
 GEOPOLITICAL SESSION 

Europe -  
· focusing its council conclusions on Internet governance. What what really means council conclusions is the positions that the Member States- communicate the common positions that they speak as governments in terms of the priorities, that they want to feed into the legislative work of the entire ecosystem of EU institutions.
· So knowing what's happening in 2025 for the Internet governance space, it's very important and relevant for the organization that they will be working on conclusions on Internet governance. And we, you know, we're keeping our ear to the grindstone on that in terms of the European Commission.
· So far there is an ongoing process of the Confirmation hearings of the European Commissioners. The European Commissioner relevant for Icann and our community will be the Commissioner, designate, and also executive Vice President will be Ms. Henna Witkunen from Finland.
· She belongs to the Center right party, or belong to the certain right party in the European Parliament, and has also served as a Minister in Finland in the past.
· In the mission letter from the President of the European Commission, so the President of the European Commission produces mission letters for each of the Commissioners.
· There are priorities. But what is most important is that  agenda, as well as the title of the Incoming Commissioner, includes tech sovereignty as well as defense.
· The nice thing that we have seen so far is that normally Commissioners designate need to respond to questionnaires from the European Parliament, and it was great to see that Icann was named in their responses from the Commissioner-designate in terms of better coordinating European voices in the international context, including coordination with international organizations such as Icann.
· In terms of policy initiatives there is more of a focus on implementation right now, most significantly, for icons remit is the transposition of the Nis 2 directive, and we'll get a little bit into more detail later on, which is currently ongoing in EU Member States. Despite the pass of the passing of the deadline on October 17.th
· But 2 relevant things for Icann is an upcoming EU strategy on Internet governance, which we expect to be a nonregulatory communication -joint communication -between the European Commission and the European External Action Service, which also means that there's going to be like an international context to it rather than only a regulatory one, or legislative; as well as the review of the Cybersecurity Act, which is a landmark piece of legislation. That kind of set the standards for cyber security in the EU
· So in terms of the NIST 2 directive, which I'm sure that a lot of people in the audience are familiar with. But just to give you a very quick summary. This is a minimum harmonization directive. That means that it's transposed in each country in a different way, but it really has a minimum bar that each Member State needs to regulate on.
· It refers to, or it imposes obligations in terms of reporting cybersecurity. Incidents, as well as you know, adopting cybersecurity, risk management measures.
· What has happened in between Icann 80 and Icann 81 is that we had a consultation from the European Commission that Icann participated in by submitting a response to a contribution. Sorry to the consultation of the Commission, the consultation referred to clarifications to what constitutes a significant incident specifically for DNS service providers as well as TLD name registries, as well as certain cybersecurity, risk management measures that were part of the Annex, in terms of what's happening with Ms. 2. 
· The transposition deadline was October 17.th So far only 2 Member States in the EU have notified a formal notification to the European Commission that they have adopted national law implementing this tool. 3 Member States have done so partially, and there's about 11 Member States that have concluded their consultation processes, and 8 that,  and Sorry 11 have concluded the consultation process and have published a draft law that is now undergoing parliamentary scrutiny. And then we also have some Member States that are just finishing the consultation process and talking with stakeholders to refine what they had originally proposed.
· The issue with the delay in transposing these 2. So far from our discussions, based on 3 reasons, so far, the 1st one is the exponential increase in the amount of entities that are under scope, which requires a lot of retrofitting in terms of the national ecosystem.
· The second is that there's a lot there's need in Member States to kind of reorganize the national frameworks. A lot of Member States have certs, certs, military intelligence services, and they needed national laws in order to be able to comply with the provisions of the Ns. 2 directive. And of course there have been elections in Member States changes of government. These are things that normally delay the legislative process.
· Now, what is most important for ICANN from the NS. 2 directive is Article 28, which refers to the database of domain name, registration data. There are several issues here that are important to Icann, but one of the things that has happened since the last time that we had this conversation is that we had the publication of the article 28 recommendations from the NS Corporation Group Workstream on the implementation of that article.
· The Nice Cooperation Group is a forum for exchange, and it includes representatives of Member States as well as representatives of European institutions in that space.
· These are, of course, non-binding recommendations, but they do serve as guidance for Member States when adopting national implementation on how to deal with certain issues in Article 28, spanning from what type of data should be provided at the moment of registration all the way up to verification procedures as well as validation, operational or not, of part of that information.
· Now, what we see is that already, even though we don't have a lot of implementation statistics, or at least a lot of the text to go through in terms of final implementation. We already see that from the small sample of Member States that we have in implementing NIST 2 and Article 28. There is already divergence in the implementation of that article. So we have 5 Member States, and out of those 5 Member States. We see already a couple of Member States that have taken a different route in terms of how they transpose Nissu in that specific article. This is something that could potentially create divergence across the EU in between Member States, but also potentially distinct from icon policies, where we see things that are happening at the national level. So, just to give you an example, there is a Member State that has so far transposed NIST to, and they have added within the list of legitimate access seekers. IP rights holders. This is also a recommendation that came from the Nis cooperation group. But we don't see that happening across other Member States which creates a little bit of a disparity in terms of the harmonization that we would want to see in the EU, we also see that there could be a risk of that trickling down to other aspects of implementing this, too, from legitimate access seekers to response time for requests all the way to the validation of data, operational or syntactic syntactic in that sense.

United Nations 
· In the later half of the year we witnessed significant developments at the UN. In New York, alongside pivotal discussions at the ITU that touch on Internet governance.
· So on the global digital compact. The summit of the future adopted the Pac of the future and the GDC. As its annex. On Sunday, 20, second of September 2023. The input provided by stakeholders during the process of consultation, appeared to have yielded some positive results, with key elements relevant to technical community captured in the final version of the GDC Text.
· Some of these elements, largely drawn from the WSIS Tunis agenda, are the recognition of the technical community as a distinct stakeholder group with specific roles and responsibilities in the operation and evolution of the Internet. The clear distinction aligns with the WSIS Tunis agenda and the WSIS+ 10 outcome document clarifying the collaborative balance among all stakeholders in the Internet Ecosystem
· language on multi-stakeholder approach to Internet governance was also included additionally, the recognition of the Internet governance Forum or Igf as a primary multi-stakeholder platform for Internet governance is positive and presumed to some extent the Igf may continue.
· The future of IGF will be taken up by the UN during the WSIS+20 review next year,
while the outcome is largely positive, especially the fact that the GDC recognizes the significance of multi-stakeholder collaboration in the implementation. It is not clear where the follow-up and review will be concentrated in Geneva or in New York, and how the follow-up will be implemented.
· The GDC Is an important document that catalyzes stakeholders, including the technical community, to activate their effort in support of WSIS+20 and the IGF renewal, in order to inform our community and interested stakeholders. I can organize webinars for our members of the WSIS+20 outreach network to discuss and share perspectives on various developments in order. We also shared views in several blog posts. You can find this in the ICANN website.
· The next step the GDC. Calls for the establishment of an office to facilitate system-wide coordination for digital cooperation it would leverage existing activities and resources from the Tech envoys office, or it has been known as OSAD for short. The negotiation and the follow up on the implementation are behind closed doors between UN’s Member State and some relevant organizations.
· OSAD recently held Town Hall session on the GDC. And the next step there are still a number of unclear things - such as the new office, the implementation, and how it would interact with business review.
· OSAD expects the situation to be much clearer with the appointment of the 2 co-facilitators of the GDC. Implementation by the end of November.
Next point about the UN. 
· Cybercrime convention- you might have heard that on 9 August 2024, the Ad. Hoc Committee, to elaborate a comprehensive international convention on countering the use of information and communication technology for criminal purposes.
· A very, very long name, or AHC. For short, adopted the UN Convention on cybercrime, as it's more familiarly known. Once adopted formally by the UN General Assembly. Likely by the end of this year this Convention will become an international instrument. Once 40 States ratify it.
· Further negotiations on the specific of the Protocols will resume in 2026. If 60 States ratify this convention. It's encouraging to note that the involvement of the stakeholders in the negotiation of the convention was rather intensive.
· Stakeholders had an opportunity not only to give statements and receive feedbacks from delegation, but also to talk to negotiators directly on the UN Floor.
· Observers have noted that the awesome key that there are some drawbacks on the current convention text, such as human rights aspect, those related to content and the possibility of wide search and seizure activity.
Moving on to updates related to ITU.
· The second cluster of ITU, CWG.and Expert Group meeting for the year were held from 30th September through 11 October in Geneva. I will Update on the meetings where I can participate. Therefore, related to some of the activities related to us.
The focus on CWG WSIS and SDGS.
· A lot of alphabet soup is to facilitate inputs from the ITU membership on the ITU implementation of relevant WSIS outcomes and the 2030 agenda for sustainable development. Most pertinent to us are the processes that will eventually inform the WSIS+ 20 review outcome documents, such as preparations for  WSIS +20 high level event that will take place in July.
· UNCSTG, ANGTA and UN disasters, preparation, open consultation for all stakeholders for input. That will take place in January 2025. We will try to take part to highlight important initiatives, such as the coalition for Digital Africa.
· The CWG Internet held an open online consultation on the topic of developmental aspect to strengthen the Internet that ran from February to early September. This year there were 32 submissions from non-governmental organizations in some Member States, including from the technical community. ICANN submitted rated contribution, and we participated remotely at the physical consultation to share the main points of ICANN submission.
· We are glad to see that there were several views on the value and importance of the multi-stakeholder model in the Internet's development.
· So the next CWG Internet open consultation kicked off last month and runs through the end of January 2025, with the topic of the role of public policy in promoting multilingualization of the Internet.
· Once the consultation is published, we will post it on ICANN's website. ICANN welcomes this consultation so that we can share perspectives with all stakeholders. And we do plan to make a written submission.
· The informal expert group on preparation for the ITU World telecommunication. ICT. Policy forum or IEPWTPF 26 convened its 1st meeting on the early weeks of October. The WTPF. Essentially is a grouping that facilitates sharing and exchange ideas on emerging issues in the telecom. And ICT landscape. It's a non-treaty forum, and all members can speak. In addition, WTPF. Does not render regulatory updates or adopt resolutions instead. Wtpf produces consensus opinions and chairman's report, and these opinions are usually referenced in ITU resolution, and therefore can translate into new work items in ITU. While it does not adopt resolutions, their outcomes are influential.
· The theme of the WTPF 2026 is accelerating an inclusive, sustainable, resilient, and innovative digital future, where the meeting will discuss opportunities, challenges and policies to address issues such as bridging, digital divide, green digital transformation, resilience of telecommunication, and ICT.
· Icann has nominated a member of the OCTO Team.-Ulrich. Our main interest is mainly in the area of resilience of telecommunication, but of course, we will keep a lookout for relevant issues.
· So ICANN is involved in the preparatory process to the WTPF, to contribute with our technical experts to the technical views on to the conversation and work.
· I will move on to the last point on the development on what happened at the WTSA. 2024, the ITU World Telecommunication, standardization, Assembly, or WTSA 24 that took place in New Delhi, India, from October 15th to 24 Wtsa. Occurs every 4 years and set the work program for the ITU Telecommunications Standardization Sector for the next 4 year cycle, which in this case 2025 to 2028
· Icann attended the WTSA 24 and other I-star organizations were also present, and there was effective coordination among I-star organizations in the lead. Up and at WTSA 24 Icann's board chair Tripta Sinha was invited to the inaugural opening of the WTSA. And at a panel on AI standards in the Itu Global Standards Symposium. That happened the day before the start of the WTSA.
· ICANN at WTSA 24, Icann's mandate is to address geopolitical issues impacting our mission. And there are WTSA resolutions that deal with Internet resources, Dns and Internet governance. ITU resolutions play a role in shaping the questions for pre-standardization work at ITU-T.
· Consequently, Icann pays close attention to those Internet-related resolutions as they have the potential to undermine not only ICANN'S multi-stakeholder model, but also impacts the DNS and the Internet.
· So for ICANN, the key issues that we paid close attention to are primarily on things like the IDN and UA, specifically, whether the ITU-T will develop technical solutions to address issues with Universal Acceptance and the lack of understanding and awareness of ICANN and its community's effort in the areas of multilingualization in the Internet.
· We are glad to report that WTSA reached a consensus to revise the relevant resolution accordingly, which is to help encourage the adoption and promotion of Universal Acceptance in the multilingualization of the Internet.  Other issues that we also paid close attention to included Internet resolutions and protocol management of Internet resources. And ITU'S role in the implementation of the WSIS action line.
· We are happy to note that the WTSA outcomes are positive for ICANN insofar as they do not impact the ICANN's mission and the open Internet.
· Other resolutions were also adopted by WTSA, such as artificial intelligence, digital public structure, and metaverse. While we note that these resolutions are not related to ICANN's mission, they could open the door to discussion during the next ITU study period. So, therefore, vigilance is required by ICANN and our I-star partners, and we will continue to coordinate on this platform.

· ICANN will provide an update on what it has been doing in preparation ahead of the WSIS+ 20 review in 2025.
· So to briefly recap the WSIS Tunis agenda will be examined for the second time at its 20 year anniversary in 2025 in September, pertinent to Icann are the Tunis agenda's commitment to the Multi-Stakeholder Model of Internet Governance, its mandate to extend the IGF, and the recognition of the unique role and distinct contributions of the technical community as a stakeholder of Internet governance.
· So with these objectives in mind, we've been rolling out initiatives that seek to highlight facts to inform the general public and decision-makers on the significant impacts of our desired outcomes.
· Icann's contributions can be classified into 2 broad categories: Those that are initiated and driven by Icann Org and those that we do to facilitate participation by interested community members. We conduct our work through providing fact-based evidence to support our goals, such as how the multi-stakeholder model has created the rules around IDN and UA, which subsequently support the creation of a multilingual Internet for meaningful connectivity.
· We're hopeful that our sharing will help inform policymakers and interested stakeholders who are keen to support this endeavor. We have also been actively engaging governments through our internal processes, such as the high level government meeting in ICANN, 80 in Kigali, and also through our regular
engagements with the GAC.
WE invite all to participate personnally or by Youtube on those discussion for preparation of WSIS+20.

 ASP – GTLD SESSION – MARIKA KONINGS

·  I think it's important to recognize that the implementation of this program is truly a cross functional effort with colleagues from almost all parts of Icann contributing to the delivery of the program. At the same time, it's also a real partnership with the Icann community, and in particular the Implementation Review team who are supporting us in our efforts to deliver this program in line with the intent of the policy recommendations, and and timeline that we have set up for ourselves.
· So for today's agenda, Ii will 1st give you a brief overview of the overall state of the program followed by some deep dives on some of the specific elements of the program, namely, the applicant guidebook or AGB. The applicant support program, also known as ASP the Registry Service Provider evaluation program, RSP, and the work that's being undertaken in relation to outreach engagement and applicant readiness, and there will be an opportunity to ask questions after each segment, and and we also have carved out some time at the end of our presentation for questions. 
· As we move to the overall program status update, I wanted to point you to the briefing document that we published that provides you with further details on the overall status of implementation, but also for each of the projects, work streams and functional support areas. And I'm hoping that one of my colleagues has already put the link in the chat for those of you who may not have had a chance to review this.. It provides an overview of the overall program organization with a governance model at the top, and the different work streams, projects, and functional support areas underneath.
· What may helpful to call out is that compared to the last version, we've now added a project for name collision following the Board's adoption of the ALAC advice on this topic.
· Furthermore, the readiness team launched in July of this year and is focusing on both applicant as well as internal Icann organizational readiness. I think it's important to note that we have been very clear with the team that yellow and red are not necessarily bad. Of course,we prefer everything to be green, but we rather have an honest assessment of where things stand, so we can assess the risks and put mitigation plans in place, instead of being surprised when things suddenly do not go as planned.
· I know that the yellow and red may jump out. But there's also a lot of green here, which means that for most of the projects and work streams work is progressing as planned, and the overall program also remains on track. But we are flagging some risks in relation to schedule and resources that could affect the overall status, if not addressed adequately.
· As you will know, this is the status as of 30th of September, and I think it's important to point out that we have been working hard over the last few weeks to work through the reasons for the delays that were encountered by the Registry Service testing project as well as the services project and based on those efforts. I think we're able to change the status for Rst to yellow, and I think shared storage services is almost back to green, meaning that the impact on other projects that are dependent on the deliverables of these 2 projects are expected to have been minimized.
· There is still some risk. But I said, we've put mitigation plans in place that have given us the confidence that we're able to reduce the impact of of these delays
· so that these do not have a trickle down effect on other projects, such as Rsp. GUSTAVO  ( WE WILL OPEN NOT LATER THAN DECEMBER 2025 AND START JAN 2026.
· You will find more details on the different issues risks as well as the mitigation plans. In the Pre Icon, 81 status update.
· As you're already getting highlights from the work that's happening on the applicant guidebook ASP, RSP. And the Community engagement and applicant readiness projects, and I thought I would just highlight a couple of other areas where significant work is also being undertaken. 1st of all, we confirmed the expected gTLD evaluation fee last month, which is an important piece of information for those considering whether to apply significant progress is also being made on the base registry agreement, which is the agreement that new registry operators will need to sign. Once they have passed all the evaluations review of the updates to the Base registry agreement will also be a topic of focus for the implementation review team at Icann, 81.
· A lot of work is also happening in the gTLD application processing or gap projects, which is where the systems and processes are being designed to allow for the submission and subsequent processing of applications, a total of 10 systems and 6 integrations to other existing systems have been identified as needing to be developed with a Tld application management system or tams being the main one.
· And last, but not least, the team has also spent significant time and effort working through the GAC advice that was received following ICANN 80 on ASP and contention resolution, including supporting consultations that were held between the board and the GAC.
· I just wanted to give you a quick reminder of the different timelines that we're working towards as you will see both at ASP and RSP. Are planning to open for applications right after ICANN 81 with the gTLD application window expected to open in April 2026.
·  Several documents are also open for contributions from the Community.


DNS WOMEN SESSION 

· We coordinate a very successful session with more than 85 participants attending personally and 71 online. 
·  Our focus as the invitation shows: Strengthening the Multistakeholder Model by women in Tech in the DNS industry. 
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·  Our agenda : Welcome, and Introduction to the Session- AMRITA as ASIA PACI region. Recognizing the JON POSTEL AWARD received by Dr. Steve Crocker! 
· Introduction to DNS Women – Vanda and Cheryl 
· Remarks from Board Members, BECKY, LEON, PATRICIO, SARAH, SAJID and the new OMBUSPerson LIZA 
· Initial remarks from an ISOC Board Members, and relevant members: AVRI and KATHY, 
· Intervention by Steve Crocker - and Elizabeth “Jake” Feinler- will enter online from US, regarding her award from Computer Museum in San Francisco/USA for her contribution to the WHOIS, among other relevant achievements. 
· Spotlight:  Call on the importance of women in the domain industry to strengthen the Multistakeholder Model and how they can do so.
·    Jo Fan YU, Managing Director and CEO of Taiwan Network Information Center 
·   Interactive discussion from the floor 
·   Experience sharing by Young Women in Tech from the ASIA-PACIFIC region.  
· Questions?       
· Closing remarks 
  Picture after closing the session:
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 Link to follow the session: https://icann.zoom.us/rec/play/Avas7C24NlpHRGLXgRZi3G92J2wnxNjoRKz3J0wFuy6es_81_QXXnfZQYCz-Sr0ROjX-aVlDq7apm_yN.0F4-dvAvsrWd88zC?canPlayFromShare=true&from=share_recording_detail&startTime=1731478001000&componentName=rec-play&originRequestUrl=https%3A%2F%2Ficann.zoom.us%2Frec%2Fshare%2FmUsnZWiUPcE92_LS9Fmo31vGRFVJq3XBRXp_ryLVwTPbFdabz22s9erNg1TN0a5X.XH9iZHSc41cDzFR1%3FstartTime%3D1731478001000
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