Dear SO/AC Chair,
 
As you may be aware, the GNSO Council recently initiated a Policy Development Process (PDP) on the Inter-Registrar Transfer Policy (IRTP) Part D; the relevant Issue Report can be found here. The IRTP is a consensus policy adopted in 2004 to provide a straightforward procedure for domain name holders to transfer domain names between registrars. This PDP will address 6 questions; 4 related to the Transfer Dispute Resolution Policy (TDRP); 1 related to penalties for IRTP violations; 1 related to the need for Forms of Authorization (FOAs) – you can find the detailed Charter here. As part of its efforts to obtain input from the broader ICANN Community at an early stage of its deliberations, the Working Group that has been tasked with addressing this issue is looking for any input or information that may help inform its deliberations.

Any provision of input or information you or members of your respective communities may have (either on the charter questions or any other issue that may help inform the deliberations) would be very welcome. Please send these to the GNSO Secretariat (gnso.secretariat@gnso.icann.org) who will forward these to the Working Group.
 
For further background information on the WG’s activities to date, please see the Working Group’s Wiki. Below you’ll find further details on the charter questions that the WG’s has been tasked to address.
 
If possible, the WG would greatly appreciate if it could receive your input by Friday 19 April 2013 at the latest. If you cannot submit your input by that date, but your group would like to contribute, please let us know when we can expect to receive your contribution so we can plan accordingly. Your input will be very much appreciated.
 
With best regards,
James Bladel (Chair)

Mikey O’Connor (co-Chair)
IRTP Part D Charter Questions
IRTP Dispute Policy Enhancements

a) Whether reporting requirements for registries and dispute providers should be developed, in order to make precedent and trend information available to the community and allow reference to past cases in dispute submissions;

b) Whether additional provisions should be included in the TDRP (Transfer Dispute Resolution Policy) on how to handle disputes when multiple transfers have occurred;

c) Whether dispute options for registrants should be developed and implemented as part of the policy (registrants currently depend on registrars to initiate a dispute on their behalf);

d) Whether requirements or best practices should be put into place for registrars to make information on transfer dispute resolution options available to registrants;

Penalties for IRTP Violations

e) Whether existing penalties for policy violations are sufficient or if additional provisions/penalties for specific violations should be added into the policy;

Need for FOAs

f) Whether the universal adoption and implementation of EPP AuthInfo codes* has eliminated the need of FOAs.**
* The Auth-Info Code is a unique code generated on a per-domain basis and is used for authorization or confirmation of a transfer request.

** An FOA is a standardized form of authorization used to initiate a domain name transfer, see See also: FOA: Domain Name Transfer – Initial Authorization for Registrar Transfer
