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OF THE ICANN BOARD, DR STEPHEN CROCKER
[APPLAUSE |

+5DR STEPHEN CROCKER: THANK YOU, JEAN-JACQUES.

B 1HAT WAS VERY GENEROUS. | PAID CLOSE ATTENTION,
ACTUALLY, WHEN YOU WERE LISTING THE DIFFERENT
COMPONENTS OF OUR MULTISTAKEHOLDERS AND I WAS
VERY PLEASED, ACTUALLY, THAT YOU PUT THE TECHIES
FIRST
[LAUGHTER |
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"Self-regulation is very near and dear to my heart, and we are



pleased to see that the new accountability mechanism could be
accommodated under Californian law so there was no need to
consider another jurisdiction but, of course, ICANN would be most
welcome in Denmark."
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@ #7580 o (Itis important that the ICANN community continues to
work on accountability issues and conclude with the nine areas that
remain to be discussed and agreed, among others, the question of
diversity. Here there is still quite a way to go, be it gender,
representation, geographical representation, or age. This is an issue
that must be solved in order to secure that there's no doubt about
ICANN's legitimacy as a true global multistakeholder organization.
I recommend the work of all those who have devoted so much of
their time and energy to engage with the multistakeholder processes.
Denmark firmly supports this model of Internet governance.)
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ccTLD Managers Accountability
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j' ICANN Accountability Mechanisms Available to the ICANN Community
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With the exception of circumstances where

a) the ccTLD is managed by the government of the country or

b) the ccTLD managers is under contract to the government of the
country or

c) at the choice of the ccTLD manager, the AFWG does not believe
that the entering into of an AF should need to involve
consultation with the ccTLD managers government and it does
not believe that an AF should contain any terms related to
government.
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Use of Country and Territory Names
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Whereas, Specification 5, Section 2 of the New gTLD Registry
Agreement requires registry operators to reserve two-character
ASCII labels within the TLD at the second level. The reserved
two-character labels “may be released to the extent that Registry
Operator reaches agreement with the related government and
country-code manager of the string as specified in the ISO 3166-1
alpha-2 standard. The Registry Operator may also propose the
release of these reservations based on its implementation of
measures to avoid confusion with the corresponding country codes,
subject to approval by ICANN.”
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Alternative A (A & & > %)
Future work should take place with the authority of a policy
development process under ICANN's Bylaws, with a clearly drafted

$7F %97



Charter or scope of work that sets out how conclusions and
recommendations will inform that policy development process. This
addresses a key deficiency of this CWG, as it has not been made
clear how the group’s work can or will be incorporated in
policy-making pursuant to ICANN’s Bylaws.

2 % FE3 4 ICANN 9 Bylaws T - 224p b & B e R F B 2 & o

Alternative B (B & > %)

To ensure that the conclusions and recommendations of a CWG will
at one point have the authority of a policy developed through the
relevant processes under ICANN'’s Bylaws, future work should take
place with a clear view on how this work at some point will reach
the authority of a policy developed as or relates to and provides
input to formal policy development processes. With regard to the
subject matter, the use of country and territory names as TLDs CWG
notes that this should be defined with respect to both the ccNSO and
GNSO Policy development processes. Due to the overlapping
definitions used under existing policies, additional policy developed
by one group, may impact and have an effect upon the policy
developed by another group. Avoiding this issue may be achieved
through a clearly drafted Charter or scope of work that sets out how
these policy development processes will be informed. This
addresses a key deficiency this CWG has encountered, as it has not
been made clear how the group’s work can or will be incorporated
in policy-making pursuant to ICANN’s Bylaws.
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Alternative C (C 5 #* > %)

Future work should clearly align with ICANN policy development
processes, and should have a clearly drafted Charter or scope of
work that sets out how conclusions and recommendations will
inform ICANN policy development.
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