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	Interpretation of definition of Whois (“Formulation 1”)
	Further comments

	United States Government contribution to the GAC and GNSO on Whois, 26 June, 2006
	“.. Formulation 1 (which) advances a narrow, technical definition of the purpose of WHOIS, would prevent the range of legitimate uses of WHOIS”. 
	“Formulation 1 … is problematic as it does not reflect the range of public policy interests of a fully functional WHOIS regime.”

	United States Federal Trade Commission, prepared statement, 26 June, 2006
	“.. restricts the use of Whois data to technical purposes only”
	“..the GNSO should reconsider and reverse its position that the Whois databases should be used for technical purposes only.”

	Presentation of OPTA (Independent Post and Telecommunications Authority, Netherlands) to the GAC/GNSO, 26 June, 2006
	“.. we were informed of the preference in the GNSO to limit the Whois data to technical contact details, the so-called narrow purpose definition.”
	

	Office of Fair Trading (UK), letter, 20 June, 2006 
	“It has been brought to our attention that a decision on the adoption of a narrow purpose definition for publicly accessible Whois databases may be taken at your meeting”. 
	“We are concerned that such a decision may have an adverse, and unintended consequence, of reducing access to important information by law enforcement agencies.”

	American Hotel and Lodging Association letter, 27 June, 2006
	“We are writing to express our serious concerns about a resolution … to define the “Purpose of Whois” as only to “resolve issue related to the configuration of records associated with the domain name within a DNS name server.”
	“If the “purpose of Whois” is defined narrowly as proposed by GNSO, most of the data now in Whois would be cut off from public access”. 

	International Anti-Counterfeiting Coalition letter, 26 June, 2006
	“re-define the purpose of the Whois service as limited to the resolution of technical issues”.
	“Counterfeiting and piracy online are not “technical issues””.

	Hotel Consumer Protection Coalition, letter, 22 June, 2006
	“The addition of the word “legal” to Formulation 2, which is missing from Formulation 1, is a key difference that is of vital importance”. 
	

	Financial Services Sector Coordinating Council for Critical Infrastructure Protection and Homeland Security (US), letter, 22 June, 2006  
	“Under formulation 1, the only purpose of Whois is to “resolve issues related to the configuration of the records associated with the domain name within the DNS nameserver” (i.e., narrow technical issues). 
	“Formulation 1 would make it more difficult and time-consuming for financial institutions to identify and stop domain-based scams and the identity theft and account fraud that result”.

	BITS, Financial Services Round Table (US), letter, 14 April, 2006 
	“Under formulation 1, the only purpose of Whois is to “resolve issues related to the configuration of the records associated with the domain name within the DNS nameserver” (i.e., narrow technical issues).
	“Formulation 1 would make it more difficult and time-consuming for financial institutions to identify and stop domain-based scams and the identity theft and account fraud that result”.

	International Franchise Association, letter, 23 June, 2006 
	“.. the GNSO passed a resolution redefining the usage and purpose of the “Whois” database. By limiting the “purpose of Whois” to simply “resolve issues related to the configuration of records associated with the domain name within a DNS name server”, the council has weakened the franchise community’s tool to discover those who would use a domain name in a fraudulent and unethical manner.
	

	American Intellectual Property Law Association, letter, 15 June, 2006
	“serious concerns regarding the vote of the GNSO favouring a narrow definition of the purpose of the Whois service”
	“… formulation 1, which, if ultimately adopted by ICANN, would render it exceedingly difficult for law enforcement, intellectual property owners, and financial institutions to access necessary contact information about domain  name holders.”

	International Trademark Association, letter, 12 June, 2006
	“… extremely concerned about … limiting the purpose of Whois only to “resolve issues related to the configuration of records associated with the domain name within a DNS name server” 
	“All these important uses would be impeded were the narrow formulation of the purpose of Whois to be implemented.”

	American Society of Composers, Authors and Publishers, public comment period, February –March, 2006 on the 

Preliminary Task Force Report on the Purpose of Whois and of the Whois Contacts, February –March, 2006
	“.. Formulation One of the definition of the purpose of Whois, (which) would force a narrow and shortsighted view that fails to take into account the myriad benefits Whois information provides to the Internet community and society at large.”
	

	eBay, public comment period, February –March, 2006 
	“A Whois service that was limited to the data needed to resolve technical issues, as outlined in Formulation 1, would contain little if any of this information. “


	“.. we urge ICANN to reject Formulation 1 and to maintain the current Whois system in the gTLDs.”

	General Growth Properties, Inc., US, public comment period, February –March, 2006

	“The adoption of Formulation I would mark a significant departure from current ICANN policy and a significant restriction on long-established uses of WHOIS.  Formulation I unduly limits the purpose of WHOIS to resolving technical issues, which, while important, is far too narrow to reflect the realities of the role Whois has long played in a range of business uses of the Internet.”  
	

	Clifford Chance, UK,

public comment period, February –March, 2006
	“The adoption of Formulation I would mark a significant departure from current ICANN policy and a significant restriction on long-established uses of WHOIS.  Formulation I unduly limits the purpose of WHOIS to resolving technical issues, which, while important, is far too narrow to reflect the realities of the role Whois has long played in a range of business uses of the Internet.”  
	

	MarkMonitor Inc. US, public comment period, February –March, 2006

	“The adoption of Formulation I would mark a significant departure from current ICANN policy and a significant restriction on long-established uses of WHOIS.  Formulation I unduly limits the purpose of WHOIS to resolving technical issues, which, while important, is far too narrow to reflect the realities of the role Whois has long played in a range of business uses of the Internet.”  
	

	Sony Pictures, public comment period, February –March, 2006
	“.. we respectfully disagree with those favoring Formulation 1 that the only purpose of WHOIS is to “resolve issues related to the configuration of the records associated with the domain name within a DNS nameserver.” In our opinion, this view is too narrow and does not take into account the critical uses of WHOIS”. 
	“.. if Formulation 1 passes, (that) we will be greatly hindered in our abilities to protect our intellectual property.”

	Transamerica Corporation, public comment period, February –March, 2006
	“The first option, “Formulation 1”, is supported primarily by the community of domain name registrars, and calls for a definition that would limit the purpose of the “Whois” database to the provision of information necessary for the resolution of technical problems regarding domain names and associated websites.” 
	

	The Walt Disney Company, public comment period, February –March, 2006
	“Few, if any, of these activities involve resolution of “issues related to the configuration of the records associated with the domain name within a DNS nameserver”; and if this were the only purpose of Whois, as Formulation 1 proposes, the contact data regarding 

ownership and use of domain names would be extremely sparse and limited to technical contacts.” 


	“..all these disparate uses of Whois data is that they would become impossible, or at least much more difficult, costly and time-consuming, if ICANN were to adopt proposed “Formulation 1” and to modify the Whois policies that it sets for gTLD registries and registrars to conform to this narrow purpose.” 

	Time Warner Inc., public comment period, February –March, 2006 
	“The proposed "Formulation 1," because of its limited focus on technical

issues, is too narrow in scope to provide WHOIS databases that would act as

meaningful tools to the Internet community as a whole.”
	

	Warner Bros. Entertainment Inc., comment period, February –March, 2006
	“"Formulation 1," because of its limited focus on technical issues, is too narrow in scope to provide WHOIS databases that would act as meaningful tools to the Internet community as a whole.  It also focuses solely on defects in the configuration of data supplied at the time a domain name is registered.”


	


