Business Constituency Position Paper 

Position on dot org

Context

Resolved [01.71] that the Board refers to the Names Council for its consideration the issues raised by the scheduled transition of the operation of the .org top-level domain from VeriSign to a new entity, including at least:

(a) whether to select an existing entity to succeed VeriSign as responsible for operation of the .org TLD, or to establish a new entity;

(b) the characteristics of the entity to be selected or established;

(c) selection criteria for the entity or its organizers;

(d) principles governing its relationship with ICANN (sponsored or unsponsored TLD, term of operation, etc.); and

(e) policies for the entity's operation of the .org top-level domain (to the extent they are not to be established by the entity).

Further resolved [01.72] that the Names Council is requested to provide a report on its progress on the issues referred by resolution 01.71, including any policy recommendations it has developed, no later than 12 October 2001; and

Further resolved [01.73] that the report will then be posted for public comment in advance of ICANN's third annual meeting in November 2001.

Whether to select an existing entity to succeed VeriSign as responsible for operation of the .org TLD, or to establish a new entity. 

The Business Constituency (BC) believes that an entity independent of VeriSign and free of all current and future contractual relations
 with VeriSign should become the dot org registry.  This may be an existing or new entity.

The characteristics of the entity to be selected or established

Since the dot org registry will be a monopoly, consideration should be given to the advantages of a not-for-profit model, such as a not-for-profit corporation or organisation in the private sector. There should be separation between registry and registrar functions, consistent with other generic TLDs, and registration should be open to all accredited ICANN registrars

Selection criteria for the entity or its organizers;

It is important that the registry operator should have sufficient resources to provide a high quality service level for registrars and registrants. A set of technical, financial and policy criteria should be established in advance and then tenders requested in compliance with these criteria. Award would go to the entity likely to fulfil the criteria in an optimal way. 

These criteria should be based on the criteria already developed by ICANN for new TLD registries and also include other provisions including:

· A requirement for the entity to demonstrate how it will fulfil the requirements of compliance with ICANN WHOIS, UDRP and other consensus policies as they are developed.

· A mechanism to ensure that the selected registry continues to fulfil the required criteria during its contract. 

· Assuming that all other criteria are equally fulfilled, preference should be extended to entities that are international in their perspective and operations and establish their operations in ICANN-defined geographical zones that do not yet have the benefit of a registry service resident within their borders. 
Principles governing its relationship with ICANN (sponsored or unsponsored TLD, term of operation, etc.)

Dot org should remain an unrestricted domain but be marketed as a space for organisations. The marketing should include both commercial and non-commercial organisations, while giving a sense of members not shareholders.
Policies for the entity's operation of the .org top-level domain: 

Dot org should comply with all consensus policies of ICANN, both existing, and any which are developed in the future. 

1. UDRP. Mandatory acceptance of the ICANN UDRP and any related changes as they develop

2. Grand fathering. There are a number of businesses and individuals that have chosen to establish a presence in dot org and have invested in this. They should not be penalised by a change in policy. Existing registrants in dot org should be entitled to remain there.

4. WhoIs. There should be an open and effective WhoIs capability, consistent with the consensus ICANN policy and related criteria.  As changes are made in the consensus ICANN policy in this area, dot org should be required to maintain consistency in implementation of the consensus policy. 

5. Policy development for dot org should continue to take place in an open bottom up process, which enables input from the full Internet community

6. Some portion of the US$5 million endowment of dot org could be used to support policy development for dot org through the establishment of effective community input during the start up phase. 

�The purpose here is to ensure that the new dot org registry can in no way be “controlled” or influenced in its operation by the current administrators of dot org , VeriSign registry.  Such a provision does not preclude the new dot org making use of any intellectual property that VeriSign might have in the market which any registry might choose to use under contract, nor does this clause seek to impinge on any registrar agreement – including the ability to contract with the VeriSign owned registrar.





