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壹、前言

「網際網路名稱與號碼指配機構」（ICANN）暨其政府諮詢委員會(GAC) 第23次會議於94年11月28日至12月4日在加拿大溫哥華舉行。本次會議我國係由行政院研考會、交通部電信總局、交通部郵電司、外交部國際組織司、台灣網路資訊中心及中華民國國家資訊基本建設(NII)產業發展協進會共同組團與會。

會議討論重點包括新增頂級域名、國碼頂級域名(ccTLD)之政策制定程序、世界智財組織第二版建議書(WIPO II)、國際化域名(IDN)、域名登記查詢(Whois)及法律執行等相關議題，而GAC未來組織架構及財務籌措方式以及WSIS會後發展等相關議題尤為觀察重點。本報告書首先就ICANN組織現況作一簡介，再報告本次會議重要議題及內容。
ICANN簡介

ICANN係一全球性、非營利、共識導向的國際性機構(International corporation)，1998年10月成立於美國加州，負責監督原由美國政府管理之部分網際網路技術管理功能(Internet technical management functions)、通訊協定參數及通訊埠(Protocol Parameters and Port)之協調、域名系統(DNS)之管理、IP
位址之分配暨指派及根伺服器系統(root server system)之管理，以維持全球網際網路運作之穩定性、可靠性及安全性為其主要宗旨。

(1) ICANN組織架構圖

ICANN下設有理事會（Board of Directors）、3個支援組織（Supporting Organization；SO）、4個諮詢委員會（Advisory Committee；AC）及技術聯絡人小組（Technical Liaison Group；TLG）等，其組織架構圖如下：

ICANN組織架構圖












(2) ICANN組成單位之功能

1. 理事會

依2002年12月15日ICANN通過之新版組織章程，ICANN理事會係由15位具投票權之理事組成，其中8位理事由任命委員會選出，另由位址支援組織(ASO)、屬性型名稱支援組織(GNSO)、國碼名稱支援組織(ccNSO)各選出2位，總裁為當然理事。任期3年，每年改選部分理事。此外，6位不具投票權之聯絡人則分由根伺服器系統諮詢委員會(RSSAC)、網路安全及穩定諮詢委員會(SSAC)、政府諮詢委員會(GAC)、一般會員諮詢委員會(ALAC)、技術聯絡人小組(TLG)及網際網路工程任務小組(IETF)指派。目前理事會成員共有21位，分別為：

1) Vint Cerf (USA) – 理事會主席

2) Alejandro Pisanty (Mexico) – 理事會副主席

3) Thomas Niles(USA)
4) Joichi Ito (Japan)

5) Vanda Scartezini (Brazil)

6) Raimundo Beca (Chile)

7) Njeri Rionge (USA)
8) Mouhamet Diop (Senegal)

9) Veni Markovski (Bulgaria)

10)
 Hagen Hultzsch (German)
11)
 Michael Palage (USA)

12) Hualin Qian(China)

13) Demi Getschko (Brazil)
14) Peter Dengate Thrush (New Zealand)
15)
 Steve Crocker – 網路安全及穩定諮詢委員會聯絡人
16) 
Roberto Gaetano – 一般會員諮詢委員會聯絡人  

17) 
Richard Thwaites – 技術聯絡人小組聯絡人

18)  Thomas Narten – 網際網路工程任務小組聯絡人

19)  Suzanne Woolf – 根伺服器系統諮詢委員會聯絡人
20)
 Mohamed Sharil Tarmizi – 政府諮詢委員會聯絡人

21) 
Paul Twomey – ICANN總裁兼執行長
2. 支援組織

各支援組織（Supporting Organization）均有其特定之功能，為ICANN在各專責領域之主要政策建議來源及諮詢單位，目前ICANN下設有3個支援組織：

1) 位址支援組織(ASO)：ASO負責向ICANN提出有關IP位址運作、指配、及管理之政策性建言，其著重於識別單一Internet上各種電腦之IP位址系統，如128.9.128.127，係根據ICANN與各區域網際網路登記註冊管理機構(RIR)洽簽之MoU所設立之組織。目前按區域所設立之RIR，分別有負責北美洲區域之ARIN、歐洲區域之RIPE NCC、拉丁美洲區域之LACNIC、亞洲區域之APNIC及非洲區域之AFRNIC。一般RIR基本的位址分配政策係依區域需要及視未來一年內位址可能需求情形來分配位址區塊(Address Block)。

2) 國碼名稱支援組織(ccNSO)：ccNSO負責向ICANN提出有關ccTLD(諸如：.us， .uk， .it， .tw， .cn， .jp， .hk等)之政策性建言，ccNSO係由ccTLD管理者組成，下設評議會(Council)管理相關政策制定程序。該組織業於羅馬會議期間（93年3月1日）正式宣布成立。

3) 屬性型名稱支援組織(GNSO)：GNSO負責向ICANN提出有關同屬性頂級域名之政策性建言，係由gTLD登記註冊管理機構、智慧財產權團體、商業團體、學術機構及消費者團體所組成，下設評議會(Council)管理相關政策制定程序。

3. 諮詢委員會

諮詢委員會為一正式諮詢體，由來自Internet社群(community)代表組成，負責向ICANN作政策性之建言，ICANN組織章程明定設立不同之諮詢委員會，諮詢委員會不代表ICANN行使職權，惟向ICANN理事會提出其研究報告及建言。

ICANN理事會目前設有4諮詢委員會，即

1) 政府諮詢委員會(GAC)
GAC為一由國家級政府、國際論壇承認之經濟體、多國政府組織及條約組織(treaty organizations)代表所組成之諮詢委員會，其功能為向ICANN理事會表達政府單位之關切事項，GAC以論壇方式討論政府之權益及關切議題(interests and concerns)，包含消費者權益；GAC不代表ICANN行使職權，惟向ICANN理事會提出其研究報告及建言。

2) 網路安全及穩定諮詢委員會(SSAC)
SSAC係負責就網域名稱及位址指配系統之安全及完整性向ICANN理事會提出建言，包括安全架構之擬定、與網際網路技術社群及重要DNS管理者、業者之溝通協調、風險分析評估等。
3) 根伺服器諮詢委員會(RSSAC)
RSSAC係負責向ICANN理事會提出有關網域名稱根伺服器運作之建言，包含主機硬體容量、作業系統、名稱伺服器軟體版本、網路連結、硬體環境、安全問題及系統效率、可靠度等。

4) 一般會員諮詢委員會(ALAC)

ALAC代表網際網路個別使用者向ICANN提出建言。

貳、ICANN溫哥華會議

1、 會議時間、地點及議程

(3) 時間：94年11月28日至12月4日

(4) 地點：加拿大溫哥華
(5) 議程：詳ICANN網站http://www.icann.org/meetings/vancouver/
2、 主要討論議題
ICANN會議包括理事會議、公眾論壇、各支援組織及諮詢委員會會議，如政府諮詢委員會等，謹簡述重要會議內容如下：

(6) 政府諮詢委員會(GAC)會議

GAC本次會議除與ICANN理事會就如何強化GAC角色及GAC與ICANN間之合作進行對話。並期許能進一步提出未來2006年ICANN與美國商務部MoU終止後之具體解決方案。

討論事項
1. WSIS後續追蹤

為配合WSIS突尼斯議程並賡續GAC之改革工作，GAC決議成立3工作分組(work streams)，分別研議GAC秘書處及工作方法、GAC推廣(outreach)-國際化及能力建構、以及GAC與ICANN關係(如何在ICANN架構下加強公共政策之討論效率)，俾利明(2006)年3月威靈頓會議討論。其中有關秘書處議題，歐盟確定於明年6月缷任，印度雖於會中建議採核心秘書處搭配地區人力支援之模式，並表達接任秘書處之意願，將核心秘書處設於德里，惟部分會員建議由ICANN支應相關開支，會中無法達成共識。鑒於相關議題複雜且急迫，乃決議緊急採取分工方式進行研議，俾利於威靈頓會議時作成決議。
另外此次GAC會議，GAC接受ICANN理事會之建議成立聯合工作小組，以討論改善GAC與ICANN理事會及其他內部組織之溝通及合作。

2. 新增屬性型頂級網域名(gTLD)

此次WG1就「GAC新增屬性型頂級域名(gTLD)執行原則暨指導綱要」草案進行初步討論，並承諾將於會後正式將條文分送GAC會員檢視，而於下次威靈頓會議送GAC大會討論，以對目前ICANN正在進行的新增gTLDs政策制定程序(PDP)作出貢獻。

對於ICANN理事會就sTLDs之核發進展及應GAC會員要求所作之評估報告，GAC亦表歡迎。至於專供成人網頁使用之頂級域名”.xxx”，申請機構雖於會中向GAC簡報，企圖尋求GAC之支持，各國質疑意見仍多，故樂見理事會將有關.XXX申請案(原訂於2005年12月4日理事會議中決議)之決定推遲至GAC檢視相關評估報告及ICANN所要求之補充資料後再議。

3. 世界智財權組織第二版程序/建議書(WIPO II)

GAC對於ICANN CEO將持續徵詢ICANN內部組織意見，以決定執行世界智財權組織(WIPO)第二版建議書之方式乙節表示瞭解，並希冀在此議題上與ICANN合作。

4. 國際化域名(IDN)

據ICANN表示，目前ICANN總裁IDN委員會正致力解決方案之研議，雖有些許進展，惟時程仍難預期。

GAC重申在吉隆坡、馬德布拉塔和盧森堡之聲明，IDN的發展需要各國政府、各方利益者、公共政策制定者、語言學及技術專家及其他相關部門的合作與協調。GAC鼓勵ICANN在推動全球IDN方面能繼續扮演積極的角色，並兼顧語言、文化、技術及社會各面向。

5. GAC拓展及其他會議參與

GAC將賡續致力於擴大會員層面，尤其積極拓展開發中國家會員，並確保會員之積極參與。

6. GAC溫哥華會議

GAC下次會議將訂於明(2006)年3月ICANN威靈頓會議期間舉行。

(7) 國家碼支援組織(country code Name Support Organisation; ccNSO) 會議

溫哥華ccNSO會議主要針對ccPDP進行結案報告，一些修訂意見已通過會員同意，納入報告之中，未來將於ccNSO Council通過之後，轉交ICANN理事會決議。此外，亦討論Accountability Framework報告初稿內容，ICANN預算、及ccNSO會費模式及秘書處聘僱等議題。
ccNSO於去(2004)年吉隆坡會議期間首度討論設置秘書處乙案，經過多次會議討論之後(阿根廷Mar del Plata會議及盧森堡會議)，ccNSO於今(2005)年7月20日正式公告徵求秘書處。台灣網路資訊中心(TWNIC)於2000年至2004年擔任APTLD (Asia Pacific Top Level Domain Association)秘書處一職，深獲會員好評，在正式移交秘書處工作之前(ccNSO開普敦會議期間)，獲ccNSO Council主席Chris Disspain邀請，協助ccNSO網站及mailing list建置及日常維護工作。同時間，TWNIC亦積極規劃申請ccNSO秘書處一職，以將服務範圍由亞太地區擴及全球。本次ccNSO溫哥華會議期間，TWNIC應邀簡報秘書處申請相關工作內容，並與ccNSO Council主席Chris Disspain詳談如何規劃未來秘書處運作及預算等事。目前正積極準備秘書處預算規劃，並於今年年底前提交ccNSO Council討論，屆時將通盤考量收入及支出，規劃出會員年費繳費標準，預期在下次威靈頓會議期間通過秘書處任命一案。

(8) 國際化域名(IDN)研討會

本屆會議的IDN研討會主要針對IDN TLD (Internationalized Domain Name Top Level Domain) 的名稱識別評估，及IDN TLD建置入全球網際網路系統中的潛在風險等實際執行時可能面臨的相關議題進行探討。會中有多個來自不同網域名稱註冊管理者對IDN TLD提出可行的執行方案。

目前，國際一致朝向IDN.IDN的方向發展，然而在為了開發此新的網域名稱系統所衍生之議題，不只是技術層面及網路系統穩定度的問題，更需面對的語言文化的問題，以中文為例，同樣的詞彙在台灣、香港、中國大陸可能有3種不同當地使用者習慣的呈現。以下為本次研討會主要探討的議題：

· 市場需求面：
當然讓使用者有更多樣化的選擇是好事，但使用者是否真的需要IDN？是否有迫切的需求？使用者、商業單位看待IDN的觀點各是什麼？

· 技術問題：
各種語言IDN編碼的問題 – 使用unicode或是punycode？如何處理跨國互通性的問題？如何讓IDN.IDN執行時，仍能維持穩定安全的網路系統？

· 文化溝通議題：
由於許多國家使用相類似的文字，但確有「同意不同字」、「同字不同意」或是「同意有多種字」的問題，以致必須建構一統一的文字對照表，而該表的產生、維護與運作的機制又必須經過跨國的討論與協調，實是一件大工程，畢竟一項新的網路政策產生，也必須考量各區域網路使用者的文化與習慣利益。本會議上也初步同意，可先從最單純的ccTLD 的IDN開始，然後向gTLD 的IDN進展。

· 網路釣魚（Phishing）問題：
網路釣魚是近年來常見的網路安全問題，通常是由駭客仿冒知名公司網站神似網頁，並以該公司名義發出email，誘拐網路使用者上該假網站，留下個人重要資料。IDN的實施，則將可能使這些網路釣魚的詐騙網站得以取得一個與真正網站類似的網址名稱，讓使用者更容易上當；因此，在未來發展IDN時，相關政策也將此問題列入考量。

· 結論：
對於IDN的下一步發展，本次研討會上決議成立一個全球共通共用的”IDN Test Bed”，作未來各種IDN發展上的全球性測試平台。然而，IDN的議題，不只是技術層面，更多更複雜的反而是政策與文化層面的議題，與政策及文化議題相較之下，技術問題還算是單純、較易克服的。除了找出一個跨國共通、可維持全球網路系統穩定與安全的技術模式之外，如何發展出符合最多數使用者權益、讓全球網路井然有序的政策也是非常重要的議題。

有關本次研討會中的簡報內容，以及過去IDN的討論過程，可參照網址：http://www.icann.org/meetings/vancouver/idn-workshop-agenda-30nov05.htm 。

(9) 一般會員諮詢委員會(ALAC)會議

會議中主要討論內容摘要如下：

· 依據ICANN架構的規範，ALAC之基礎來自於ALS，但為了讓機制有效運作，因此在機制中規劃了RALO的區域性組織，以強化區域間ALS的互動與共識之形成，再由RALO推出各區域ALAC的委員。但此設計至今，超過二年，全球仍無法順利產生任何的區域性組織（RALO），以致於對於RALO設計的合理與可行性，產生許多疑問與質疑。ALAC委員透過此次的會議，交換不同的意見與看法，並訂出一定時間來作為制度之檢討規範。

· 而持續RALO議題的不確定性，也相對地影響到目前ALAC委員中，每一個區域二名ALAC的Interim委員的合理性。NII產業發展協進會執行長吳國維亦在會議上提議，應該立即召開全球性ALS大會，並要求ALAC直接面對全球ALS代表，以解決其法理上的問題；也順便可以強化全球ALS組織間的互動與溝通，使此ALS社群能夠真正運作、發揮其原本定義功用。

· WSIS在今年11月18日在突尼斯第二階段會議結束，立即準備網路治理論壇（IGF）。過去5年多來，WSIS深刻影響全球網路未來之發展。而突尼斯會議之共識，聯合國將在每年IGF監督共識執行之成效。ALAC曾推薦主席出席WGIG會議，並把使用者意見納入WGIG報告中。因此，未來IGF的進展，ALAC將持續參與，來表達使用者的意見。
(10) 世界資訊社會高峰會(WSIS)研討會

11月份在突尼斯所舉行的WSIS高峰會決議，由ICANN繼續掌管其原來的業務範疇，包括：IP位址分配、網域名稱系統（DNS）管理、根伺服器系統（Root server）管理，以及網路技術標準等偏重於機制建立、維運層面之政策、技術與管理之事務。

至於在網路商業或非商業多樣化應用發展下，因網路衍生的各類議題如：垃圾郵件（SPAM）、網路犯罪（cyber crime）、智慧財產權、隱私權、音樂下載、網路課稅、跨國交易、網路安全…等，與會各國則決議成立網路治理論壇(Internet Governance Forum; IGF)，作為討論網路治理相關公共政策議題的平台。IGF預期於2006年第2季前召開第一次多方政策對話的會議，針對網路所衍生之各類議題進行討論，提出解決之道，其討論方式包括網路論壇與實體會議。

ICANN對於WSIS這樣的決議大致上感到滿意，至少仍保住其原先之管轄領域。在本次會議上，ICANN並沒有針對其未來與WSIS或IGF之關係與發展，提出因應的計畫或看法。而與會者也肯定ICANN相關人士在WSIS的參與，其中包含：

· 成功地把多方參與（政府、企業與公民團體）觀念帶入聯合國體系，這對於聯合國體系是一種新的突破。

· 積極地教育聯合國體系會員瞭解網路架構的觀念（網域名稱、IP、根伺服器等）、目前運作的情形與管理架構。

· 清楚地定義ICANN所談的網路治理範疇與聯合國會員關心的廣義網路治理之差別。避免聯合國會員對於ICANN做出錯誤的期待。

· ICANN也提供最開放、透明與所有相關文件給WGIG委員，並積極地參與WGIG報告的產生。

· WSIS會議後續的網路治理論壇（IGF）的相關說明與報告。

最後，關於WSIS與ICANN之間的發展，值得注意的是ICANN與WSIS新成立的IGF所可能交叉重疊探討的議題，例如：網路安全、網路隱私、智慧財產權、網路自由表達、多元文化、人權…等。
(11) 公眾論壇

· ICANN執行長(PAUL TWOMEY)報告：
(A)對於WSIS的結果表示滿意；(B)支持IDN的發展，且認為應該投注更多資源在此領域；(C) ICANN的策略性發展計畫在經過支援組織與諮詢委員會等多方的諮詢討論下，大致完成，接下來2006年1月起，將開始進行營運計畫；對於像ICANN這樣的多重利益者組成的社群來說，整個預算編列過程的透明化，是相當重要的，目前ICANN的預算編列過程已經完全透明化，未來透明化的政策執行更將向下落實到每個ICANN的專案預算編列與花費；(D)新的TLD形成的初期，能夠盡量含括社群中所有的成員，加入政策的討論程序是極為重要的；(E)這段期間有幾個非常重要的計畫正在進行，包括新的sTLD的申請(佔掉極大的資源)、.NET的重新開標、與VeriSign法律訴訟與和解協商、IDN政策方針的發展、WSIS的參與等。

· 支援組織與諮詢委員會報告：
ccNSO 報告 (CHRIS DISSPAIN, ccNSO 主席)：
(A)ccNSO已完成政策發展程序，並且在網站上發表了一份責任義務的架構方針草案，如此，ICANN的工作人員即可開始在他們與ccTLD的討論與協商中，使用這份草案中的方針。 (B)關於ICANN與VeriSign的法律訴訟，ccTLDs的看法與其他社群成員的看法可能有些微出入，ccTLD關切的不是合約的內容，而是此事件進行的過程本身。
· GNSO Council 報告 (BRUCE TONKIN)
· Whois 政策建議： 
(A) ccNSO Council已通過新的WHOIS政策建議，該建議基本上由ICANN工作人員進行發展一套隱私權法律衝突的處理程序。 (B) 全球許多國家的隱私權法律皆規定服務提供者在蒐集個人資料時，必須明確聲明資料蒐集的使用目的，該council期望能夠討論出一個所有網址註冊及代理商皆可使用的WHOIS資料蒐集目的的定義；目前結論的目的定義有二，將公布於網站上，開放所有政策參與者提供意見回饋，期望能將此二定義再合併為一個。(詳細資料，參考：http://gnso.icann.org/issues/whois-privacy/)。


· 新的 TLD 政策發展過程： 
完成TLD政策發展過程的條款，主要包含4個層面：(A) 首先試著回答幾個問題：我們是否需要新的TLD？這些新TLD對各個社群包括使用者的利益為何？ (B) 如果決定推出新的TLD，那麼篩選這些新TLD的條件是什麼？在什麼樣的基底條件下，接受新的TLD提議？建議未來可由執行經驗中，找出篩選條件的規則，例如：.ORG與.NET篩選的條件。 (C) 新的TLD的整個形成過程需要耗費相當多的資源，應如何進行資源分配？ (D) 著眼目前與未來，有哪些新TLD運作上的事項必須在合約中規範治理？

· IDN (Internationalized domain name) 政策發展過程：
(A) ccNSO正積極進行推出ccTLD IDN版本的TLD。 (B) 執行長諮詢委員會中多位來自ICANN組織以外的代表已持續投注於IDN的技術、語言與文化等方面的工作，GNSO期盼能與該諮詢委員會有更密切的往來，並將相關建議提供該會。

· ALAC (At-Large Advisory Committee) (VITTORIO BERTOLA報告)：
(A)亞太區的ALS代表聚集於溫哥華，進行APRALO成立的工作，並討論其組織章程草案。 (B)歐洲區ALS社群正進行一份”principles paper”，當中說明EURALO將會是什麼樣的組織，然後將經過公開意見回饋後，開始進行EURALO章程的草擬。 (C)全新專屬於全球ALS，不隸屬在ICANN底下的ALS社群網站預計於2006年1月份完成上線提供服務。 (D) 組織章程：修改ALS申請認可的程序規則，變更為只要2/3 ALAC成員認可(即10名成員)，即通過ALS申請，以提升申請認可的效率。 (E)提出WSIS議題追蹤的重要性，希望ICANN理事會著手進行進一步的組織調整程序，並且以完全透明、公開，且廣納所有ICANN的諮詢委員會與支援組織的參與。 (F) 反對ICANN所提的VeriSign和解同意書草案，認為和解書與合約書最好分開。 (G) 7月盧森堡會議之後，認可通過七個新的ALS (皆為自亞太與拉丁美洲的申請)。 (H)介紹新的ALAC提名代表 - Jacqueline Morris (西印度群島的Trinidad and Tobago)、Alice Wanjira (非洲肯亞)、Siavash Shashahani (亞洲伊朗)。 (I) ICANN理事會於3年前任命10位臨時的ALAC代表，其中仍有8位仍然繼續在其位工作，此任期將直至各洲RALO成立後分別卸任；促成RALO的成立比當初所預期的時程要長得多，多數ALAC代表亦不想永遠擔任此工作，同時也希望知道其目前在位的合法性。

＊公眾相關意見主要為：
(A)質疑ALAC耗費相當多資源，但其存在的作用與必需性並尚未發揮，應要想辦法讓網路使用者真正能夠參與ICANN的政策。(B)ALAC委員應該要以選舉方式改選替換。

· 提名委員會(Nominating Committee) 
(GEORGE SADOWSKY報告)：
(A)提名委員會2005年委任狀況 – ICANN理事會8席任期至2008年、GNSO Council 2席任期至2007年、ALAC 3席任期至2007年、ccNSO 3席任期至2008年。 (B)這次提名的人選是由世界各區域選出，其中有些國家可能是從來沒有被提名選過的。未來也將以此作為提名人選的趨勢。 (C)提名委員會的委員群名單中的人數逐年減少，從過去的80、90人，至今年只有72人。非常需要有好的網路社群成員提出加入提名委員會的申請。

＊公眾相關意見主要為：
提名委員會的程序是否合理？應該進行瞭解與調查。 

· 位址支援組織 (Address Supporting Organization)
NRO(Number Resource Organization)主席Axel Pawlik報告
報告開始先介紹ASO、NRO與ICANN之間的關係，及該組織主要的工作任務，接著報告其監督IP位址分配的狀況，及目前各區域的IP政策議題。 ASO的政策發展原則與ICANN政策一致，基本上整個政策形成非常的公開、透明化 - 任何人包括個人，不需要任何會員身份，皆可參與ASO的政策討論，所有的建議書、會議記錄等文件都是對外公開的，這是一個非常重視「由下而上」原則的行業。
目前正在討論的主要議題是IPv6政策，尤其是IANA分配IPv6位址給RIR的政策，及未來若有新的RIR時，如何處理IP分配，才公平合理；依據目前的政策，一個RIR可獲分配到一個 /12的IP位址，並可在沒有任何用途管制之下使用這些IP位址，換言之，他們也可將這些位址轉給其他現存的RIR。相關的討論目前已進入最後的意見徵詢階段，預計明年第一季於ICANN理事會提出。

· GAC (Governmental Advisory Committee) 
(GAC主席, Sharil Tarmizi報告)
GAC對於本屆會議期間與ICANN理事會的豐碩對話成果感到高興，確認GAC未來在ICANN所扮演的角色將再強化，並促進GAC與理事會之間有效合作的必要措施。
關於WSIS的後續，GAC已著手進行以下工作：(A) 檢討GAC秘書處之功能及財務；(B) 擴展GAC的會員、能力建構及國際化參與；(C) 改善ICANN架構處理公共政策之方式及效率。

在新增網域名稱方面，(A)同意著手進行有關新gTLD的公共政策工作； (B)樂見理事會延後 .XXX 域名申請案的決議時間，推遲至GAC檢視相關評估報告及ICANN所要求之補充資料後再議。

對於IDN，GAC再次重申IDN的發展需要各國政府與多方團體共同合作與協調，包括來自所有的利益團體(stakeholders)、公共政策制訂者、語言與技術專家，及其他相關團體等。GAC同時鼓勵ICANN在這發展過程中，繼續扮演一個前導的角色。

· RSSAC (Root-Server System Advisory Committee) 
(Suzanne Woolf報告)
(A)目前最重要的工作是提出如何將IPv6 DNS記錄從根伺服器加入到root zone的技術細節建議。另外，DNS軟體對根伺服器的威脅，以及系統安全也都是需要特別注意的。
(B)全球目前共有104個根伺服器，並持續增加中。

· SSAC (Security and Stability Advisory Committee) 
(Stephen Crocker報告)
(A)目前主要探討的議題為代理根伺服器，及IDN建置的安全與穩定。 (B) 內部討論如何處理root zone內的glue記錄的精確規則，這具有一定的複雜度，但SSAC認為非常值得投注這方面工作。目前這項工作SSAC與RSSAC、IANA協力進行，未來也希望能有其他社群的成員，尤其是ccTLD也能一同參與。 (C) DNS安全的技術發展已有一段時日，目前已經準備就緒，進入執行階段，但這項執行工作既耗時也非容易的工作。

· ICANN與VeriSign 的和解草案： 
本報告由ICANN執行長PAUL TWOMEY進行，主要將此訴訟事件的緣由、處理過程及難處、以及立場作說明。另外也針對GNSO COUNCIL PDP與ICANN提出的和解內容結果不同之處說明，其意見相左之處主要為：與VeriSign合約自動續約(presumptive renewal)的政策、 .com的定價及ICANN的費用，以及VeriSign對.com流量資料的用途。
GNSO Council認為這項協議允許VeriSign可不須經ICANN審查，自行銷售 .com的使用流量，使該資料成為了一項商業資產，無疑是讓VeriSign可依此協議書濫用公眾資源，另外，這份協議書應該是政策發展的產出，而非僅是ICANN與VeriSign雙方協商談判的內容。
Twomey同時提到，為了維護市場免於不合理的價格增加，造成除了VeriSign以外所有群體的權益損害，這份協議書草案已經刪除有關VeriSign投資200萬美元於研發及基礎建設的條款。
其他多數人關切的議題，還包括：這份協議書如何提升ICANN的核心價值？ ICANN是否應該涉入商業定價的控制，或是否應該讓市場自行競爭？ ICANN是否應該強制要求VeriSign及其他所有的網域名稱註冊營運管理者必需具有特定的資本額投資底線，如果需要的話，這個金額又該是多少呢？

＊公眾相關意見主要為：
(A) 鑒於VeriSign嚴重違反協議內容，希望理事會能夠考慮重新開標 .com的註冊管理權。(B) ICANN的資金來源模式必須被重新檢視。(C) 政策議題 - ICANN如何取得收入？是否需要在與註冊管理者的協議合約中明訂價格規範？與註冊管理者的協議合約續約程序如何才洽當？ (D) 准權予一個壟斷者或單獨的資源提供者單方面的增加費用，不是提升市場競爭的方法。 (E) 初步預估，藉由提升7% dot com的網址註冊費，再加上近來通過dot net網址註冊費最多可有10%的漲價允許幅度，VeriSign在2007年將可有約4千萬美元的營收。VeriSign是營利公司，為了對他們的股東負責，其一方獨大壟斷全球最多註冊量的dot com網址註冊管理權，以漲價獲取更多營收，是必然的。 (F) 希望可以修改協議書內容，使VeriSign必須為其註冊費漲價做合理說明。(G) 如果ICANN繼續給予市場佔有率高達80%的獨大網址註冊管理者自動續約的權利，也必須給市場上其他較小、較新的競爭者同等的條件。

· sTLD 最新狀況報告 (Kurt Pritz報告)
(A) 已經完成所有程序，且已經在root zone中的新sTLD有三：.JOB、.TRAVEL、.MOBI。 (B)合約已被ICANN理事會核准，進入最後程序，即將正式運作的新sTLD有一：.CAT。 
(C) 已進入商業與技術協商程序，正被個別評估、準備簽約的有三：.POST、.TELNIC、.XXX。 (D) .ASIA 已被理事會通過，即將進入商業與技術協商程序。 (E) 不成立的申請案件有二：.TEL、.MAIL。

＊公眾相關意見主要為：
(A) ICANN對於gTLD申請程序還是不夠清楚、透明，應該立即改善。 (B) .XXX目前情況如何？是否GAC政府單位過度干預ICANN的獨立運作，而違背了公共政策應該是由多方討論決定。GAC是否過度擴張其權力？至於其他申請中的gTLD情形如何？公民團體關心的是「GAC不該過度延伸其權力，並造成ICANN決策的偏頗」。

(12) ICANN理事會會議

理事會會議於2005年12月4日舉行，經過討論，ICANN理事會做出下列決議：

1. Vinton Cerf及Alejandro Pisanty續任ICANN理事會主席及副主席。

2. .ASIA sTLD協商
ICANN理事會授權ICANN總裁及法務總長與.ASIA sTLD就該申請案之商業及技術條件進行協商。ICANN總裁應將協商結果報理事會核可並取得授權後始得進行簽約事宜。

3. 通過GNSO檢討範疇(Terms of Reference for GNSO Review)
ICANN理事會指示所屬職員根據通過之GNSO檢討範疇展開GNSO檢討。

4. ccNSO有關修改ICANN組織章程之建議
對於ccNSO就修改ICANN組織章程(Article IX ccNSO、Annex B及Annex C)所作建議，理事會表示知悉，並感謝其報告。指示相關職員將該建議上網徴詢意見，並採必要行動以利理事會就該建議作出回應。

5. 2005-2006會計年度預算限制項目之授權
正式通過2005-2006會計年度預算，刪除原先限制項目。但建議ICANN總裁定期向ICANN理事會財務委員會報告實際資源配置情形。

6. ICANN組織章程有關ALAC認可At-Large Structures(ALS)部分條文之修正建議
通過ALAC建議取消認可ALS必須經全體ALAC會員2/3通過之規定。

7. ICANN理事會監察委員會及管理委員會之聯合決議
指示ICANN總裁就ICANN各項營運功能建立一套品質績效監察系統，俾利理事會掌握相關成果。

8. 總裁策略委員會
指示ICANN總裁於2006年2月28日前成立總裁策略委員會，職司就策略議題向總裁及理事會提供建議之責。

9. 總裁IANA諮詢委員會
指示ICANN總裁成立總裁IANA諮詢委員會，職司就IANA運作及績效改進議題向總裁及理事會提供建議之責。

10. ICANN理事會及ICANN政府諮詢委員會(GAC)聯合工作小組
有關GAC接受ICANN理事會之建議成立聯合工作小組以討論改善GAC與ICANN理事會及其他內部組織之溝通及合作乙案，ICANN理事會主席及副主席任命Raimundo Beca、Mouhamet Diop、Veni Markovski、Thomas Niles、Alejandro Pisanty、Vanda Scartezini、Peter Dengate Thrush、及Paul Twomey等8位代表，與GAC選派代表共同參加該聯合工作小組並將於下次威靈頓會議提出進度報告。

肆、檢討與建議
1、 鑒於WSIS突尼斯會後迄明年ICANN與美國商務部MoU終止期間，係確立未來全球網際網路重要資源有關公共政策協調管理原則及機制之關鍵期，我國除應一方面持續積極參與ICANN及GAC相關會議及討論，另方面亦應透過各種管道擴大對相關會議之參與，掌握國際最新發展情勢。
2、 GAC在明年3月於紐西蘭威靈頓舉辦之會議將決定下列重要事項：

（1） GAC秘書處接辦之國家、功能及經費來源。

（2） 在ICANN組織架構下就公共政策議題以更有效之方法提供意見。

（3） 如何增加GAC之會員數，以擴大國際社會共同參與ICANN事務。

鑒於通訊傳播委員會(NCC)成立在即，為持續積極參與相關討論，宜注意該等業務銜接問題。

3、 有關目前熱烈討論之IDN.IDN、IDN TLD等議題，鑒於我國在相關技術研發之成果，建議TWNIC掌握相關技術，以其實施IDN之經驗，積極參與IDN相關討論，並積極參與測試基台相關工作，以持續維持我國在網際網路發展之領先地位。

伍、附件

一、ICANN GAC會議公報

二、ICANN理事會決議報告

附件一、ICANN GAC會議公報
Governmental Advisory Committee

Vancouver 2005

Final

GAC COMMUNIQUE – VANCOUVER

28 NOVEMBER – 1ST DECEMBER 2005

I. INTRODUCTION

The ICANN Governmental Advisory Committee met in Vancouver 28 November – 1st December

2005. GAC participants comprised 40 Members and 3 Observers.

The GAC held a special session with Dr. Vint Cerf, Chairman of the Board of ICANN, Dr. Paul

Twomey, President and CEO of ICANN, and the ICANN Board on Tuesday, 29 November 2005.

An open session with the ICANN Board was held in the afternoon of the same day. The Board

gave an update of recent activities conducted by ICANN. In particular, the GAC appreciated

ICANN’s commitment to internationalisation as mentioned in the Strategic Plan.

In addition, GAC held several sessions with the ICANN community:

- A joint meeting with the ASO on Thursday 1st December on IP Addressing Policy.

- Sessions with the ccNSO and the ALAC on Thursday 1st December.

- A Workshop on Internationalised Domain Names on Wednesday 30 November 2005.

II. MATTERS DISCUSSED

As a preliminary remark, the GAC welcomes the fruitful dialogue established in Vancouver with

the ICANN Board regarding the role of the GAC in relation to ICANN, how that role could be

strengthened, and the necessary measures to make cooperation between the GAC and the Board

more effective. GAC expresses its hope that this spirit of good will and mutual cooperation will

give rise to the adoption of concrete solutions in 2006 and beyond.

1. Post-WSIS

The GAC gave careful consideration to the Tunis Agenda for the Information Society, and

building upon earlier work the GAC as a matter of high priority has commenced a threefold

process to:

i) To put in place new arrangements for the GAC Secretariat including its functions and

financing,

ii) Extend the GAC membership, develop outreach and build capacity, and more generally

widen international participation, and,

iii) Improve the way it addresses public policies issues in a more effective manner in relation

to the ICANN framework,

for decisions at the meeting in Wellington.

GAC accepts the proposal made by the ICANN Board to set up a joint Working Group to

effectively improve the communication links and collaboration processes between GAC and the

ICANN Board and the relevant ICANN constituencies.

2. New Top Level Domain

In view of the range and significance of the public policy issues associated with the introduction

of new generic top level domains (gTLDs), the GAC agreed to initiate work on public policy

applicable to new gTLDs. This initiative is intended to identify the public policy issues and

contribute to the policy development process currently underway in ICANN. In that regard, the

GAC welcomed a presentation by the GNSO Council Chair regarding the status and scope of the

GNSO’s work in this area.

The GAC also welcomed a report from ICANN on the status of Board approval of sponsored

TLDs, as well as the Evaluation Report requested by GAC members. In that regard, the GAC

welcomed the decision to postpone the Board’s consideration of the .XXX application from its

December 4th, 2005 meeting until such time as the GAC has been able to review the Evaluation

Report and the additional information requested from ICANN.

3. WIPO II

The GAC notes the statement by the President and CEO of ICANN announcing that ICANN will

continue to consult with other interested constituencies to determine if a way forward exists

regarding the implementation of the WIPO II recommendations. The GAC looks forward to

collaborating with ICANN in this regard.

4. IDN

GAC was informed of the efforts undertaken by ICANN with the view to deploying IDN

solutions in the DNS space.

GAC reaffirmed its statements of Kuala Lumpur, Mar Del Plata and Luxembourg that the

development and introduction of IDN requires the collaborative and coordinated efforts by all

governments and various parties, and input from all stakeholders, public policy makers, linguistic

and technical experts, and other relevant parties. The GAC encourages ICANN to continue to

play a pro-active role toward the enablement of IDN around the world, keeping in mind the

linguistic, cultural, technical and social dimensions of IDN implementation.

5. GAC Outreach and participation at meetings

The GAC is committed to increasing its membership, in particular from developing countries and

ensure their active participation in the GAC.

The GAC would like to thank the New Zealand government and the Pacific Islands Forum

Secretariat for hosting and organising the Pacific Islands Forum Communication Ministerial

Meeting during the ICANN meeting in Wellington in March 2006. The concurrence of the two

events will allow ICANN to pursue its internationalization process; therefore the GAC is

welcoming all the delegates of the Pacific Islands countries to actively participate in the GAC

meeting.

* * * *

The GAC expressed its warm thanks to the Government of Canada and the organisers for hosting

the meeting in Vancouver.

The GAC also thanks all those among the ICANN community who have contributed to the

dialogue with GAC in Vancouver.

The next GAC meetings will be during the period of the ICANN Wellington meetings.

___________________________

Vancouver, 2005
附件二、ICANN理事會決議報告

Adopted Board Resolutions

Annual Meeting of the Board

Vancouver, Canada 

04 December 2005

.ASIA sTLD Negotiations 

Resolved (05.__) the Board authorizes the President and General Counsel to enter into negotiations relating to proposed commercial and technical terms for the .ASIA sponsored top-level domain (sTLD) with the applicant. 

Resolved (05.__) if after entering into negotiations with the .ASIA sTLD applicant the President and General Counsel are able to negotiate a set of proposed commercial and technical terms for a contractual arrangement, the President shall present such proposed terms to this board, for approval and authorization to enter into an agreement relating to the delegation of the sTLD. 

Approval of Terms of Reference for GNSO Review

Whereas, Article IV, Section 4 of the ICANN Bylaws provides that the ICANN Board will regularly initiate an independent review of each supporting organization and supporting organization council. 

Whereas, at its meeting in Luxembourg in July 2005, the ICANN Board requested the GNSO Council to prepare with the ICANN staff and Board a "Terms of Reference" document to guide an independent review of the GNSO, and to present the terms of reference to the Board for adoption at the meeting in December 2005, in Vancouver, Canada. 

Whereas, comprehensive consultation between the GNSO Council, the GNSO Constituencies and members of the ICANN community was undertaken to develop the Terms of Reference. 

Whereas the draft Terms of Reference were approved by the GNSO Council and posted on the ICANN website for public comment, which yielded several helpful comments. 

Resolved (05.__), the Board directs staff to initiate the GNSO Review in accordance with the approved Terms of Reference. 

Acknowledgment of ccNSO Recommendations on Proposed Bylaws Changes

Whereas, the ccNSO Council has considered a number of issues which are understood to stand in the way of a number of ccTLD managers in the European Region joining the ccNSO. 

Whereas the ccNSO Council resolved on 28 May 2005, to initiate a ccNSO Policy Development Process to consider changes to ICANN Bylaws Article IX (Country-Code Names Supporting Organisation), Annex B (ccNSO Policy-Development Process) and Annex C (the scope of the ccNSO) to address the matters outlined in paragraphs A to M of section 3.2 of the Issues Report as published on 7 June 2005. 

Whereas the ccNSO has conducted the ccPDP in accordance with Annex B of the ICANN Bylaws. 

Whereas the ccNSO Council resolved on 2 December 2005, to approve the Board Report containing 8 ccNSO Recommendations for changes to the ICANN Bylaws and recommends them to the Board to be considered as an improvement and clarification of the ICANN Bylaws on the ccNSO and the ccPDP in the interest of the ccNSO membership, the ccNSO Council and other stakeholders. 

Whereas the Issue Manager has submitted the report to the Board for consideration on 2 December 2005. 

Resolved (05.__), that the Board acknowledges the work of the ccNSO on developing these recommendations, thanks the ccNSO for the report, and directs staff to post the recommendation for public comment and take any other appropriate action to enable the Board to act on the ccNSO Council's recommendations at the earliest opportunity. 

Authorization Regarding Restricted Fiscal Year 2005-2006 Budget Items

Whereas, on 17 May 2005, in accordance with the ICANN Bylaws Article XVI, ICANN posted its Proposed Budget for fiscal year 2005-2006, which was developed through a series of consultations with ICANN constituencies, ICANN's Budget Advisory Group, and the ICANN's Board Finance Committee. 

Whereas, the Board formally adopted the 2005-2006 ICANN Budget pursuant to Resolution 05.51, and the Board has set out a path for additional review and discussion subject to Resolutions 05.52, 05.53, and 05.54 relating to funding for the following line items in the adopted budget: DNSSEC deployment; ALAC projects; translation; facilitation of regional meetings; and establishment of regional presences. 

Whereas, ICANN and the community recognize the facilitation of participation of representatives from developing countries is an important part of ICANN's mission; and receiving benefit in the form of regional meeting support from ICANN also imbues an obligation in participants to actively participate in the ICANN process. 

Whereas, the Board recognizes that effective forms of regional presences wil vary from region to region; commits to accept input from the Internet community regarding the establishment of regional presences; and looks to take advantage of regional organizations in determining the appropriate form of regional presences. 

Whereas, the Board acknowledges the wealth of talent in the community that can facilitate the deployment of DNSSEC. 

Whereas, ICANN's Board Finance Committee has reviewed the itemization of the five expense categories that were still under discussion and were addressed by the board in the Board's previous resolutions from ICANN's Luxembourg Meeting and has set out additional contemplated review before the Finance Committee and the Board but has recommended that the board fully adopt the budget for the fiscal year 2005-2006 without restrictions. 

Resolved (05.__), the ICANN Board confirms the adoption of the 2005-2006 ICANN Budget, and hereby removes the restrictions relating to the expense categories that were under discussion when the Budget was approved. 

Resolved (05.__), the ICANN Board recommends that ICANN's President and CEO provide regular reports to ICANN's Board Finance Committee on how resources are being allocated under the various expense categories within the 2005-2006 ICANN Budget. 

Proposed Bylaws Changes on ALAC's Certification of At-Large Structures

Whereas, groups of individual Internet users throughout the world are encouraged to register as "At Large Structures" and participate in ICANN decisions critical to the Internet's end users. 

Whereas, user groups that meet a few simple criteria can be certified as "At Large Structures" by completing and submitting an application form to the At-Large Advisory Committee (ALAC), and the ALAC reviews these applications, conducts due diligence, and votes via email on certification. 

Whereas, the ICANN Bylaws require 2/3 of all ALAC members to vote "yes" in order to certify groups as "At-Large Structures." 

Whereas, after using and trying to improve this certification process for two years, and voting on 26 applications, the ALAC has found that the "super majority" threshold for certification (10 votes) is cumbersome and unnecessary and can impede progress in building an At-Large network of user groups. 

Whereas, recently, three applications did not receive the required 2/3 votes, even though a majority of members voting supported the applications and only one "no" vote was cast against certification of one applicant. 

Whereas, the ALAC has determined that a change to these Bylaws is needed, and has discussed changes to the certification process at multiple open meetings and on publicly archived email lists. 

Whereas, to better enable the At-Large framework envisioned in the Bylaws to be created, the ALAC has unanimously recommended a change to the Bylaws that will require a 2/3 majority among all of the members of the ALAC who cast a vote to certify a group as an "At-Large Structure," provided at least nine members of the ALAC cast a vote according to procedures adopted by the ALAC. 

Whereas, the ICANN Ombudsman recommended that the Board adopt this proposed Bylaws change. 

Whereas, the proposed ALAC Bylaw change has been posted for public comment on the At-Large ICANN webpage for over a month, and a notice requesting public comments also was posted on the ICANN homepage, and no comments opposing the bylaw change were received. 

Resolved (05.___) that the Bylaws change proposed by the ALAC is approved. 

Joint Resolution of the Audit and Board Governance Committees

Whereas, the Audit Committee of the ICANN Board and the ICANN Board Governance Committee have agreed that as ICANN has continued to improve its internal processes and accountability to the Internet community it would be useful to have additional performance and operational reporting mechanisms. 

Resolved (05._), the Board directs the President to enable a system of performance and quality audits of the various operational functions of ICANN, and for the Board to be informed of the outcome of these performance and quality audits. 

President's Strategy Committee

Whereas, ICANN's mission is to coordinate, at the overall level, the global Internet's systems of unique identifiers, and in particular to ensure the stable and secure operation of the Internet's unique identifier systems. 

Whereas, the President and Board are committed to the bottom-up strategic and operational planning drawing on the inputs of the supporting organizations, advisory committees, and members of the ICANN community. 

Whereas, the ICANN community could also benefit from the advice of a group responsible for making observations and recommendations concerning strategic issues facing ICANN; these observations and recommendations will contribute to ICANN's strategic planning process. 

Resolved (05.__), the President is directed to appoint, by 28 February 2006, a President's Strategy Committee, to be responsible for giving advice to the President and the Board on strategy issues. 

President's IANA Consultation Committee

Whereas, ICANN's mission is to coordinate, at the overall level, the global Internet's systems of unique identifiers, and in particular to ensure the stable and secure operation of the Internet's unique identifier systems. 

Whereas, ICANN strives to carry out its responsibilities in consultation with the DNS Root Server System Advisory Committee (RSSAC) and the Security and Stability Advisory Committee (SSAC), and in close cooperation with the technical community. 

Whereas, the President and Board, and ICANN's General Manager, IANA, could benefit from the advice of a group knowledgeable about operational issues facing IANA. 

Resolved (05.__), the President is directed to appoint a President's IANA Consultation Committee, to be responsible for giving advice to the President and the Board on IANA operations and performance improvement issues. 

ICANN Board and ICANN Governmental Advisory Committee Working Group

Whereas, ICANN is an organization which involves all relevant stakeholders in a meaningful and effective participation, with a limited mission to coordinate, at the overall level, the global Internet's systems of unique identifiers, and in particular to ensure the stable and secure operation of the Internet's unique identifier systems. 

Whereas, the ICANN bylaws require regular reviews of its structure and procedures, and supports the view of continuous evolution and improvements to its structure and the participation of all stakeholders; 

Whereas, ICANN recognizes the importance of the role of governments in the processes and procedures of the ICANN multi-stakeholder structure; 

Whereas, ICANN has held previously two major cycles of dialog with governments; the first one during the process which gave rise to the formation of ICANN, and the second in 2002 during ICANN's Reform process; 

Whereas, in its meeting in Carthage, Tunisia, in October 2003, the GAC started to consider the question of its future structure, organization, and financing; 

Whereas, the World Summit on the Information Society (WSIS) noted the role of governments in the issues surrounding the information society within a multi-stakeholder context, but not involved in the day-to-day operations of the Internet; 

Whereas, on 8 November 2005, ICANN's Chairman communicated to the Chair of ICANN's Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) proposing a meeting of the GAC and the Board during the ICANN meeting in Vancouver to discuss what measures need to be taken to make cooperation more effective, including ensuring the participation of developing countries; 

Whereas, the ICANN Board recognizes that discussions on improving existing mechanisms will occur in the context of the meaningful, transparent and bottom-up participation of all stakeholders; 

Whereas, the ICANN Board and the GAC had a fruitful meeting on 29 November 2005 and the GAC in its 30 November 2005 Communiqué accepted the Board's proposal to set up a joint Working Group to effectively improve the communication links and collaboration processes between the GAC and the ICANN Board and the relevant ICANN constituencies; 

Resolved, (05.__), the ICANN Board Chair and Vice-Chair will identify the participants who will work with the representation designated by the GAC, and with the GAC build on existing discussions and report on progress at the ICANN meeting in Wellington, New Zealand. 

Resolved, (05.__), the ICANN Board Chair and Vice-Chair designate the following participants: Raimundo Beca, Mouhamet Diop, Veni Markovski, Thomas Niles, Alejandro Pisanty, Vanda Scartezini, Peter Dengate Thrush, and Paul Twomey. 

2006 Nominating Committee Chair Appointment

Whereas, Article VII, Section 2(1) of the Bylaws calls for the non-voting Chair of the Nominating Committee to be appointed by the ICANN Board; 

Whereas, the Board Governance Committee has recommended that Eugenio Triana be appointed to chair the 2006 Nominating Committee, and Eugenio Triana has indicated a willingness to so serve; 

Resolved (05.__), that Eugenio Triana is appointed as Chair of the 2006 Nominating Committee, to serve until the conclusion of the ICANN annual meeting in 2006, or until his earlier resignation, removal, or other disqualification from service; and 

Resolved (05.__), the President is directed to provide support by ICANN and other sources to the Nominating Committee as determined, in consultation with the Chair of the committee, to be appropriate for the discharge of its functions. 

Thanks to 2005 Nominating Committee 

Whereas, on 5 December 2004, ICANN appointed George Sadowsky as Chair of the Nominating Committee, to serve until the conclusion of the ICANN annual meeting in 2005 or until his earlier resignation, removal, or other disqualification from service. 

Whereas, the Nominating Committee Chair asked Jayantha Fernando to serve as Vice-Chair to assist him in the direction of the Nominating Committee. 

Whereas, Jean-Jacques Damlamian served, in his capacity as immediately previous Nominating Committee Chair, as a non-voting advisor to the Nominating Committee. 

Whereas, the 2005 Nominating Committee consisted of delegates from each of ICANN's constituencies and advisory bodies. 

Resolved (05.__) that the ICANN Board expresses its deep appreciation to George Sadowsky, Jayantha Fernando, Jean-Jacques Damlamian, and all of the members of the 2005 Nominating Committee for their dedication, hard work, and successful efforts. 

Thanks to IDN Workshop Participants

Whereas, the process of implementing Internationalized Domain Names (IDNs) at the top level represents a pressing international public, technical and community policy challenge. 

Whereas, the efforts of the panelists, moderators and participants involved in the 30 November 2005 IDN workshop in Vancouver significantly contributed to meeting this challenge, including making progress towards the launch of a global IDN test bed. 

Resolved (05.__), the ICANN Board expresses its gratitude to the workshop panelists and moderators for their presentations and commentary on the challenges and opportunities presented by IDNs, and the lasting contribution those efforts have made to the continued growth and accessibility of the global Internet. 

Thanks to DNSSEC Workshop Participants

Whereas, the Board thanks the organisers from the ICANN community for the coordination of the Workshop on "DNSSEC - The Registrar's View." 

Whereas the Board recognises the contributions of all the participants to the workshop. 

Whereas, the Board recognises the the contributions of all the participants to the workshop, and the interest of the ICANN community in the discussion of this important area in securing the DNS infrastructure. 

Resolved (05.__), the Board thanks the chair, Allison Mankin and members of the workshop program committee and all presenters who made this important workshop possible. 

Thanks to WSIS Workshop Participants

Whereas, the successful outcome of the World Summit on Information Society is the culmination of summits in Geneva in 2003 and Tunis in 2005. 

Whereas, the successful conclusion of WSIS was the result of the input and hard work from the global Internet community, including the representatives of the world's governments. 

Whereas, the Board thanks all the members of the ICANN community that contributed to the WSIS process. 

Whereas, the Board recognises with appreciation the participation at this ICANN meeting of Ambassador Janis Karklins, President of WSIS Tunis Phase, and Mr. Markus Kummer, Executive Coordinator, Secretariat of the UN Working Group on Internet Governance (WGIG), and thanks both for their participation in the WSIS Workshop at the ICANN meetings in Vancouver. 

Resolved (05.__), ICANN welcomes the outcome of the WSIS in relation to the Internet's ongoing technical coordination, and the recognition and preservation of the existing multi-stakeholder model to ensure the stability and integrity of the Internet's naming and addressing system. 

Thanks to Richard Thwaites

Whereas Richard Thwaites was appointed liaison to the ICANN Board by the ITU on behalf of the Technology Liaison Group to serve during the year 2005; 

Whereas he has served ICANN with energy, remarkable humor, and considerable insight into technology policy arenas; 

Whereas he has brought his substantial experience in the ITU Standardization Sector to useful application in many matters confronting the ICANN Board; 

Therefore the ICANN Board resolves that Richard Thwaites has earned the deep appreciation of the Board for his term of service. The Board wishes Mr. Thwaites well in all future endeavors and expresses the hope that he will be available for consultation from time to time as the need arises. 

Thanks to Thomas Niles

Whereas Thomas Niles began his service on the ICANN board as a director on 26 June 2003 as an appointee of the ICANN Nominations Committee; 

Whereas he has served ICANN with distinction and extraordinary skill, especially in the policy and political arenas in which ICANN must operate; 

Whereas his fellow board members have been well-served by his experience, deep knowledge of history and literature, and his strong links to the United States Council for International Business where he has served as president and vice chairman; 

Now therefore, the ICANN Board resolves that Thomas Niles deserves the deepest gratitude of the ICANN Board which it offers sincerely, and that it wishes good health and great success to him in all future endeavors. The board will miss his wry humor and insightful observations and expresses the hope that he will make himself available to ICANN from time to time for consultation on matters in which his expertise would be most helpful. 
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� IP為網際網路通信協定(Internet Protocol)之意，使得不同電腦網路間得以透過各式實體鏈路(physical links)而快速、經濟地互相通信。IP位址為一以數字表示之位址，使得Internet上之電腦位址得以確定，Internet上電腦間之資訊傳輸及建立連結即藉此IP位址達成，一般大眾係藉使用DNS以人性化名稱(human-friendly names)來辨識主機位址。
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