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Al &

J

el

~

TR L SRR A EL AR ) [ICANN] ZEAXREHEAAALTE
ZAABETZANEMNERBARELE €5 F o(MECOAST » BT
%A A GCACOTEFAT AR CHBEF G RBIHETREHEH L
B e
ARGRFTAZELHAHEBHRSHEER [ccTLD] 2H2RFHFYHR
R B %4t 4838 4 35 (Internationalized Domain Names) % 3548 -

AREE S AR EL(ntemet) BB 4B 4 % [DNS)] 822 52 &
ICANN 2 R I R EBAadBEB_U—BN BB AR B3R

— ~ Internet 4835 4% #5522
(—) -3

2w E sk [Internet] 4935 % 4% (Domain Name)Z % 32 & 4
BAGADRETHHTREHRZ -5 1997 27 A 1 8
85 £ B 48 44745 38 (Clinton) 45 57 3 #%-2F ( [ DoC] : Department
of Commerce)i§ 48R L2 B R Eu R hFa B AL » LR EH
= R By 23R 481 Internet > 3 F] B 4:4% Internet 253 £ & 4E o
1998 & 6 A 5 BABEBHINER—ma AT FHLERR
S—AAJEE AR 690 5 R B ek K 555 4 4 ( [DNS]:
Domain Name System) =

1998 4 10 B : #2245 3)'( [NSI] : Network Solutions Inc.)
F] & % & 3L B 2%k % #:(Shared Registration System) » b2 7T
#.com, net B .org LEBRELBRGEMBRSEISZENIE

A NANSDBATAR LR ALY 0 & 7 TLD(org, net, com) R/ £ &
2000 &8 -



1998 4 11 A 25 B : 2B &% E ICANN & #ag 9k 2 F| 4
Hxd o BERHEIRNEBRLBELKL -

(=) Internet @R EZMEHZFHR

1999 59 A : ZRFHHEILDoC)Fe T EF4ER L 55 M 345 15 &
#4% | ([ICANN] : Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers) & NSI 2r&jiEm—R &M T - NFEEBRLBEA &%
(DNS)# #% 45 R fa #6 AR E 2 -
1999 & 11 A * ICANN 845 T # 2 @R L My B 7T o
FERBEIREAEEZTAEAME T BATELEEE 2N
WL —F ) E R R B
1.ICANN A NSI = [a] & 43 % #5 B4k T »
2.ICANN E A1 A A .com, net, R.org Z 3EM4KIE &
(Registrars) 1437 ¥R L L T W 3% »
3453143 E NSI K5 & B4 F 32 % 4 (Registries) s > 7
B PEE B P B e MR L R B E I R
4.DoC Fo NSI z_fsj#g a-fE Wi ite A 0 &
5.D0oC #v ICANN [ &9 S 41537 A -
F o B o o o x T 4 ICANN & # FH
www.icann.org/agreements.htm, & NTIA? & 4 &
www.ntia.doc.gov> 3% A NSI 8948 & © www.networksolutions.com
&R -
E BRI 1999 £ 12 B0 EH — @344 InterNIC 4835
(www.internicnet ) - EEM M HFRENRE WAL G
ICANN %35 o) 4938 6 F8 B o I A AR B3 X 88 78 B 5k )
AL EEEH > ICANN BLAH L FAFA L.com, net, K.org,
HEBRLEBZELTH LR EESEARREERLE

> A AEE R EAE 8 F 3 A ([NTIA]): National Telecommunications and
Information Administration



Aok ey BN ULRMESR G B B8 F 3835 - R4 DoC
Fo ICANN & NSI# 11 A 10 B &3Te9 3 E » NSI &
RREBEAZT  HFERABHEELE InteNIC HE35> M
B % InterNIC HE35# X H &= -

=~ ICANN 1~

ICANN % — 3k & #] ~ BB 45(International corporation) #%,
IZ71998 £ 10 B & %%E"ﬁ i £ B B 32 2 3[4 Intenet
$% 45 & 22 o 45 (technical management functions) ; ICANN #% &
# 4F protocol parameters Z i3 38 ~ DNS 2 2 3% ~ [P fr sk = 2
HE R AR AR B & #i(root server system) % & 2E o

(—) ICANN @& z=#RH

*IP % Internet Z @EH X > IPEHFAR - £ X EHEBHFREBE AT RER
(physical links) f H2if ~ &b EAGIEIE o — [P ok B — U F AT a4t 0 {E
% Internet k2 {r B4F A Z » Internet F TS 2 TS R B w8 sEBp 8 31 TP
AL hEE AR, 0 —AE K FfaiE DNS & B AME4E 4 3% (human-friendly names) R %3 o
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Pre31dent and

CEO
( = | |
Y 33 I RBER s ’iﬁﬁ
At Large coXIEEE. | iﬁﬁﬁ. a ps0
Membership -=7-DNSO - A - A3 - ' ' (Selects 3
(Selects 5 (Selects 3 Directors) (Selects 3 D,lrectors) Directors)
Directors by L. : :
ovember 2000
Business —— ARIN l [ETF
(Internet Engineering
Task Force)
i RIPE
Non-Commercial | —7— NCC i W3C
— (World Wide Web
( Consortium)
| ccTLD Registries | ———  APNIC
L] ITU-T
L (International
Telecommunication
™ gTLD Registries Union)
ETSI
J | (European
ISPs Telecommunications
Standards Institute)
L~ Registrars
| | Intellectual
Property
+EER N
o %
HEEEAN G e
MITF




A N SR

W®E =4 EFA AR A
ARIN  |American  |[& # # % r|ARIN A —JEE A2 & B 14 >
Registry for |hk & 32 & 32 |7K # £ a7 & Network Solutions
Internet HiE wEl e B RS P frakz B
Numbers BE#wSdbEi ~d Ak -y
LB E R IEMRBOGHIIER
(sub-Saharan)
RIPE  |[Reseaux IP RIPE & d7@kiM ISP Ff 4 mi 2 B
and Europeens o~ BEEME4AE - RIPE NCC &
RIPE gk M & 3% %2 RIR (Regional
NCC Internet Registry ; & 3% Internet
B ZEBME) 0 A W58 RIPE
4k 2t 3B T AE B 4E A F (end-
users) fi 4k 35 & 2 LIR(Local
Internet Registries : #.[& Internet
B A E AP o &R
(blocks) & &2 ©
APNIC |The Asia DK #EHEAPNIC B —JE£ FH & B @
Pacific P Ko aFZRE IP a4
Network BREfM  RE -~ 8B R EH
Information B FH -
Center
IETF  |Internet # % T2 4EIETF B — A% ~ FA -~ BRE
Engineering |#% /%4 A H 0 5o Intemet 2235 R E
Task Force #] 3 4F (smooth operation)Z 48 %

WIEH - EE CBREAHAEA
Brfwmm > ERETHKTA
## 5 — & K 4 (interested
individual) °




W3C  |World Wide [WWW B8 W3C & —B B #H T 2% 2
Web (industry consortium) g% L% 1994
Consortium 10 A A BRRER wew KB
RERZBZRBEWE » Hrries
ZRFE 0 B H owww B AR
REZERBER 2522
S EBHZ PATR I FHAMER 2
] o

(=) ICANN &% B2 shss
1. E¥Fe
ICANN 2 E&thd 19 Famm > 4
09 i — % ¥ F (At-Large Directors)dy ICANN & & & 4
OO0 I F K XEMBm LR K B
- IR HE R I sk (DNSO) =4
- fhk % 3% 4885 (ASO) =43 »
- BEWE XEASPSO) =45 B
® | fi % ICANN 32 ¥ & % #47 & (President and CEO)
2.5 a8

£ % 3% %1 #% ( Supporting Organization )% — 5 & 2 Hh §& >
F-F e AR ES P2 IR E

1.4k X 3% 88 (ASO) : ASO & & ICANN 2 &4 i
IP b RHAREEZHRANEET  LEENHHE
— Intemet F BT 2 IP itk &% > 4o
128.9.128.127 »

2. 813 £ 45 % 35 a8 (DNSO) : DNSO & &% ICANN #
BAE KM DNS 2B FHEELT DNSO 1€ B K&
(General Assembly) ~ % #83F 35 ¢ (Names Council) &
18 3% % A B (Constituency Groups)#asmg @ # EHE
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%] Internet ML ERERZ LA LK » DNS BA 5
&2 % #&(Jowww.icann.org)#& % IP fr ik o

3B XEAHPSO) : PSO 2 Fr5 ICANN & H
FHBEHEAREZHREEY  LHERE
Internet L 3 FEH AL ERRBEETEZEZE > @
% B a7 IPvd R R AR EHR3E IP firak = IPvO 15
Th 7 e

- mELEEiTaR  TEEBSZHRBNAHREE
CHETEBRZIREAN  SHECHA RIEBREL
HEBFEoEF2 40 RESE ICANN £ F B Rey5%H
%4- s

3RHAERET
BRWMAEEECAE - EXNBWE - R E Internet 2 &

(community)X, & 4 » & 2% ICANN R A2
T ICANN EREHEXIARNZHZHDNELE ¢ BW9E
B & AKX #% ICANN 474g ®i4# > M) ICANN :BF 4%
HEMRRERET -
ICANN 2= ¢ HBa R L B%HEEE » B
1. BRHBHEE H(GAC)
GAC A S BEEAHR - 2EHAFERRELHEE
(treaty organizations)fX & FTéam 2 %M EE & > £
e 2% ICANN ZEZ e 22 REM M T E
GAC U A X HH Kﬁz#&;&&j 47734 24 (interests
and concems) @ .44 & # % ; GAC &A% ICANN
iTiE AL > tEd ICANN i‘fﬁé’” AR E RIE

GAC £ /% B ] &2 4 Dr. Paul Twomey °
2. WBERFAREHHEER 4 RSSAC)

R%MS%%?ﬁKMM@ﬁ?%ﬁ%E%%ﬂZ%
MEBLAREEZET A0 ZHEHREE -HKE
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A4 HHBPIREREIRA - %R - mBRRE -
FZrMBRAGHE -THREF -

RSSAC X /& % Jun Murai -
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# -~ ICANN Z k&%
— - WM - BARHEE

(—) B il

PRTFEZARABEFER

(=) #HBAHEARREE®HR T S(MECC)
() wE:
B | LF T
LA - GAC - GAC
EZ 32 % | - ICANN-ccTLD Managers | - At Large Study Committee
- DNSO ccTLD Registries
Constituency
+8 - GAC - GAC
E #3575 | - Domain Name Supporting| - Domain Name Supporting
Organization Organization Constituency
Constituency Meetings Meetings
1. CcTLD 1. CcTLD
2. Non-Commercial 2. Non-Commercial
3. ISP 3. Business & Commercial
4. Registrars 4. ¢TLD
- ICANN  Orientation| 5. Intellectual Property
Workshop Constituency
r'}‘ -—— B | - Domain Name - Domain Name Supporting
E#Hn Supporting Organization: Name
Organization: General Council
Assembly
+ =8 |- ICANN Public Forum |- ICANN Public Forum
28—
-+ =8 |- ICANN Board Meeting | - ICANN Board Meeting
EH=
*ICANN ZAREHA S [H#—]
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-~ EE2HBHA
(—) HRBWEEd (GAC) 44X FER
& G A C3AE £/ 84 Dr. Paul Twomey & % - 4284 oy F

(=) ccTLD 2 HZiERFERAI

ICANN GAC % &4 Dr. Paul Twomey $1 & Bl ZH 4
&% GAC ¢3z3%hE MRt —HBERBHRIEHE
B[ ccTLD )z £4% & 4 32 & B (Principles for the Delegation
and Administration of country code Top Level Domains) > b
B EZ4HATIZAZARE:

(1)EAF (government or public authority) : % ccTLD 23
S EEE > AR ccTLD 2 B3 HFANFH H -

(DICANN : 223 -~ 123 ~ & 23 DNS EAE Z By iR

(3)Delegee (35 % H A E/EZ ccTLD FEF) 4K ISO
3166-1 WA EAERAARZE RA"&HER
EBAR AERBXES  HAXEEEBRZR
3 A(trustee) » £ H REE 5 FE S ATHRATH >
b AT Bl — R R B #Ab(entity) 8 & 0 X
EA G BRI R ICANN B &F 9 -

EEZEN Rk B

(D#FF & ICANN @ ZAgHid - A B &

(2)E A & Delegee : £4F 2 4

(3)ICANN & Delegee : ICANN #2 4% ccTLD A8 B i A5 o
A ccTLD BMZEH#E - sEFRRFIRSE
(root servers) #& & &2 EAE % - M Delegee #

JEor#E ICANN EE2 & -

CGACAREHET AHARREZ"ALBHRGEHE



z F4x B &1 B B "(GAC Principles) 3 £3%& 2@ 1 CAN
N ~ O JF & 3% 5 (the relevant government or public
authority) 2@ c ¢c TLD®#EH = F 2 @M a 4] (three-
party communications regime) > G A C3# & s = F 341 /&
HICANNARccTLD®EEERMMEMGAZER > GA
Crt BAEHIRE R U mBHATGCACRERR -

B B4k 4 2 % #8 (IDN: Internationalized Domain

Names)
PETEBLBYNESHEREAGALER > [ CAN
N#EGACHmmg T N aF@efdias (D
N'S) 3404t B non-ASCII 5 A B @ Be 2 555
(interoperability ) ~ F3E ARG B ot EHA -

= - DNSO %4:% 2 A @ (Constituency) &3

(—)

Intellectual Property Constituency
sdat AERAE([IPC] : Intellectual Property
Constituency) X A2 sk B A A X 2 BER A % > 4
%) 36 7 H 42 (trademark) ~ Z4¥4 (copyright) R 48 %
# gt # # (intellectual property rights) R £ 3 £ R #
DNS =& % -
AR AHEAEH ICANNDNSOIPC 2 AR &3l » 3 b
#E M : http://ipc.songbird.com ¢
NCDNHC Constituency
"R R AL B A AERAR ) (The
Noncommercial Domain Name Holders Constituency;
[NCDNHC]) ()2 v #F — @R L 80) A —EHER
(non-commercial entity) & LA FE B A K8 - JEHEM B X
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(=)

(%)

BHECQBRANIEREFTE > 4806 HF - FH
P B A 2 S S

NCDNHC #4388 =5 T 2HFEB AT
HHEE > BARE LT HATMLR S B L - NCDNHC
T LA % B AT ICANN 4835 4% #4 % 4% s 8 (Domain Name
Supporting Organization; DNSO) ¥ & — X & JE &AL T %
B AE

NCDNHC #4263 8 » IER G AL EE ~ L am
Hpgded) ~ LERA ~ BHEW - HF > HEHR A
HEUR HEAH S AABRMIEE A AR -

# B ICANN DNSO NCDNHC = ABR F 3 > H L4 B R -
http://'www.ncdnhe.org  °

3 z"ﬂk

BE

gTLD Registry Constituency

JB A & i ( [gTLD]) :generic Top Level Domain)
BRAELE ¢TLD M %284 (registries) A7 fa R

% B Network Solutions, Inc. [NSI) BEEZ % 4 -
# B TCANN DNSO ¢TLD Registry Constituency 48R &
o F LA R http/www.gtldregistries.org

ISPCP Constituency

Internet Service Providers and Connectivity Providers
FBIRAE % 5 F 4 453845 DNS nameservers SRS # =
Fz B4y R %4 TCP/IP Internet backbone 48 #& 'k%z
i3 (transit) £ Internet users & % =4 2 Internet
content °

# B ICANN DNSO Internet Service Providers and
Connectivity Providers Constituency Z 48R E3 * H L

#4 B © http:/ipc.songbird.com  °
Business Constituency
Commercial and business entities :ZEH A @K & E4E A
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(%)

(£)

Internet MR EEL EFHEMZEMEEAF]F o

# B ICANN DNSO Business Constituency .78 i & 3 >
¥ LA E C htn//www.be.dnso.icann.org ©

ccTLD Constituency
B 7 45% 5% ( [ccTLD]) :country code Top Level
Domain):Z % AE 48 ccTLD B E =4 7% °

7 B8 ICANN DNSO ccTLD Constituency Z 48R &3 > 3 L
#E /M http/www.cctld.dnso.icann.org o

Registrars Constituency
e s (Registrars)i2 2 A B & B B 3T/ % ICANN
79T (accredited) = Registrars » AR ZH AR E &
B 224 ccTLD registrars ~ resellers R 4 B
"registrar"EEME 2 By -

Baf [CANN 2T HH — AN AR » AREGB B OIERS
KE~ITAHMRE ~ MDN ~ #3237 TLD = .35 -

# B ICANN DNSO Registrars Constituency Z 48 B &3 »
HrEsEn
http//'www.dnso.oro/constituencv/registrars/recistrars. html

o
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o~ ERRE
(—) BUR%¥E%EE €(GAC)
HHBHNEETAR

=00—#=A
B & A A

ZOO—%#=ZA+8 - E#x — ICANN ma#%#u% 8¢ [GAC] »
ZAAETARANEZHA (Melboume, Australia) 2B E AR EH -
HAZ A AR REEN > BEMRETZE@HNEHRR S B BT A%
# k2 B AR AR A Internet BB AMENS > BEEATHE
E}% :

A. WA GAC ¥4 22 8% !

GAC B8 -k EFZER > T HREFBEE Dr. Paul Twomey
%% 47 > & GAC /B 8] (Operating Principles) Z M & » £
e -

B. MR EEESBHER(CTLD)ZE 2R EE

GAC #4835 % 48 % 3% m 8 (DNSO) 2 ccTLD # E AH
( Constituency ) ~ ICANN 3 F & & F# ccTLD 2 HFiERF R
RAERME - HRAE A2 -
GAC EF i HERREZ"BARXBERHZEERZIRZERTERA
"(GAC Principles) M 77 £ 5% Z OICANN ~ @#JF &K > %€ A (the
relevant government or public authority) & ®ccTLD £ = =
Ei@ g% (three-party communications regime ) » GAC 3% &b =7
8 %) /& & ICANN R ccTLD 2 3 B B 4: 2 B 4% > GAC & B af#%
R R R AT GAC RA -

8% 2 ICANN #2 ccTLD 4 3% 54 % 4371 3% ( bilateral ("legacy")
agreement) L HAY LR AGFER YR UREZ TR
B TERRABREHRETRZEN -

ETEFREROA D EIHBE RN EREZ T HREH R
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B &E B AEER o Bk o
ETFHZHEEATREE T HBRIGE
@ REHBAE ccTLD BFHEFZFFHHAEZEF o
@I ST RN T BiEsw ICANN E O3k BRBBUAIITZH B4 -
OccTLD ¥HEEARAFEHBEBRINRELZETEN (BF M
BB NFE BREEGRIN) .
GAC # % ICANN A#378 ccTLD 2 E2 3% ¥ » ICANN #
EZEUEIAAEE ccTLD AN LBREERAR T2 EFEE

) ( standard commercial practice for private international legal
agreements ) °

C. M7 GAC ZF4F K,
s GAC ATH 2 U % 4% ICANN » R HTH HEAE
T2 B E  GAC &t/ (Working Groups) MR %E Rk
EF FEA
® % 354818 % 48 (multilingual domain names )

@ 5% (Top Level ) &% . (Second Level ) 43R 23hE &
W4 # 56 (geographical and geopolitical ) 354

® B 518 15| e F (applicability of international conventions )

D. HABERS4E% %4 (IDNs: international domain names) > GAC
FTHHEEMENEHE NS Internet EHEFZH B » GAC R
BRREALCBHRRAZFAEIENAARITHALE ICANN~ X %48
8RB EA Internet 222 FHE K > B !

® H 37 & k& Internet A 2.3 (interoperability) 2 E % & &%
® 74 iy 438 4 #54846 (cybersquatting ) & IDNs #E3p T Z 3 A%
FA
O FRTFEN S HEAREREEHERAZRER -
GAC %% :
R 48R % 4548 46 ( Anti-cybersquatting ) & R B # %] B 4 B T2 ASCII
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HEIZIE IR P non-ASCI 3248 » W BT EALELERERRH -

1% G IR 4 7% A 4 (DNS ) 2 & 38 4 % 35 (universal connectivity
and accessibility ) > #f Intemet /5 & 2K B ZFEAH T R4 - HNER
B BREBRY FEARNETRTHBELEE WA ERSE
FHBRAL BT BEREOME ARZAE N T Intemet B E B
k-
IDNs # & &Hre4as (TLD) 2B A A A NTF 28 FH0A
A ERBRIEGHRMETHA - ICANN FEFRERB A IDNs B3R
A& (testbed) ¥ H 48 - HBEEHH &AL testbed KB REN - &
FEMER  AERZ AR EEATOI MRS -
GAC B 3B M BUR > 45 5] 2R F 348 7 B £ #% > F ( National Office for
the Information Economy ) X ## A&k /a?f*é& %38 GAC 4835 o

GAC FT—e#ZB» =00 —&x A8 idrgF 85 A (Stockholm,
Sweden ) #1 ICANN ‘F#Eéi@'%ﬁ#iﬁiﬁ °
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(=) =*4&(Board of Directors)

ICANN EFE g2
—O0—%ZA+Z8
AN B EA

#2001 £3 A 13 8B2AAEZ¢ T ICANNEZEZHUET 7R -

THEGKZIHE

FE[01.14] - B E¢FB b Fray 2000 &= 9 A 25 7 ~ 2000 % 10 A 17
B3l BAE2000 11 B 16 8 (a&kee3) FEZ oLk

Reconsideration & 8 ¢ 2 & 3%

3 (01.15] : Reconsideration & & & 2 &% RC-00-6 & RC-00-7 - 4k
BENATME b BB B AR -

¥ %] 4%/ 8.(Ad Hoe Group)

427 0 4L 1999 £ 8 B 26 B 2k 9979 EF e — A4 TE)
8 FHRE BRI KRN REMOumbering) A2 BRRHRE
Mo REARBERFGLERTHAETZAREE TR RS EEE
&) %% A-(convergence) ;

SER 73 E 55 R Ak (Numbering and Addressing) @ 2 45 %) 45 /&
543 a5 E R8sk (web-based public comment forum)zt
HiE A

G BRI THERRE  SMELEAFLERGRAAERATBZ

NFIEEEE R B 0 35 2001 £ 3 A 8 Bd Mr Mark

McFadden $2 Mr Tony Holmes #7322 /&2 (extensive) #4& ;

21



#H#[01.16] © HF 44§ 2001 £ 3 A 8 B McFadden/Holmes &9 #% 448 X
4 bk % 3% 48 8% (Address Supporting Organization) 2 43 xF 3 3% &
(Address Counci)/f it —F HF FH/EBERE T -

FRE|[01.17])  HEFGEABF N N EAERBERA AT BZ IR
e

F[01.18] ¢ FFEE K ICANN BB 435450 5 N B #4524
BREEFEED—F -

F3%[01.19] : 32 F 4 & % Mark McFadden ~ Tony Holmes & %% /]~ 48 %}
R TN TR BB E TR ¢

~—REAARXLZATIAE

g — e B E B¢ (At Large Membership Study Committee )
FRFABNEIRCOEFCRE-NZEZEGEELZATH
HEGHABRLBEELZE2YEETRARESTE &
HEGOHAZA ZEECHER HEIRTRAFZEQEEG
B RELSNBERARALZEETHEER R
BB Z AT AL TRE X R

F3[01.20]: B FE ¢ 4L Pierre Dandjinou ~ Esther Dyson ~ Oliver Iteanu »
Ching-Yi Liu ( F 3t K% 42 8h 38 # #2814 ) ~ Thomas Niles &
Oscar Robles - B XL ESEHE -

— R BAREBEH2LHE
&% - ICANN Bylaws # 5 & % =45 €& M ICANN —#& & B 24 ~
SRR AREZ RERE

B LR 0011 P EEGRL—EBREHMBNEE YT P&
THH LR ¢ » BATHIEFRL S

R —REYBAEEE ¢ CAMSE B & (Finance Committee)$ i —
et EHRE
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R MBLEerEsuHERE s eaEF R

HE[01.21] ¢ 4848 (president) £ 32 1N R A8 USS450,000 & E A (E F
USS$100,000 S E¢#%#) N R ERARZETERY
##F 5 Ak ICANN (Corporation) &MU X H & EHAR
B BECENFTLEECHERREZERFEZTEABEALE
A L EFHEEEeBE(charter) X E R °

32 245 2 VeriSign #9135,

s 1 45t ICANN ~ Network Solution,Inc. & % Bl #7302 R B (E &
% 09.132 & 99.133 % » & 1999 £ 11 A 4 8 # LA E 7 1999
£ 11 A10BEF)2RECOEEFERE

EH EESRLELLFEMN 2001 £4 828872 B TFEHMA

F)H LR BIHRAITS

BRE[01.22] - HEF ¢ 2R EBEBRAE R B A LETEE A g (Name
Council) RAEfTE R AR R H 40 4 51 E R 44 g a7 2001
£ 3 B3 BRTHEBRENTERELREER -

BE[01.23] B B AT A B B AL AR E B8 HExs (web-based
public comment forum) » AL F & E R °

# & B iRz i 3 (New TLD)

BH Sk 0089 T HESCLER CELERRHNRGEHER
[TLD] %4 ICANN @M e L8888 p s @ FE2E
&G o

AT REE00.90 ¥ 32 E 4 T34 48 # & General Counsel 4% & ICANN
CBATBERH  SBE-SREECREIMRE TTESE
FiHEHWHE -

BRSO {EE B 6 JE Y 8 (unsponsored) TLD 3= #F % & (NeuLevel -
Afilias ~ Global Name Registry & RegistryPro)# 7 2 A 89 % 3
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E<Om ERGBERFLABMOMGELCHHAAREERE -
EEAFHBAFTER

4 I ELS P General Counsel 122 B FH EWHE R
HLER X IR

L BANTERLSNEENE 2001 £3 B 12 g B0 F
338 (Public Forum)iL 2]/~ e & R, S

R BETCEREAFTYWBENRE BRALNEFNER
BHERE EHH B EICANN M BENEZALEREEH
FH[01.24] - 324 T K4 HRRE General Counsel 48450 iR
H 4% unsponsored TLD Ft4k 2 # % > 348 ICANN &35 LA
P4 1 T B R R H T 6 B AR R R R AT AR AT 18
15 E RFE -
FH[01.25] E F o BT B IE S 889 S #EE(biz~ info~ .name,
B .pro) 23N HE ks ARG RAEFEECETE
A B A 483k 8 General Counsel £7&R, ©
FE[01.26)  HEFECEANUAFTRBAMER AR BHEK
Bk BHRHEAREZFZAN WA -
BE[01.27) 1 — B EFWH o BEREARKRIRITE  AEERRSE @
LB AR ERE  RAETZERELETY -

IR A AE % 3% A S i (DNSO Review)

N HESCE L% EE & [NC]: Names Council)ig 2] DNSO
WA HRER LM EHR -
HE A TEELONC B2 242 5 2001 £ 2 # %3t £ (business plan)
RN ERE B EEELEE CHBEIE—FTHANER
HFHE -

RER[01.28) - BELZ K NC REBRRBEERER» R EH A DNSO
AR EETAEER DNSO U REyEEA S aE
3o
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3501.29]: 32 E 4B A M el & B A7 DNSO &4 2 s 4 eg 22 357 2001
£ 4 816 BREY REZEREFTERITALEBEEREK
BiE—F e iTE) -

F 48 &5 % Z % # (Disbursement and Check Signing
Authority)

$R3]01.30] : &]484 8 General Counsel ~ Louis Touton ~ 84 #% & (Chief
Financial Officer) Andrew McLaughlin & 44/ 2 & 44 — 42 7T 32
# ICANN sk A H 22 £ 2 ¢4 F A4 (disbursements of the Corporation’s
Funds) @ 39T %% ICANN HEAB e X % » %% US$HI0,000
RIATF o

¥ —3F 2 3[01.31] : M. Stuart Lynn — % & 3% ICANN & A B #6948 %
T4 44 ICANN sE AR B A4S > BTH8% ICANN xA
Haey £ Z > £%5 4 US$50,000 s ATF o

1 — ¥ %3#[01.32] : M. Stuart Lynn — s & 3% [CANN 7% A #5485k >
BRI EARESAS ) ETEE ICANN FAFES X
Z > £% % US$50,000 AT - ¥ HEF ¢ #75E A & (Finance
Committee) 3% 2147 % & 4 (Executive Committee)% 42 8578 & > —
BRI BRNIZHEN > BPRE R4 TERME -

#—FR%[01.33) T AEESRE 0035 £ 0038 A I EALAE
Ak BIRH o BRI AR MR

F2 4% B 69424 (Appointment of Auditors)

B2 E o Ok 3| #2448 4 (Audit Committee) 83k %> 3 & KPMG -
LLP %232 ICANN ;2 A B2 2001 26 A 30 A bz &3t FEZH
HEH G TR
sk 3%[01.34] ¢ 4= 4 KPMG - LLP #: 3 ICANN 7k AH #
(Coporation)2001 4 6 A 30 B L2 @3 £ E N FEMBEREE 0 &
B R #2:8 US$28,000 » v Rz —ib ICANN Bf#5 B3 e B30
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a0 SRS e B R R A28 USS$10,000 -
HF#[01.35] : 2424848 8 KPMG - LLP 4373 4 € (engagement letter) o

DNSO X &z R =

8RS M E B g (Audit Committee) &3t ICANN K4 lg A ~ BFER ¥
DNSO 2 #H# N EEHEELEHEETRE S

H3[01.36] © %4 48 5% (President) 46 35 — 18 5 B &5 DNSO 35 8o 1R 2 LUE
# %45 DNSO Z A SUANRBLFHTHEE B 4 (Names Council)
2 E A5 XA Ao

$2 ccTLD £EE 2

7 1 8 LRy 2000 £ 11 A A472 ICANN 43 0 ICANN a9 Ff
EIEAPI RS i TAE RS R BE 7 ABR A # ccTLD FE 3T
MY '

42 % L (Honolulu) - 8 /9 F.(Geneva) & 2 # A& (Melbourne)# 47
&) ccTLD/ICANN &i#3g48 % msh > EE R ccTLD A& H
ICANN B E W AT RERZ T HE

HH[01.37] - ICANN £ 3286 P €435 7 o5& 41 AT AR 3% £ 3 5 £ (draft
legacy agreements) > 4o % & 8% > £ A& = B F AT (in triangular
situations)it K 7T 3 % 89 ccTLD % 3 -

B BR4L 493K Z #% (Internationalized Domain Names)

&% (ICANN BELOHERRINAMEALRHEBRLB LA IEZ
 CBEBLEBREBFEALEL N 2R RERER TEER)
g (IETFs) 2 B IR b 45 % f T/ m sh » — 42 F 9k ASCII %
TC AR 2 43R A #2755 OB 44 #2470 4 VeriSign #.com/.net/.org
3EMF A R & (testbed) ~ ccTLD 3 ¥ %2 JF ASCII F 482
How o UEFAN A RE A AR LS L B L EMRY
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AT

ICANN HEZE &7 2000 & 9 A 25 8 L bk —2:% B VeriSign 7
WA 4 (testbed)# 52 35.(00.77 £ 00.80) > B EABR T EFE
T fR g B B B K (accessible) sy 5B #H AR R4 A ASCIL 7 7T
EHEaN FELRAERERNERLB LR LG BR RS
/85380 ~ 32 B ¢ (non-proprietary)if # X g 0 AR B ILIA
= A g 4 PR 4E B4 30 17 2 3% ¥ 9 (end-to-end) B R I &L » B A —1H
E BT AR N R AREE PR RS

LER2HEACHEAE 2 ICANN ¥ R B H T EHE— &%

MERETER
OB AL By E R 4 B R L R A 4 08 B R 72 (Testbed
Deployment Process) ;

0 IDNs 2 H B3t EMA T |

OF B LEB LB FABHAFRETTHM G

@ /i IDNs # &z /2 #0 7 #132 1¢ (Outreach) ;

®IDNs £ ICANN 3: 2 /32 B (Registry/Registrar) 2 # 3%
fi ICANN £5 % » AHBERcEB L EBANHMAEABLA
32 AR
DNSO z % #3F3#% % & € (Names Council)# 2 @ A &35 K
49— 75 £+ £ (business plan) > 2R AR L —E T A RERT
ATEBALER L BEUR X 3580
L RF % % B 4 (Governmental Advisory Committee)f2 £ 2 # 4~
HAB/THEL > AR L AERLERLBS AR
HHEEHMBRITEERRSE
B E AR AERRA R E %% B (Root Server System Advisory
Committee; RSSAC) & M & B RBRFAREERMELTIZE
i

FH[01.38] : EE AL EHA NS S HEOERCARAS AR LE

PR AL SRR TN RLZHEY » LE&EB BB ARE
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2z PIRERER AR E REE -

HER[01.39] © BT HERLAER L BEM AR R AR 0 F
¥ &35 & —18 & Masanobu Katoh(Z /%) ~ Vint Cerf ~ Karl Auerbach
% Tvan Campos %8 /% 2 P9 3R TAE N4 > SA3K 35 B AR B IR a9 % 7
BB BEFZEERREMFART O NZATRTHE
TEEFTERET SRR

RE[01.40] : EEE 2R BT a6 ANAETROEFTHEREH
RARFEL#|E -

RREHIMEMR BB

HH01.41] : ICANN B xmEf2 ¥ HRY ICANN 2@ AF
BZEB EFCRASBRACEOAHIMELSBARHR

#
3R35]01.42] T ICANN R#EAA TR ERRABABRA BT AHRETHRZ
R EEL -

E 3 Lennie and Mike Roberts

4B L
Mike Roberts 4 B % 5% B 45 4E ICANN #4248 R 34T RAEF »

B 1998 4 10 A+ % B A > Mike 248 % [CANN #7x 869 8 ~ 13
ANEER 25 AR AR ETZSTT S

ERNBHEETE R T2HEE BN RBER AR EZIL ICANN
Z b BAEAE S

HREBHZ ERARR AL HY ICANN 23040872 A L BEY
#7(not as bad as it could be) » # 5% -

H3%01.43] 1 E 448 % ICANN #:## % Mike Robert ¥ £ 745
BN EREZ 2 EEA 2 5 RELRIEZH -

3R5[01.44] © T E &R H48 E) 2 ¥ 0 B Lermie Roberts Z 2L ~ &t
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3 B ¥ % % San Francisco #3% ] Z £ & o
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() ICANN GAC z ccTLD %4z %2 &Rl

B R& R & %S (ccTLD) R E A & E R A
(#F)

1~A%

F2 RFC 1591 #7444 A oA 2k > 414 ¥ (Internet) 248 —E R R 48
BAAFFAABR T T AEERER—HE T RBEZLREN -
F Internet S — B F &5 A 2 T B ~ Internet #ZFRE ~ %
HAney R Y B E344$45 Internet AW BREE T XLER
FRiE

B gk o #8354 55 4 % (DNS)sh4s » 4 DNS BRAEREZFH -
B4 AL TR R 2 25 B~ Internet 3 1% 48 £ (Protocols) 2 1 3 &
Internet Protocols $% 4% (IP numbers) 5 &¢ % 72 £ 1@ ICANN 2 2 /-
BOKEFRZREREARL - BFl#i - ccTLDs 2 #{z BB HE 2
BERERTEFER 282  AHATHFZHE -

18 %537 RFC 1591 RAI R & 26y MR AR B & &3k ccTLD
% 1% S (manager) 44X, & 18 B b B AL B AT & FORF B F 0 2 HE
B A E o A" 448542 (global Internet community)” 3
FA5¥s — k% R B BB (entity) M A2 MM TLD B EZ A A -
B % shIEAE 9 454240 2] £ 48 F 5 48 (urisdiction) & % 48 B B K &
W& R A B g AR R 2 F B 0 sb BRI REFC 1591 WAT
AR R R IR

2 AXZ B

AXZ BotasHE ccTLD R4ERF R BMEEFE G B REE
Yk 7 #,(best practice)z & 4 - iF s R Aoy A EAMRAT 71 X
(models)z & :

- BF RN F % B (relevant government or public authority) &
ICANN H®] % % i (communication)

- ICANN R % 3 #/% K% #(Delegee) ] 2 i&i@
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- B R Delegee [ 2 i#3i8
3~ R
AXERTHREE
3.1 "Alternative Dispute Resolution"("ADR")5 JE3Fanse 5 253
Bk T AR B RBSATHFEARZRE

32 "Communication" &4 — &4 ~ A~ BE - XF -8 -HES
HREMBENAZTDXNTFE -

3.3 "Country code top level domain(E R F & 5 HEE)" & "ccTLD"
Bk 1SO 3166-1(E % R E 9 B Rz 2 BRB)HHERBATL
g B e

3.4 "Delegatlon"(é‘rq’a&)#i?étt ICANN/IANA ¢ & & DNS root ¥ 2 TLD
B Iz BAE

3.5 "Delegee” (% 2 £)# % B HEG A E I ccTLD 48 ~ 23 &
18 A > Delegee 78 &3 fF A % » Delegee 75 1 #F ccTLD Z 478
212 TR E

3.6 "Designation" (35 & )45 B Z 48 Ik °
3.7"DNS" . R LFE R & ©
3.8 "ICANN" © 48[54 35 4 45 L3R 75 45 BO A4S ©

3.9 "Relevant government or public authority"(#LfF) * 7 ICANN ﬁﬁ
& GAC EAE B B Ff i 2 B A% R B R AR U 3 B PR 3R T
A8 B 42 5B o

3.10"Relevant local community"4% 3z ISO 3166-1 A7 2 M B AR
e & R AR SUIFE R o

3.11"Top Level Domain(& & [ 4838)" &, "TLD" & £ 3B L & 4
Z & & %43k (domain) e

4 ~ ccTLD &2 & (Delegee)Z A &

4.1 ccTLD Delegee 444 ISO 3166-1 1§ 448 Ml Bl R RARRAR "2 K
EEEBA R R ERELES  BALEEERILRA
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(trustee) * BHREE S FE ~ [THRTH @ b TEHE—
% Fl 1884 (entity) & & - R EAF A G TR ICANN A&
F

42¢ccTLD AEABHALAEEMEH LW EH » K Delegee
ARG aNEEHEREREL  HWARTAE—ERKEFE ccTLD
Z B3 S ATHRATH AL -

43 e BATH R ocTLD 2 B P RATH A REZEME L » THEH
TEHEZBHRBSAEELE

4.4 Delegee fe T #& ccTLD & s R & B A "BUR"

4.5 Delegee JE #13% ccTLD Fr & 2 BUR o9 &-AF -

4.6 Delegee ~ % FEASHEAAERZE QN ANBEF A ETETZ
WE o ZARK EBF X EEZNE 2 R BT Z 2
HE—E -

S~BRZAE

51 B2 A Bt s AR ccTLD 2 BB H & A FA S -

SOEBH AL REBRAZEGE ko AL RS TEEMEA
EHP S BEN REAEFZRE S EEFEAER D RH
B iR > £k B E ocTLD A&k & 34 - i JAFESRHE
VHAGBRNAEREBE S 3 RARAARZFRAERANBERIE
1] o

S3ICANN Z A 3% 8 4 (GAC) AT LIRR AR RSB LB 5 4
BN ER HAERAF LM —HEER -

5.4 g AREAR R ccTLD z DNS 34t > £:8F 6B RAFET »
AARKER DT RFMOZE -

5.5 E T EAEAL T # 8 Ui A B 8L Delegee Z 3R ©

5.6 FAFAES Delegee 85 0 EA & ccTLD FTH A EEZAEEIE
— T AEBE N B EATRERZZRBIIME -

6 ~ ICANN = A4 &,
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6.1 [CANN = ¥ 2B ~ 545 - 8% 23 DNS EE 2 #4f
RERERER > &
- IP number block allocation L R 2 Z 3L
- Authoritative root server system % £T # (Administration) ;
- EITH 3 TLD # root system Z 3 & ;
- H4b Internet B AT M2 A5 ECARWF
- HE4 DNSATE W FASEAE -
6.2 % ccTLD 2 7 &/ L » ICANN 2 & &5 H B RPATT AL
% 10 2 BUR o
7~ FAEZ R AR
7.1 % B L ccTLD Delegee 2 i# i & 77 12 » 1 4o BURF & 77 3% ccTLD
Delegee #ERA#HRAHEHEFHT » ICANN R HF
JF R BE B E 345 % Delegee ©
72 g s ocTLD Delegee #t% j&3& ~ #F % B &~ ccTLD
Delegee k% 3|3 B ALBE R BT X 45 R E R RFC 1591 2 k3
(material provisions)Z 4 F - ICANN f& L& i 78 B R, A
% B & #45 & Delegee °
7.3 % ICANN i 40 ¥ i £ ccTLD 2 :%4F & & Internet &% DNS 2 4%
FHEERTHE 10 528 E - BURER A ICANN Ak R E 47
{4 Fixd -
7.4 k& ICANN # ccTLD Z &4 R EH EATABRK LR BUHIE R
Z A~ ERBEA
7.5 Delegee ik EH BEHENUBITEER > FLERAAFH )
HEZI RARBEREFABE #4357 EH Z 1285 (reassignment
of delegation) » ccTLD = 2 4% # (registrants) /& 45 4 41 48 3R & 48
st [P 4 4kARFS(name resolution) RS- E Rl B 82 2| 7 — 18
TLD o

8 ~ ICANN 1 3 AF F Z Bl 14



8.1 BF# ICANN 2 BB R4~ NRHERNIHET T BUFA
Delegee 6] 2 4 # A Ep —47F ICANN -

8.2 B Me 45 4 ICANN H 4o & K Delegee # FHAT T E 9z
$g

8.3 ICANN »#73% gTLD 85 fE it %45 fl Bl R 4 %% ~ B LM Ry
44 RISO630 2 BT RIIFRFHFTRAREHARE -

O ~ FAF $ Delegee [u] Z B 14
0.1 Bt A £1205 > BATF 453k > £ 34 JCANN :
9.1.1 ITEAIEiik » 25FH ~ GHFE - FRAHRGLE

B
9.1.2 ccTLD Delegee % 3& ¥F 48 sA 3h [ 2L 8% & 23K Internet A:2F
Z | B BT

0.13 BAFAESEEMH > delegee T ELABGARNEME ~ &
o~ BEZEABERIER

9.1.4 ccTLD # 3% TLD A % &3 & 4% ;

9.1.5 »# Delegee #4285 » #E4% DNS &t 2 #1145

0.1.6 #|E A2 % - A ZFR LB FBAEAMRA

9.1.7 Delegee B8 8 ICANN FAEEZH R > wwF 10 2R
o HUTEF S

9.1.8 A¥BEI AL ccTLD M EMER T - BREUF

DR R E @2k s 0 delegee B 5F ICANN . ccTLD
hz e 0

9.1.9 #&#% delegee 2 & B ANFUILE » HBEF LEFEK -
9.2 % ccTLD Delegee #& ¢, (sub-contract) ccTLD 2z &4y T/E 85 » 2
Bk 5 & % B ICANN ff & Z 34545 77 -
9.3 # ccTLD Delegee #& é,(sub-contract) ccTLD 2478 R % ¥ T 4F
BARBEEAG A - NRBENZITE S RE-—BEME WA
FATRIAIR G T R(RAE R AR HHIE -
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10 ~ ICANN #2 Delegee 42 1%

10.1

ICANN BEF T3 FE
10.1.14% 45— ccTLD BN EHE
10.1.2#E4% root servers & & ~ &2 HEAE S
10.1.34 B ccTLD &4 & RAx/a M sk & 2B EA
10.1.4:% 8% i# 4o delegee 42457 ICANN B4 E3 2 B # -

10.2 Delegee &8 = F 7| %37 :

102.14#3% TLD 2 X2 RRELBARBEXITLRIELE
Ve LA B AEAL MBS B R B ~ AT ey B8 F 32 ICANN
T B AE AR ccTLD Z 48 & 4k o

10.2.2 3% 8% 38 %0 ICANN 4247 ccTLD B8 T3z B8 (% %)«
10.2.3 38 31 32 &k 246 B (escrow) RAE M 83 L BLR
10.2.47 38 8 ¥ Z 1z & 0% » 2642 DNS Btz 8% -

10.2.5:% 45 ICANN BL & B R o

10.2.64-32 53 ICANN ez & F -



£ - BRAERFR

— - AkeBirAButEe ey [(GACl 7a BRu£A
G EERRAN  SCRERERTZEREHE - S HER
R B AR MR AT AR 0 bt BB S G e EUR
rHARMMBEE OB EEHE  EHRRERER @
ICANN BE 4 A SR HEMZ M FR - a2 T - KA
FR2EESHANER HE wEAEE FE - BRAFE
FAA - BARHE - REGREZ IR AH KK SHo) > Fio
¥~ B2 SOECD B G 32 MARAEG)ZEMR > H T
BB T ELLE GAC EFEEZEARBEIEHES
[ccTLD) 2 &Kix @432 ~ GAC ZBAEH XA LLREH BRI
BAL Bz ERN - BB b TA B F R AREBUR ~ THRK
mBF  HEERER S MARRUNZEREZANRER
2 EAETE RHWARABEZHIRAARHTLEAN B
AL B R AR EH B AY Intemnet EBLBALBERZET
B ARBRENHEARER G Z L2 SHEBSSRAN

FARZERGH -
- Rk EFEBRERLEEREEGEAE [ICANN] &350 @ >
2 ICANN 44 &S A EREEEE S AATETRGA
B A (78 5 30) % 52 2 2 4 48 145 48 2% (internet) B 47 & 3B 9 #E
% Protocol Parameters 2 33 38 ~ DNS 2 %3 ~ [P frhk 2 ZHE A
BBAREAKZEE  AHEBRMIFFIZEARESTR £
eEGhEARARESEELREE R A EEER
e eHEEFTX > 8445 d [CANN THRZELEEBZ
5ERAMSIENER G AL BEGH  AalATR AL
FleidiEsng P EEAELMARZERANR ARt
mskz b EACRENEECRRRE T BABEZHARS
W MRS EEFREBRLEFARER EEETRBRER
REMBETH > BB EEEHRR ICANN ZEFe3nit
Vedihit - AR BHHEL T L OETREGB LRI IE
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BRI Az EERR  — R AAEERANH T EEE
B EFEE ~ #2345 VeriSign s9H#h3% » & Hremmss [TLD])
Bank M BE24EH ~DNSO 240 RE - RRRBIHE
#ix [ccTLD) #EH 2 iR B bt @B A HBEFE A
HNOHEANEARELSEY  SEFRAHEFRITZES
EHERKREATOAN AGEAEBRNRNESRLE
SHBZ G -

FARGHERADDERBHRTELA DIAHENETLRE
2 {& » 22 GAC % /& Dr Paul Twomey 743 F# % LB 30 £ 31
S Eal T TECYITRASELANDE  E¥EEY
REFEHAMNELAHLEEREHNEBEYL - AW T £57
wEMMBEAEY  BoEELAERME > FHEHT £
JE e B ER ~ B - g2 ER - A EER S HERE
b s [TWNIC] & $4, Bp— 5t & GAC %
EAERA -



B~ HHF
— -~ ICANN VIIl 2%
= ~ICANN VIil GAC 24
= -~ ICANN VIIl ¥4 %3

m - ICANN GAC z"ccTLD 4= R & Z A"
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\5{ ICANN Meetings in
X Melbourne
TICANN 9-13 March 2001

Click Here for the Local Hosts' ICANN/Melbourne Meeting
Website!

| 3R

ICANN's next round of meetings will be held (2-13 March, 2001), in
Melbourne Australia. The meetings are free to attend, and open to any
interested person. ICANN encourages broad participation in its bottom-
up consensus-development process.

Please be aware that there are a number of events being held in
Melbourne around the time of the ICANN meeting, so early hotel
booking is strongly recommended.

The Host Committee have provided a local website with information
regarding the area, the meeting and local Hotels.

The meetings will be held at the Melbourne Exhibition &Convention

Centre (MECC).

Details about the meetings are being posted on this page as they
become available. Please check back often!

Sponsors and
Meeting Schedule Agendas Sponsorship
Opportunities

Webcast & Remote
Participation

Pre-Registration Press & Media

MEETING SCHEDULE

ICANN Meetings by Special Arrangement

On Friday March 9th 2001 the following additional
meetings will take place:

o At lLarge Study Committee
o Time: 12:30 - 16:30
o Location: Bellarine 1

e ICANN - ccTLD Managers
o Time: 8:30 - 12 naoon.

“http://www .icann.org/melbourne/ 2001/3/29
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o Location: Corryong 1 & 2
o« DNSO ccTLD Registries Constituency
o Time: 13:00 - 18:00
o Location: Corryong 1 & 2

ICANN Meetings

On Saturday March 10th, there will be an ICANN
Orientation Workshop (9:00-10:00, YouYang 1 & 2), and
meetings of the DNSO Constituencies:

o Business Constituency
o Time:; 13:30 - 18:00
o Room: Howqua 2
» ccTLD Registries Constituency
o Time: 8:00am - 18:00pm
o Room: Corryong 1 & 2
o Agenda
o gTLD Registries Constituency
o Time: 13:00-15:00
o Room: Howqua 3
« Intellectual Property Constituency
o Time: 13:30 - 18:00
o Room: You Yangs 1 & 2
¢ ISP Constituency
o Time: 8:30-12:30
o Room: Howqua 3
« Non-Commercial Constituency
o Time: 9:00-18:00
o Room: You Yangs 3
» Registrars Constituency
o Time: 8:30-12:30
o Room: Howqua 2

On Sunday March 11, there will be a meeting of the DNSO
Names Council (13:30 - 17:00) and a DNSO General
Assembly (08:30 - 12:30), in the Latrobe Theatre.

On Monday March 12, there will be an ICANN Public
Forum (08:45 - 18:30, agenda below), in the Latrobe
Theatre.

On Tuesday March 13, there will be an ICANN Board

Meeting (08:30 - 15:00, open to public observation), in the
LaTrobe Theatre.

AGENDA FOR ICANN PUBLIC FORUM AND BOARD MEETING

The agenda for the ICANN Public Forum on 12 March 2001 currently
includes the following discussion items and reporis:

http://www.icann.org/melbourne/ . 2001/3/29
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New TLD agreements
o Topic Paper on New TLD Agreements
ccTLD agreements
DNSO review
Internationalized Domain Names
Proposed Revisions to VeriSign Agreements
Status report by At Large Study Committee
ICANN Budget 2001-2002
Final report of the Ad Hoc Group on Numbering and Addressing

Other items may be added in the near future, so please check back.
Comments on the agenda should be sent to Andrew Mcl aughlin, or to
any member of the ICANN Board of Directors.

The schedule for the Public Forum on 12 March currently is as follows:

0845 - Welcome and Introductions (including Dr. Stuart Lynn, new
CEO)

» 0900 - CEO Report

0920 - Committee Reports
o Root Server System Advisory Commitiee
o Governmental Advisory Committee
o Reconsideration Committee
o Finance Committee (including Budget 2001-2002)
1015 - Break
1030 - Public comment
1100 - Reports (continued)
o Supporting Organizations (including DNSO Review)
o At Large Study Committee
o Ad Hoc Group on Numbering and Addressing
1145 - Public comment
1215 - Welcome from Sen. Richard Alston, Minister of
Communications, Australia
1230 - Lunch break
1400 - Status of ccTLD Agreements
1415 - Public comment
1430 - New Registry Agreements - new TLDs (including public
comment)
1530 - New Registry Agreements - com/net/org (including public
comment)
1630 - Break
1645 - Reports on Internationalized Domain Names
1715 - Other Business/Open Mike
1800 - Adjourn

Here again, this schedule is tentative and subject to change as we get
closer to 12 March.

SPONSORS AND SPONSORSHIP OPPORTUNITIES

As the meeting is being run on a cost-recovery basis, sponsorship

http://www.icann.org/melbourne/ 2001/3/29
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opportunities are limited. If you or your organization are interested in
sponsorship please feel free to contact Greg Crew.

We are presently actively seeking sponsors for the meeting Webcast. If
you or your organization are interested please feel free to contact John
Crain

WEBCAST AND REMOTE PARTICIPATION INFORMATION

As usual, ICANN will be webcasting the DNSO General Assembly and
Names Council Meetings (11 March), the ICANN Public Forum (12
March), and the ICANN Board meeting (13 March). Click here for
details on the webcasts and remote participation opportunities for those
unable to attend the meetings in person.

PRE-REGISTRATION

Pre-registration for the Melbourne meetings is now closed. Registration
will be available on-site. You can review the public list of pre-
registrations by clicking here.

Due to possible space/security requirements pre-registration may be
necessary for invitation to some receptions.

PRESS AND MEDIA INFORMATION

Members of the press should contact Brett LaGrande for assistance.

Comments concerning the layout, construction and functionality of this site
should be sent to webmaster@icann.org.

Page Updated 09-March-2001
(¢) 2001 The Intemet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers. All rights reserved.
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GOVERNMENTAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE COMMUNIQUE {4:
Melbourne, Australia - March 2001

SATURDAY 10 March 2001: The Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) of the Internet
Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN) held its eighth meeting in Melbourne,
Australia, yesterday and today. The attending GAC Members, representing 32 national
governments, distinct econormies as recognised in international fora and multinational
governmental and treaty organisations, had fruitful discussions across issues relating to the
Internet worldwide, and issued the following statement:

A. With regard to the election of the First Chair of the Governmental Advisory Committee,
that:

The GAC has held the First Election for Chair of the GAC, and that Dr Paul Twomey of
Australia, the Initial Chair, was elected as Chair of the GAC, to serve for a term of two
years, in accordance with the GAC Operating Principles.

B. With regard to issues relating to the delegation and administration of country code top level
domains (ccTLDs) that:

The GAC had a constructive, open and useful dialogue with the ccTLD
Constituency of the Domain Name Supporting Organisation (DNSQ),
and the ICANN Board and staff, on issues relating to the delegation and
administration of ccTLDs.

The GAC reaffirms its commitment to the appropriateness of a three-
party communications regime among ICANN, the relevant government
or public authority and the ccTLD administrator, as provided for in the
GAC document "Principles for the Delegation and Administration of
Country Code Top Level Domains" (the GAC Principles). The GAC
considers that such a three-party regime should be the goal of
relationships between ICANN and ¢cTLD administrators, and GAC
members will take steps to facilitate implementation of the GAC
Pnnciples.

Meanwhile, should ICANN and the c¢TLD administrator envisage
entering into bilateral ("legacy”) agreements, such agreements should be
provisional and interim in nature, pending appropriate expression by the
relevant government or public authosty for participation in a tri-partite
regime.

Any bilateral agreements should contain provisions for early termination
should a tri-partite communications regime be reached within the term of

such an agreement.

There should be no such bilateral agreements in the following three
cases:

http://www.noie.gov.au/projects/intemational/DNS/gac/gacmtg8_communique.htm 2001/3/29
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o with administrators of ccTLDs for which redelegation requests are pending;

« in instances where the relevant government or public authority has advised ICANN that it is
taking steps to implement a tri-partite regime; or

« where the ccTLD administrator is not within the jurisdiction of the relevant government or
public authority, unless the relevant government or public authority is comfortable with
such an arrangement.

In drafting and negotiating agreements with c¢TLD administrators, the
GAC hopes that ICANN will have regard to standard commercial
practice for private international legal agreements in the country or
territory corresponding to the ccTLD.

C. With regard to GAC working methods, that:

In recognition of its goal to implement efficient procedures in support of
ICANN and to provide thorough and timely advice and analysis of
relevant matters of interest to governments and public authorities, the
GAC has established working groups to examine and report on issues for
consideration, including issues relating to:

« multilingual domain names;
e geographic and geopolitical terms as top level and second level domains; and
o the applicability of international conventions.

D. With regard to international domain names (IDNs), the GAC confirms the importance and
interests of this development to the benefit of Internet users worldwide. Further, regarding
IDNs , including testbed initiatives, the GAC considers that three key public policy areas
need to be kept at the forefront of the considerations of ICANN, its Supporting
Organisations and the broader Internet community. These are:

o the essential importance of interoperability of the present and future Internet;

o the prevention of cybersquatting and resolution of disputes in the IDNs environments
should be addressed by appropriate means and processes such as an appropriate dispute
resolution policy and implementation of sunrise periods; and

o the application of competition and market access, consumer protection and intellectual
property principles.

Specifically, the GAC states that:

Anti-cybersquatting principles and mechanisms should translate from the
current ASCII character set environment to any non-ASCII character set
environments, and that technological implementation should
appropriately keep pace with any developments in this area.

Preserving the universal connectivity and accessibility domain name
system is vital to the continuance of the Internet as a global network.
While various technical experimentation may need to be investigated in
the pursuit of unified standards, ultimately, a unified or interoperable
standards for multilingual domain names should be achieved, with the
ability of systems to work ubiquitously across the Internet.

http://www.noie.gov.awprojects/international/DNS/gac/ gacmtg8_communique htm 2001/3/29
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IDNs registration in top level domains should benefit from effective and
fair conditions of competition, at appropriate levels and scale of activity.
ICANN should take steps to communicate to operators of IDNs testbeds
that they should note any legal obligation they have to inform consumers
regarding both the status and operation of their testbeds, including the
status of their registrations within that testbed, particularly in
circumstances where registrations are taken prior to full system
implementation.

The GAC notes its thanks to the Government of Australia, and particularly to Australia’s National
Office for the Information Economy, for hosting its meeting and for hosting and administering the
GAC website.

The next meeting of the GAC will be held in June 2001 in Stockholm, Sweden, to coincide with
ICANN’s next round of meetings.

http://www.noie.gov.au/projects/international/DNS/gac/gacmtg8_communique.htm 2001/3/29
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Meeting of the ICANN Board in Melbourne

ICAN N 13 March 2001

At its meeting on_ 13 March 2001, in Melbourne, the ICANN Board of Directors
approved the following resolutions.

For on-line archives of the meeting, click here.

Approval of Minutes

RESOLVED [01.14] that the minutes of the meetings of the Board for 25
September 2000, 17 and 31 October 2000, and 16 November 2000
[organizational meeting], are hereby approved and adopted by the
Board as posted.

Recommendations of Reconsideration Committee

RESOLVED [01.15] that the Reconsideration Committee's
Recommendations RC 00-6 and RG 00-7 are adopted for the reasons
stated in those recommendations.

Ad Hoc Group

Whereas, on 26 August 1999, in resolution 99.79, the Board established
an ad hoc group to be charged with developing the objectives and
proposing structures for future policies in the area of numbering,
especially as required to meet global market needs and taking into
account the convergence of information technology services and
networks;

Whereas, an Ad Hoc Group on Numbering and Addressing was
convened for discussion of these issues by way of a web-based public
comment forum established for that purpose under the guidance of an
editorial group;

Whereas, in the time since establishment of the forum various
participants have made useful contributions to the web-based public
comment forum on numbering and addressing issues, including an
extensive report posted by Mark McFadden and Tony Holmes on 8
March 2001;

http://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar(Q1.htm 2001/3/29
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It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.16] that the Board refers the 8 March 2001
McFadden/Holmes report to the Address Council of the Address
Supporting Organization for further consideration and development of
recommendations as appropriate by that body;

RESOLVED [01.17] that the Board declares the work of the Ad Hoc
Group on Numbering and Addressing completed;

RESOLVED [01.18] that the Board requests the ICANN staff to arrange
for continued on-line archiving of the substantive postings of the Ad Hoc
Group for a suitable period of at least one year; and

RESOLVED [01.19] that the Board thanks Mark McFadden, Tony

Holmes, and the editorial group for their significant contributions to the
work of the Ad Hoc Group.

Membership of At Large Membership Study Committee
Whereas:
The chair and vice-chairs of the At Large Membership Study Commitiee

have submitted to the Board a set of individuals to be members of the
committee.

The Board is pleased to note the strong credentials and diverse
backgrounds of the nominated individuals.

The Board has been notified that the chair and vice-chairs of the
Committee may, in dialogue with the community, consider submitting to
the Board for ratification one or more additional individuals as
committee members to provide missing skill sets, subject to the
constraints of the committee's budget.

It is resolved that:
[Resolution 01.20] The Board ratifies Pierre Dandjinou, Esther Dyson,

Olivier Iteanu, Ching-Yi Liu, Thomas Niles, and Oscar Robles as
members of the At Large Membership Study Committee.

Budget for At Large Membership Study Committee
Whereas, Article I, Section 5 of the ICANN Bylaws provides for a

comprehensive study of the concept, structure and processes relating to
an "At Large” membership of ICANN;

Whereas, in resolution 00.11 the Board established a temporary
Advisory Commitiee, known as the "At Large Membership_Study
Committee," to undertake this study;

Whereas, the At Large Membership Study Committee has presented to

http://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar01.htm 2001/3/29
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the Finance Committee a proposed budget for the study;

Whereas, the Finance Committee has reviewed that proposed budget
and has made recommendations to the Board that funds be
appropriated accordingly;

It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.21] that the President is authorized to expend funds of
the Corporation in support of the At Large Membership Study in an
amount not to exceed USS$ 450,000 (of which US$ 100,000 has already
been authorized by the Board) on direction of the Chair of the At Large
Membership Study Committee, with the expectation that the Chair and
members of the At Large Membership Study Committee will continue to
expend these funds carefully in support of the accomplishment of the
charter of that Committee.

Proposed Revision to VeriSign Agreements

Whereas, a proposal has been presented to the Board for various
revisions in the agreements among ICANN, Network Solutions, Inc., and
the United States Department of Commerce that were approved on 4
November 1999 in resoiutions 99.132 and 99.133 and were signed on
10 November 1999;

Whereas, the Board intends to consider what action, if any, to take on
this proposal in its meeting to be scheduled for 2 April 2001 at a time to
be confirmed;

It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.22] that the Board requests all members of the Internet
community, including the Names Council and any of the constituencies
and other participants in the Domain Name Supporting Organization, to
provide comments on the substantive merits of the proposal no later
than 31 March 2001;

RESOLVED [01.23] that the staff is directed to maintain through that
date a web-based public comment forum for the purpose of receiving
such comments.

New TLD Agreements

Whereas, in resolution 00.89 the Board selected seven proposals to
-operate or sponsor top-level domaing for negotiations toward
appropriate agreements between ICANN and the registry operator or
sponsoring organization;

Whereas, in resolution 00.90 the Board authorized the President and
General Counsel to conduct those negotiations on behalf of ICANN and,
subject to further Board approval or ratification, to enter into appropriate
agreements;

http://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar0O1.htm 2001/3/29
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Whereas, the base agreements have been negotiated with the four
selected unsponsored top-level domain registry operators (NeuLevel,
Afilias, Global Name Registry, and RegistryPro),

Whereas, the base agreements and many of the associated
appendices, as completed and agreed by the negotiators, have been
posted for public comment;

Whereas, the Board has received a presentation from the General
Counsel and the proponents on the progress and results of their
negotiations;

Whereas, comments from the public have been received on a web-
based public comment forum and at a Public Forum held on 12 March
2001;

Whereas, the Board has considered the posted agreement and
appendices, the presentations, and public comments and finds that
approval of the agreements is necessary and appropriate to further
ICANN's purposes;

It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.24] that the President and General Counsel are
authorized and requested to complete negotiation of the remaining
unsponsored top-level domain appendices as soon as feasible and to
post the resulting appendices on the ICANN web site, along with any
minor corrections or adjustments to the base agreement and
appendices as already posted;

RESOLVED [01.25] that the Board shall be notified of the complete
posting of the agreement and appendices for any of the four
unsponsored top-level domains (.biz, .info, .name, and .pro) and after
that notification seven days shall be allowed for Board members to
make any additional comments to the President and General Counsel;

RESOLVED [01.26] that in the absence of the request of any Board
member to the contrary based on policy considerations, the President is
authorized to sign the posted agreements after the conclusion of those
seven days; and

RESOLVED [01.27] that upon signature of the agreements the
President is authorized to take such actions, including causing reports

to be made to the United States Department of Commerce, as
appropriate to implement the agreements.

DNSO Review
Whereas:

The Board has received the DNSO Review report from the Names
Council, and other materials on the subject.

hitp://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar(1.htm 2001/3/29
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The Board also is informed that the Names Council has planned to
address the results of the review in its business plan for 2001, beginning
with an interim commitiee to establish terms of reference for further
action.

Therefore it is resolved that:

[Resolution 01.28] The Board asks the Names Council and other
sources to separate their proposals into those that improve operations
of the DNSO as it is constituted today and those which may resuit in
changes in the structure of the DNSO and/or major changes in its
functioning.

[Resolution 01.29] The Board encourages input related to changes that
improve operations of the DNSO as it is constituted today no later than
April 16, 2001, Further Board action on the basis of that input will be
scheduled at the end of that period.

Disbursement and Check Signing Authority

RESOLVED [01.30] that the Vice President and General Counsel, Louis
Touton, and the Chief Financial Officer, Andrew Mclaughlin, and each
one of them, may authorize disbursements of the Corporation's funds,
and sign checks of the Corporation, in amounts of US$ 10,000 or less.

FURTHER RESOLVED [01.31] that, upon his taking office as President
of the Corporation, M. Stuart Lynn may authorize disbursements of the

Corporation's funds, and sign checks of the Corporation, in amounts of
US$ 50,000 or less.

FURTHER RESOLVED [01.32] that, upon his taking office as President
of the Corporation, M. Stuart Lynn may authorize disbursements of the
Corporation's funds, and sign checks of the Corporation, in amounts
exceeding US$ 50,000, when so authorized by action of either the
Board, the Finance Committee, or the Executive Committee. Such
approvals shall be given upon a showing that they are within the
President’s authority.

FURTHER RESQLVED [00.33] that the authorizations to disburse funds

shall cease to be effective as of the adoption of this resolution.

Appointment of Auditors
Whereas, the Board has received a report of the Audit Committee
recommending that KPMG, LLLP, be engaged to conduct an audit of the
Corporation's financial matters for the fiscal year ending 30 June 2001;
ltis therefore
RESOQOLVED [01.34] that KPMG, LLP, are appointed to conduct the
annual financial audit of the Corporation for the fiscal vear ending June

http://www .icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar01.htm 2001/3/29
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30, 2001, for a fee not to exceed US$ 28,000 and to conduct selective
reviews of ICANN's financial management for an additional amount not
to exceed US$ 10,000; and

RESOLVED [01.35], that the President is authorized to enter an
engagement letter with KPMG, LLP for this purpose.

Handling of DNSO Funds

Whereas, the Audit Committee has reviewed and reported to the Board
on the practices by which ICANN receives, handles, and disburses
funds contributed to the support of the Domain Name Supporting
Organization;

It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.36] that the President is authorized, until further action
by the Board, to maintain a separate bank account for holding funds
contributed to the support of the Domain Name Supporting
Organization, to place in that account funds contributed for that
purpose, and to make disbursements from that account upon
authorization of the Names Council or its designee.

Agreements with ccTLD Managers

Whereas.

Since the last ICANN meeting in November 2000, ICANN Directors and
management have significantly increased the amount of time and effort
dedicated to contractual discussions with ccTLD managers.

Successful ccTLD/ICANN meetings have been held in Honolulu,
Geneva, and Melbourne, bringing the ccTLD community notably closer
to consensus on the nature and elements of appropriate agreements
with ICANN.

It is resolved that:

[Resolution 01.37] ICANN management is directed to press forward with
continued vigor toward the completion of draft legacy agreements, and
to pursue, as needed, acceptable ccTLD agreements in triangular
situations.

Inteljnationalized Domain Names
Whereas:

The ICANN Board has begun to receive inquiries about its role and
views with regard to the various efforts to internationalize the domain
name character sets supported by the domain name system. In addition
to the IETF's working group on internationalized domain names, several
other initiatives to use non-ASCII characters for domain names have
begun, including the VeriSign testbed for the .com/.net/.org registries,

http://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-1 3mar01.htm 2001/3/29
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trials of non-ASCI} character sets by ccTLD registries, and the
marketing of internationalized domain name pre-registrations by private
corporations and others.

The ICANN Board on 25 September 2000, approved a set of resolutions
(00.77 to 00.80) relating to the VeriSign testbed. In those resolutions,
the Board recognized the importance of the Internet evolving to be more
accessible to those who do not use the ASCIl character set. The Board
emphasized that the internationalization of the Internet's domain name
system must be accomplished through open, non-proprietary standards
that are fully compatible with the Internet's existing end-to-end model,
and that preserve globally unique naming in a universally resolvable
public name space.

In advance of the Melbourne meetings, ICANN called for public
comment on five general topics:

« Internationalized Domain Name Standardization and Testbed
Deployment Process.

« Intellectual Property Considerations in IDNs.

« Relationship of Character Sets for Internationalized Domain
Names to Their Parent Languages.

» Public Education and Outreach on IDNs.

« |DNs and ICANN Registry/Registrar Agreements.

Within the ICANN process, there has been increasing interest in—and
concern over—issues surrounding internationalized domain names.

At its Melbourne meeting, the DNSO Names Council has adopted a
business plan calling for the establishment of a task force to develop
consensus policies for the implementation of internationalized domain
names.

In its Melbourne communiqué, the Governmental Advisory Committee
has reported that it will be forming a working group on internationalized
domain names "to examine and report on issues for consideration.”

The Board understands that the Root Server System Advisory
Committee has begun discussions of the possible implications of these
efforts for the operation of the root servers.

It is resolved:

[Resolution 01.38] The Board expresses its concern over likely
confusion about the nature and implications of the numerous existing
internationalization testbeds and pre-registration services, and urges
wider and more intensive education and dialogue among the global
Internet community.

[Resolution 01.39] In order to promote better understanding of the
technical and policy issues surrounding the internationalization of
domain names, the Board designates an internal working group
consisting of Masanobu Katoh (chair), Vint Cerf, Karl Auerbach, and

http://www.icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar01.htm 2001/3/29
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Ivan Campos to identify the various internationalization efforts and the
issues they raise, to engage in dialogue with technical experts and other
participants in these efforts, and to make appropriate recommendations
to the Board.

[Resolution 01.40] The Board asks that the working group submit a
report on its efforts at the next Board meeting in June.

Thanks to Local Hosts and Sponsors

[Resolution 01.41] ICANN is grateful for the excellent work of our local
hosts, and for their tireless—and voluntary—contributions to the
successful organization of the ICANN Melbourne meetings. On behalf of
all participants, the Board thanks the members of the Australian national
host committee:

Tony Hill, ISOC-AU (Chair)

Greg Crew, ICANN

Peter Gerrand, Melbourne |IT

Sam Hendry, Melbourne IT

Eli Fried, Maddock Lonie & Chisholm Lawyers
Craig Ng, Maddock Lonie & Chisholm Lawyers
Chris Disspain, auDA

David Thompson, auDA

Jo Lim, auDA

Tony O'Dea, Multimedia Victoria

Samantha Smith, Multimedia Victoria

Nikki Vajrabukka, NOIE

Jeremy Thomas, NOIE

Robin Savory, NOIE

Peter Coroneos, IIA

together with Jonathan Ricketts of Organisers Australia.

[Resolution 01.42] ICANN is grateful to the local and international
sponsors of the Melbourne meetings for their generous contributions:

The National Office for the Information Economy (NOIE)
Multimedia Victoria

Melbourne City Council

auDA - .au Domain Administration
Melbourne IT Limited

Telstra

Ericcson Australia

Cisco Systems

Cybersource

Maddock Lonie & Chisholm
Verisign

NativeNames.net

i-DNS.net International

Thanks to Lennie and Mike Roberts

http://www_icann.org/minutes/prelim-report-13mar01.htm 2001/3/29
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Whereas:

Mike Roberts today completes his service as ICANN's first President
and Chief Executive Officer;

Since October 25, 1998, Mike has devoted 869 days, 13 hours, and 25
minutes of unbroken effort to the ICANN cause;

His energy, fortitude, and good humor in the face of overwhelming
demands have been essential to the successful establishment of
ICANN; and

As a direct result of his efforts ICANN is now universally acclaimed as
"not as bad as it could be";

It is therefore

RESOLVED [01.43], on behalf of the ICANN community, the Board
expresses its deepest gratitude to Mike Roberts for his tireless
dedication to the Internet's highest ideals of public service and

[Resolution 00.44] with equally deep appreciation the Board thanks
Lennie Roberts for her patience and tolerance and all the many trips to
San Francisco airport.

Comments concerning the layout, construction and functionality of this site
should be sent to webmaster@icann.org.

Page Updated 15-March-2001

(¢) 2001 The Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers All rights reserved.
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PRINCIPLES FOR THE DELEGATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF {4—_
COUNTRY CODE TOP LEVEL DOMAINS :

1. PREAMELE

In the five years since the issuance of RFC 1591, the Internet has evolved from a
tool reserved for computer and networking research, to a global medium for
commerce, education, and communication. The new realities of the Internet,
including its increased importance as a vehicle for national economic growth,
and the expanding and more diverse nature of the Internet community
necessitated evolution in the traditional means of managing and administering
Internet technical functions.

As a result, DNS functions, including the administration of the DNS root server
system, the development of policies for the registration and allocation of domain
names, the coordination of Internet Protocols, and the delegation of Internet
Protocol numbers are becoming more clearly delineated and formalised through
the ICANN process. Similarly, the procedures and framework of accountability
for delegation and administration of ccTLDs need to evolve into a more robust,
certain, and reliable system as well.

While evolution is needed, the principle of RFC 1591 remains sound: the
manager of a c¢TLD performs a public service on behalf of the relevant local
community and as such the designated manager has a duty to serve this
community. The designated manager also has a responsibility to the global
Internet community. By ‘global Internet community’ we do not mean any specific
legal or international entity, but rather we interpret the term to refer to all of those
who are affected by, now or in the future, the operation of the relevant TLD,
because such operation may impinge on more than one jurisdiction and affect
the interests of individuals and entities from both within the relevant country or
territory and elsewhere. This is our interpretation of the meaning of ‘global
Internet community’ as it is used in RFC 1591.

2. OBJECTIVE OF THIS DOCUMENT

The objective of this document is to suggest principles that will assist in the
development of best practice for the delegation and administration of ccTLDs.
These principles are intended to contribute to the development of models of:

* 3 communication between the relevant government or public authority and
ICANN;

= a communication between ICANN and the delegee; and
= a communication between the relevant government or public authority and
the delegee.

Governmental Advisory Committee, ICANN: communicated document, 23 February 2000



DEFINITIONS
For the purposes of this document, the following definitions apply:

3.1 ‘Alternative Dispute Resolution’ (or ‘ADR’) means any system of resolving a
dispute other than by court litigation, and includes arbitration, mediation,
conciliation and processes of administrative dispute resolution.

3.2 ‘Communication’ should include a law, regulation, agreement, document,
contract, memorandum of understanding, or any other written instrument, as
appropriate.

3.3 ‘Country code top level domain’ or ‘ccTLD’ means a domain in the top level
of the global domain name system assigned according to the two-letter
codes in the 1SO 3166-1 standard, ‘Codes for the Representation of Names
of Countries and Their Subdivisions.’

3.4 ‘Delegation’ means delegation by ICANN/IANA of responsibility for
administration of a TLD in the DNS root.

3.5 ‘Delegee’ means the organisation, enterprise or individual designated by the
relevant government or public authority to exercise the public trust function
of a ¢ccTLD and consequently recognised through a communication between
ICANN and the designated entity for that purpose. The delegee for a ccTLD
may be the relevant government or public authority itself or an oversight
body designated by the relevant government or public authority, inasmuch
as the administrative and management functions for a ccTLD may be
contracted out by the delegee to another party and hence not performed by
the delegee itself.

3.6 ‘Designation’ means designation by the relevant government or public
authority of the delegee.

3.7 ‘DNS’ means domain name system.

3.8 ‘ICANN’ means the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers.

3.9 ‘Relevant government or public authority’ means relevant national
government or public authority of a distinct economy as recognised in
international fora as those terms are used in the ICANN Bylaws and GAC
Operating Principles.

3.10 ‘Relevant local community’ means the local community in the context of the

ISO 3166-1 code. This definition is specific to the purposes identified in this
document and not broader.

Governmental Advisory Committee, ICANN: communicated document, 23 February 2000



3.11 Top Level Domain’ or TLD’ means a domain in the top level of the global
domain name system.

4. ROLE OF DELEGEE

4.1 The delegee of a ccTLD is a trustee for the delegated domain, and has a
duty to serve the residents of the relevant country or territory in the context
of ISO 3166-1, as well as the global Internet community (as that term is
interpreted in the Preamble to this document). Its policy role should be
distinguished from the management, administration and marketing of the
ccTLD. These functions may be performed by the same or different entities.
However the delegation itself cannot be sub-contracted, sub-licensed or
otherwise traded without the agreement of the relevant government or
public authority and ICANN.

4.2 No private intellectual or other property rights should inhere in the ccTLD
itself, nor accrue to the delegee as the result of delegation or to any entity
as a result of the management, administration or marketing of the ccTLD.

4.3 Tradable goods and services may arise in the performance of other
management and administrative functions attached to the ccTLD.

4.4 The delegee should recognise that ultimate public policy authority over the
relevant ccTLD rests with the relevant government or public authority.

4.5 The delegee should work cooperatively with the relevant government or
public authority of the country or territory for which the ¢cTLD has been
established, within the framework and public policy objectives of such
relevant government or public authority.

4.6 The delegee, and the delegee’s administrative contact, should be resident
or incorporated in the territory and/or jurisdiction of the relevant government
or public authority. Where the delegee, administrative contact or technical
contact are not resident or incorporated in the territory and/or jurisdiction of
the relevant government or public authority, it should nevertfeless operate
in a way that is consistent with the laws and public policy of that relevant
government or public authority.

5. ROLE OF GOVERNMENT OR PUBLIC AUTHORITY

5.1 The relevant government or public authority ultimately represents the
interests of the people of the country or territory for which the ccTLD has
been delegated. Accordingly, the role of the relevant government or public
authority is to ensure that the ccTLD is being administered in the public
interest, whilst taking into consideration issues of public policy and relevant
law and regulation.
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5.2 Governments or public authorities have responsibility for public policy
objectives such as: transparency and non-discriminatory practices; greater
choice, lower prices and better services for all categories of users; respect
for personal privacy; and consumer protection issues. Considering their
responsibility to protect these interests, governments or public authorities
maintain ultimate policy authority over their respective ccTLDs and should
ensure that they are operated in conformity with domestic public policy
objectives, laws and regulations, and international law and applicable
international conventions.

5.3 ltis recalled that the Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) to ICANN
has previously adopted the general principle that the Internet naming
system is a public resource in the sense that its functions must be
administered in the public or common interest.

5.4 The relevant government or public authority should ensure that DNS
registration in the ccTLD benefits from effective and fair condition of
competition, at appropriate levels and scale of activity.

5.5 To give effect to governments’ or public authorities’ public policy interests,
governments or public authorities should ensure that the terms outlined in
Clause 9 are included in their communications with delegees.

5.6 In making a designation for a delegee, the government or public authority
should take into consideration the importance of long term stability in the
administration and management of the ccTLD and in the DNS. In most
cases, such stability may be best served through the designation of an
organisation or an enterprise rather than a specific individual.

6. ROLE OF ICANN

6.1 A primary function of ICANN is to establish, disseminate, and oversee
implementation of the technical standards and practices that relate to the
operation of the global DNS. In this capacity, ICANN administers a range of
technical Internet management functions, including:

« establishment of policy for IP number block allocation;

= administration of the authoritative root server system,;

= creation of policy for determining the circumstances under which new
TLDs would be added to the root system;

= coordination of the assignment of other Internet technical parameters
as needed to maintain universal connectivity on the Internet; and

= other activities necessary to coordinate specified DNS administration
functions.
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6.2 Specifically in relation to the administration and operation of ccTLDs,
ICANN's role is to develop and implement policies that fulfil the provisions of
Clause 10 below.

7. PRINCIPLES RELATING TO DELEGATIONS

7.1 Where a communication between the relevant government or public
authority and the delegee is in place, when ICANN is notified by the relevant
government or public authority that the delegee has contravened the terms
of the communication, or the term of the designation has expired, [CANN
should act with the utmost promptness to reassign the delegation in
coordination with the relevant government or public authority.

7.2 Notwithstanding the urgent need for a communication-based regime for
ccTLD designation, delegation and administration, in the absence of such
communication between the relevant government or public authority and the
administrator of the ¢ccTLD, ICANN should, upon the tendering of evidence
by such government or public authority that the administrator does not have
the support of the relevant local community and of the relevant government
or public authority, or has breached and failed to remedy other material
provisions of RFC 1591, act with the utmost promptness to reassign the
delegation in coordination with the relevant government or public authority.

7.3 When ICANN notifies the relevant government or public authority that the
ccTLD is being operated in a manner that threatens the stability of the DNS
or of the Internet, or has otherwise breached and failed to remedy other
material provisions of the communication between ICANN and the delegee,
as outlined in Clause 10, the relevant government or public authority should
cooperate with ICANN to remedy this situation or effect the reassignment of
the delegation for the ccTLD.

7.4 With respect to future delegations or reassignment of delegations, ICANN
should delegate the administration of a ccTLD only to an organisation,
enterprise or individual that has been designated by the relevant
government or public authority.

7.5 Delegees should enjoy, in the execution of their responsibilities, the
appropriate rights under applicable law, and should not be subject to
discriminatory or arbitrary practices, policies or procedures from ICANN or
the relevant government or public authority. In the event of a reassignment
of delegation, registrants in the ccTLD should be afforded continued name
resolution, or a reasonable period in which to transfer to another TLD.
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8. PRINCIPLES CONCERNING THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE
RELEVANT GOVERNMENT OR PUBLIC AUTHORITY AND ICANN

8.1 The communication between the relevant government or public authority
and ICANN, as outlined in Clause 2, should include a designated point of
contact within the relevant government or public authority, as well as the
name and contact details of the recognised delegee and duration of this
recognition. Either as part of this communication, or through a subsequent
communication, the relevant government or public authority should copy to
ICANN any communication established between it and the delegee, setting
forth the terms and conditions of the designation and/or concerning the
execution of the delegee’s role and the management of the delegation.

8.2 The relevant govemmént or public authority should communicate to ICANN
how it will require the delegee to abide by the terms and conditions outlined
in Clause 9 below.

8.3 Recognising ICANN's responsibilities to achieve consensus in the creation
of any new generic TLDs, ICANN should avoid, in the creation of new
generic TLDs, well known and famous country, territory or place names; well
known and famous country, territory or regional language or people
descriptions; or ISO 639 Codes for representation of languages unless in
agreement with the relevant governments or public authorities.

9. PRINCIPLES CONCERNING THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN THE
ELEVANT GOVERNMENT PUBLIC AUTHORITY AND THE DEL EGEE

9.1 The communication between the relevant government or public authority
and the delegee should include the following provisions, a copy or summary
of which should be forwarded to ICANN:

9.1.1 Term, performance clauses, opportunity for review and process for
revocation.

9.1.2 A commitment by the delegee to operate the ccTLD in the interest
of the relevant local community and the global Internet community.

9.1.3 A recognition by the delegee that the management and
administration of the ccTLD are subject to the ultimate authority of
the relevant government or public authority, and must conform with
relevant domestic laws and regulations, and international law and
international conventions.

9.1.4 Confirmation that the ccTLD is operated in trust in the public

interest and that the delegee does not acquire property rights to the
ccTLD itself.
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9.1.5 Conditions to ensure the transfer of all relevant DNS data to a
nominated replacement, if, for any reason, a reassignment to a
new delegee is necessary. '

0.1.6 Conditions for the efficient and effective resolution of disputes
arising from demain name registration. In so far as ccTLD
registration policies allow or encourage registrations from entities or
individuals resident outside the relevant territory, then the delegee
concerned should implement dispute resolution policies that ensure
that the interests of all registrants, and of third parties, including
those outside their territory and in other jurisdictions, are taken into
account. Dispute resolution policies should, to the greatest extent
possible, follow common principles, including due regard for
internationally recognised intellectual property, consumer protection
and other relevant law, and be implemented by all delegees. The
delegee should, so far as possible, implement alternative dispute
resolution procedures conducted online, without precluding access
to court litigation.

9.1.7 The delegee’s commitment to abide by ICANN developed policies
as set forth in Clause 10.

9.1.8 Where ccTLD registration policies allow or encourage registrations
from entities or individuals resident outside the relevant territory,
the delegee commits to observe all ICANN policies applicable to
such ¢cTLDs, not otherwise provided for in Clause 10, except
where the delegee is prohibited by law from, or instructed in writing
by the relevant government or public authority to refrain from,
implementing such other ICANN policies.

9.1.9 The above terms and conditions shall apply to delegees, including
delegees who are resident and/or incorporated outside the territory
of the relevant local community.

9.2 A delegee should not sub-contract part or all of the technical operations of
the ccTLD registry without ensuring that the sub-contractor has the technical
qualifications required by ICANN, and informing ICANN.

9.3 In any sub-contracting of the technical operations of the ccTLD registry or
administrative and management functions of the ccTLD, the sub-contract
must state that the delegation itself is an exercise of a public right, not an
item of property, and cannot be reassigned to a new delegee except in
accordance with the provisions of Clause 7.
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10. PRINCIPLES CONCERNING THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN ICANN
AND THE DELEGEE

10.1 The communication between ICANN and the delegee should contain
[CANN’s commitment to:

10.1.1 maintain, or cause to be maintained, a stable, secure,
authoritative and publicly available database of relevant information
for each ccTLD (see below);

10.1.2 ensure that authoritative and accurate root zone information is
generated from such database and ensure that the root servers are
operated in stable and secure manner;

10.1.3 maintain, or cause to be maintained, authoritative records and an
audit trail regarding ccTLD delegations and records related to these
delegations; and

10.1.4 inform the delegee in a timely manner of any changes to ICANN'’s
contact information.

10.2 The communication between ICANN and the delegee should contain the
delegee’s commitment to:

10.2.1 cause to be operated and maintained in a stable and secure
manner the authoritative primary and secondary nameservers for
the ccTLD, adequate to resolve names within the ccTLD for users
throughout the Internet, and any sub-domains over which they
retain administrative authority, and ensure that the zone file and
accurate and up-to-date registration data is continuously available
to ICANN for purposes of verifying and ensuring the operational
stability of the ccTLD only;

10.2.2 inform ICANN in a timely manner of any changes to the ccTLD’s
contact information held by ICANN;

10.2.3 ensure the safety and integrity of the registry database, including
the establishment of a data escrow or mirror site policy for the
registry data managed by the delegate. The escrow agent or mirror
site should be mutually approved by the relevant government or
public authority and the delegee and should not be under the
control of the delegee;

10.2.4 ensure the transfer of all relevant DNS data to a nominated
replacement, if, for any reason, a reassignment to a new delegee is
necessary,

10.2.5 abide by ICANN developed policies conceming: interoperability of
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the ccTLD with other parts of the DNS and Internet; operational
capabilities and performance of the ccTLD operator; and the
obtaining and maintenance of, and public access to, accurate and
up-to-date contact information for domain name registrants; and

10.2.6 ensure the payment of its contribution to ICANN’s cost of
operation in accordance with an equitable scale, based on ICANN’s
total funding requirements (including reserves), developed by
ICANN on the basis of consensus.
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