in a while, maybe 

going back to the earlier part of this year and he very tentatively 

broached it on the previous call. And there were a couple of things that 

were interesting in there.  

The first that Dennis showed a tentative timeline that showed August as 

the date that the draft policy language would go out for public 

comment. But he also indicated verbally that this was the earliest that 

he could see it going out for public comments. The aforementioned 

conflict on Rec 7 will have some impact on that.  

But also, there’s ongoing discussions about the data processing 

agreement, which are viewed by many as being a prerequisite for the 

draft policy recommendations. So, the status of both of those are likely 

to impact that August date and also including the ability of the IRT to 

get through all of the outstanding items.  

So, take that with a grain of salt, but that is certainly noteworthy to this 

group is that ICANN Org is looking at August as the earliest that they can 

see this go to public comment.  

The other thing that is also interesting and noteworthy is that the 

implementation window that ICANN had in that timeline was 18 

months. And I think that’s good news for CPH members in particular 

who have to do the implementation work, that’s something we pushed 

for in the group and received some pushback, [really] from staff, when 

we proposed that, but it seems that staff has backed off and accepted 
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18 months as the implementation window. So, that’s pretty noteworthy 

and perhaps good news for a change.  

So, I’ll stop there. I think those are the key points and at least what 

should be highlights for this group.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Thanks very much, Marc. Very helpful update. Anybody else have any 

other comments? I see some comments coming in up there in the chat 

from Sarah and Jonathan. Any other updates? Any other comments?  

I will offer that, regarding the implementation timeline, that timeline of 

18 months, my recollection was that was a number that some members 

here within earshot had contributed to. So, that was based on some 

work I believe that Sarah and Jodie had helped out with, and maybe 

Roger also. So, I think that part of that is important. The timeline was 

just not plucked out of thin air, so I think that’s positive.  

I also think that on the implementation timeline, it’s also important, and 

this’ll probably come out, I would expect that the timeline for registries 

is probably a little bit shorter because registries are going to have to get 

code built that registrars are going to have to interface for. So, while the 

registries won’t have the full 18 months to get everything done, is that 

correct, Marc? Am I kind of understanding that right, that it’s 18 months 

to get everything done, but registries are going to have to build some of 

it and then registrars are going to have to interface to it?  
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MARC ANDERSON:  Yes, that’s absolutely true on both points. Yeah, plus one to Sarah, 

Jodie, and Roger for leading the charge on that. They did a lot of work in 

looking at what all the deliverables are and how long it would take to do 

them and laying out a path for 18 months. So, plus one to that one and 

then plus one to the second part.  

Yes, the 18 months is the total window, but registries are absolutely 

going to have to get their work done well ahead of that 18 moth 

timeframe because registrars have down streamed impacts to that. And 

that’s a significant part of the justification for the 18 month window. 

Registries need to do their work, then registrars need to figure out how 

to integrate with that and change their systems down stream of it. So, 

that’s on point.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yep. Okay, yep, as Roger noted, at least into OTNE for the registries. 

Yeah, and then Jonathan also notes there’s some interdependencies—

registrars have the heavier lifting for this. Yeah, some of it’s going to 

depend on how exactly things turn out, but yeah, there’s a lot of work 

there that registrars are going to have to do in and around their 

storefronts and all their systems. A lot of work is going to have to be 

done. Roger, new hand, please go ahead.  

 

ROGER CARNEY:  Thanks, Rick. I just want to also mention, I think Marc brought it up on 

the last IRT call, that this 18 month window is kind of our additional, 

second or third or fourth, however many we’ve gone through, rainbow 

bridges in that everybody’s not going to complete in 18 months. Some 
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people will be done early and supposedly that’s going to be allowed and 

available. Obviously, like we just talked about, registries had to be a 

little ahead anyway. So, I think Marc was the one that made the point 

that a) it’s not going to be 2022 or whatever that date is, it’s up until 

that time, once the notice goes out. Thanks.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yep, very good. Thank you, Roger, good points. Okay. Good stuff. 

Anything else, Marc, there on that?  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  No, I mean I don’t want to just restate what Roger said, but that’s a 

good point that 18 months is a bridge. The start of that 18 months, 

that’s the soonest you can have the work completed, the end of that is 

your drop-dead [date wire], all the work must be completed. So, yeah, 

not just to restate what Roger said, but that’s a good point as well.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yep. Justin S., is there any planned coordination between the registries 

and the registrars? Will every registry have their own timeline? Sarah 

said we haven’t really discussed that in the IRT, it’s a good question. 

Yeah, I think that it’d be worth hearing what other people say. A lot’s 

probably going to depend on what the eventual end of work does [yet] 

because of course the policy language isn’t even out there, so the want 

isn’t even determined. And, as everyone here within earshot knows, the 

what makes a lot of difference on the when because it determines 

clearly the how. So, yep.  
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 Good stuff. Okay, EPDP Phase Two. Who wants to take a shot at that? 

[Marc] is back. “Might as well get it on and get it over with,” he says. 

Marc, please go ahead.  

 

MARC ANDERSON:  Yeah, fair enough. I think as everybody knows, we just came off of a call, 

and yeah, I miss Sarah. I don’t know where to start with this one and I 

don’t know what new updates that I could provide that are directly 

noteworthy to this group. Yeah, as Sarah is saying, I don’t know if there 

has been substantive changes that touch on the RDAP work. So, what I 

could do, I’ll just give sort of a high-level update as to where we are.  

 So, if you’ve heard from previous updates, if I haven’t put you to sleep, 

we’ve been working our way through public comments. That review of 

public comments is now over. Staff produced a new draft of what I 

would call sort of a proposed draft final report and each of the working 

group constituencies did what we call a “can’t live with” review, where 

you do a start to finish review of all the recommendations and 

identifying any items that you can’t live with. So, that was completed 

and now it’s up to the working group to figure out what to do with all 

those “can’t live with” items. In some cases, those are less substantive 

and staff has gone ahead and made those changes, in some cases 

they’re more substantive and involve sort of more detailed discussions 

and deliberations to figure out how to address those, if at all.  

 And so, that’s where we are with the work itself. Janis and staff are 

doing the very best they can to drive us to completing the work by the 

end of June, that’s our official timeline. And I think I’ve probably 
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mentioned this before, that’s also how long Janis as chair has available 

to support the group. After the end of June, Janis will no longer be 

available, he’s taking on a new position with the UN I believe and will no 

longer have the time or bandwidth available to support the group as a 

chair. So, we viewed that as kind of a hard stop now because if we can’t 

meet that June date, then either Rafik as vice chair will have to perform 

sort of an interim chair role, or the GNSO Council will have to go out and 

find a new chair. And so, that’s a pretty significant deadline for us to 

work against. And, again, staff and Janis are doing everything they can 

to try and get us there, although we have some not instrumental 

hurdles to get through before I think we have a final report that’s 

capable of achieving consensus support from all the groups.  

 So, we’re trying to get there, we’re not there yet. And that’s pretty 

much where we are. [As] Sarah noted, I don’t know that any of that is 

directly impactful on the RDAP work. I think there’s still a lot of 

outstanding technical questions on how the SSAD system will interface 

with registries and registrars. So, that’s very much outstanding and I 

don’t know even that will be addressed as part of the report itself, the 

policy recommendations. It looks as though it won’t be and that it will 

be something that’ll have to be determined in implementation. So, we 

may not get answers to any of those questions for quite some time.  

 So, hopefully that’s helpful. I know that was a little long winded.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  [Gotcha], very good. Thank you, Marc. Difficult to do an update on that 

one, a lot of moving parts there. Good stuff, thank you very much. 
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Anybody got any questions for Marc on this? All right, seeing none. And 

Sarah says, “plus one.”  

 I saw earlier a comment from Jim Galvin in the chat that not really any 

update on [Regex], did I get that correct, Jim? Yep, “plus one,” he says. 

Very good. So, yeah, I think that there are some papers moving through 

but nothing really substantive. Okay. Over on the RA amendment, no 

real update here. We continue to work internally with the CPH group 

working on progressing our feedback, getting that ready to present to 

ICANN, so no real progress to report there. Getting that feedback 

extended and accepted, getting that ready for ICANN. So, nothing really 

that new there.  

I think I saw Karla here, let me scroll, yes, Karla, any update on the 

progress with the NSP? She says, “No update yet, but I have a meeting 

with the relevance teams later today,” so she has her fingers crossed. 

We will contribute to that also, thanks for that update, Karla.  

Let me see. One quick update on any other business. I think Scott 

Hollenbeck, would you be able to give us a quick plug for Regiops. It was 

unprompted, but Scott’s quick on his feet.  

 

SCOTT HOLLENBECK:  Sure. By Regiops, you mean the registration operations workshop?  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Yes sir.  
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SCOTT HOLLENBECK:  Okay. Yeah, as mentioned in chat, the workshop is scheduled for 

Tuesday. I’m forgetting UTC, I know it’s 9 a.m. US eastern time, I think 

that’s like 13:00 UTC, for roughly three hours. But the agenda’s been 

posted at Regiops.net and there’s a number of topics of interest to this 

group, a couple are definitely RDAP based, including one topic on an ITF 

proposal to replace the J-card specification with something else. And if 

you haven’t implemented J-card, you might want to look that.  

 There’s also a discussion from the guys at APNIC describing how they 

implemented RDAP with a cloud service.  

But, perhaps even more interestingly, we’ve got some other things that 

are not exactly EPP and RDAP from a domain registration perspective. 

The very last item on the agenda is how some guys that are doing work 

in drone identification are looking to reuse this technology because it’s 

out there, it works and people are familiar with it. So, if you have a 

chance, tune in, I think you’ll find something interesting.  

 

RICK WILHELM:  Very good. Thank you, Scott. Yep, that’s online and so, just as close as 

your desk for that one to be able to go ahead and tune in, so you can’t 

beat the commute. Hopefully you can find some time to free it up. Yeah, 

the agenda for Regiops is really heavy on the RDAP stuff, so a lot of 

interesting things.  

 There on the last topic that Scott mentioned—thank you, Scott—the 

thing with the drone remote identification protocol, we can do a little 

bit of research on that and you can also probably find somewhere a 

recording of a session that they did with the ITF and get some 
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background on that. It’s pretty interesting stuff and something that is a 

little bit outside of our normal sphere, but you can see there were some 

technologies that we’re pretty familiar with can be applied in new and 

interesting ways. So, there’s some interesting stuff there.  

 Related to the architectural [inaudible] of APNIC’s RDAP deployment to 

the cloud, the APNIC crew came in and given a previous discussion of 

their RDAP deployment to the cloud, so they’re going to be coming 

back. So, we’re not exactly sure what they’re going to say, but it’s going 

to be interesting because it’s going to be probably a little bit of a revisit 

on that topic. So, that should be good.  

 The IDOT who’s who, you can go ahead and visit that website as we 

speak and you can take a look at what they’re doing. Yeah, so a lot of 

interesting stuff there in the land of RDAP, especially for this audience, 

so hopefully you can find some time yourself and maybe even bring a 

colleague who might be working on this stuff to come and participate 

and engage in discussion with likeminded folks.  

 Very good. Thank you again, Scott, for that, and thanks as always for 

your work in and around the Regiops workshop and also, of course, our 

friend and colleague Marc Blanchet has been involved in Regiops, and 

so we owe him a nod for all his work on that also.  

 Very good. Do we have any other businesses? And then, Sue, of course 

has posted a link to the CPH DNS abuse webinar, which is starting in 

about 30 minutes. So, if you haven’t registered for that already, you can 

go ahead and click on that link there and find something out about it. 
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I’m guessing that a lot of the folks here are going to take a break and 

then join that webinar.  

Anybody have any other businesses? Is that even … brothers-in-law, 

attorneys general, I’m not exactly sure. Anys other businesses, any 

other business, I’m not sure what the plural … “Anys other,” Sarah says, 

I’ll take her word for it. She probably has members of her pit crew 

prompting that into her helmet. Very good.  

All right, Sue, I think that’s about all for now. Our next meeting of this 

group is going to be, per Sue’s note, is going to be on 9th July. We’re 

going to be skipping the 25th, which is ICANN week.  

Everybody have a good time at ICANN week, good luck with the time 

zones, it’s going to be a challenge I think if you’re within the North 

American time zone, but I’m sure that y’all have a lot of coffee.  

Very good. Sue, you can take us on out.  

 

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