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Barcelona Meeting & Background
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What is the mission and scope? E# & &K U R EE

Initiated by GNSO, triggered by
ICANN Board’s adoption of
Temporary Specification
GNSOIZ & > TRt & h.
ICANNIEE S D TempSpec
RIRME oM

To confirm, or not, the Temp Spec as
Consensus Policy by 25 May 2019
TempSpecZaA vt YRR —
ELTEETHIMLEZELNE2019
F5H25BF TIZRE

Develop Policy Recs and answer 52
Charter Questions

R O—EEDREL U220 F v
— 42 —B/IZhEZ

Discuss a standardized access model to nonpublic registration data
3F"Fa‘ﬁ”‘fi-r BADBELRINEZT IV CRETILEER
Only after the “gating questions” specified in the EPDP Team’s Charter are
addressed and non objection from GNSO Council
EPDPF—LTE® bl THEHFEM] [COVWTLEIn=&., ELTVGCNSO

AEENORADNENT &

Only covers topics in the Temp Spec
Temp SpecH D T— DHIKD
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https://gnso.icann.org/sites/default/files/file/field-file-attach/temp-spec-gtld-rd-epdp-19jul18-en.pdf

EPDP activities in Barcelona 7\JLt A} TDiEEN(1/2)

® The EPDP Team met four times during ICANNG3, including a full-day meeting

in Saturday.
EPDPF—AIXICANNG3= HAA

1124

D
Hl ==

B &Rt

® The primary goal of the meetings was to finalize the EPDP Team’s
rt. In working through its charter

recommendations for its Initial Repo
quesﬁons

=850 = 3:0PAN=R el =
Y — 9 ﬁﬁ%ﬁbfﬁ%ﬂ

WS

ERITOBMEHETE.

® The EPDP Team continued to discuss purposes for processing registration
data, related processing activities, lawful bases of processing activities.

EPDPF — LI(L &8 T— 4 LI
IEEFOEBILZ DN TEER 7 ik ks

. BAET—2NEFE, L

® The topics were also: Legal vs. Natural, Geographic Basis, Redacted Data

etc.

EAXEAN., tIEBpERE., mESNT=T

— 3G ELER
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https://community.icann.org/display/EOTSFGRD/EPDP+Team+Charter

EPDP activities in Barcelona 7\)Ltz A} TOD;EE) (2/2)

® Meetings were partly supported by professional facilitation to help the
team to reach some agreement

EPDPOEEEEEERZEDEH—ETOD 77 )T
— 2 =Y R—F

® The EPDP Team organized a High Interest Topic Session, during
which representatives from the EPDP Team presented an overview of
the EPDP Team’s composition, scope, progress, working methodology

such data elements workbooks, and expected next steps in relation to
the publication of its Initial Report

FEREB Y 3 T E
® Expanded update was shared with GNSO Council during the GNSO
Council Public meeting where councillors gave guidance regarding

using legal counsel by EPDP team and continuing to use professional
facilitation for deliberations.

VKM 7 v 77— FHGNSOFFERICHEBE S
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https://community.icann.org/display/EOTSFGRD/2018-10-22+ICANN63+Barcelona+-+EPDP+High+Interest+Topic+Session

EPDP Team
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Towards an Initial Report #IEIE&EEIZM (T T

EPDP Team held 29 fully-attended, multi-hour meetings in the 13 weeks available to it and also held 45+
hours of face-to-face meetings in Barcelona (at the ICANN meeting) and in Los Angeles.

EPDPF—LIFXINETIC29RIEE ZFHME L. /Lt OF TILEH45RME L L

[ChizUXEEEER

© Review of Temporary Specification (Triage Report) Temp Specd) LEa1— (k1) 7_:)
LR— k)

© Review and response to each Charter Question, collectively but also with the assistance of small
teams to address specific issues %7‘ Y — /5‘ —Eﬁ:ﬁ’\o) LE a1— EB K U@%‘u‘_\ fﬁi
DEREEM F/INF — LE%IL

© Documenting purposes, each data processing activity, lawful basis, data elements and responsible
parties (data elements workbooks) B B, & T —X WIR;EE). EEN, T—F =
FEEXSEFICHALTXEL

© Prioritizing work to ensure critical issues are addressed for Temporary Specification expiration EE
arraMTemp Spec kN E TICHRRT 5 & 2 EXDEBEIEGLATIF

© Initial report published the 21st November FI[BIFREZE (X118 21 B IZ A FH

© Public Comment ongoing using google form to collect structured input J%'L E%$ (i*ﬁﬁﬂﬁo) -
$HGoogle 7 + — L TEfEH

© Each recommendation can be commented. E}J%ﬁ:f: oAk EIﬁE
© There are also questions for community input to give guidance to EPDP team, including the gating

questions. BEREMZE8L I a2 =T MRITOEBBELHY



https://www.icann.org/public-comments/epdp-gtld-registration-data-specs-initial-2018-11-21-en
https://www.icann.org/public-comments/epdp-gtld-registration-data-specs-initial-2018-11-21-en

Initial Report Overview ¢RI EEHE
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Executive Summary

=219

Overview of Preliminary
Recommendations

FlrEh S DEE

EPDP Team Approach
EPDPF—LMHE Y #H
HH

EPDP Team Responses to charter
questions & Preliminary
Recommendations

Fy—42—EBEBELUVTHEE
LEANDEPDPF—LDE%Z

Initial Report — Structure FIEIREEDIEE

Next Steps
R D EE &

Glossary

FzE

Background, membership &
attendance, early input

B, *nN—, HE
Wik, PEADE RiZ{H

Data Elements
Workbooks

T—RER—E




Preliminary Recommendations F{§#)&
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Preliminary Recommendations F{E&1&

®© 22 Preliminary Recommendations - no formal consensus call taken yet (consensus call will be made

for the final report) 22D FRENENE INF-HNERXR I U U H RXIZIEE L T (KR
EZICTCaVvEUYRERFE)
© Differing views are noted with the Initial Report, when applicable. ZL9 5 173"%, Bii-o1=R
AlIIPBEEZICHE SN DS
© Address issues such as, what is / are the: BX Y #H 4 ZR 8
O Purposes for processing gTLD Registration Data gTLD & §% 7 — & ALIE H #
O Data elements required to be processed MIBRNERINSGT—FER

(e.g., collected, transferred from registrar to registry, provided to data escrow providers,
provided to ICANN Compliance) (f5l : IR&E. LA SV R M) ERE, T—2 I X
HO—7OanNg Z—~DiHE, ICANNTI > TS5 4 7 2 XM i)

O Redaction of data elements that contain or could be considered personal data 1|E|A7_‘— %

BUYHLLKIFIBEAT I THIOIEALGINET—IEZRDHESE

Data retention period T—4 REFHAR

Meaning of “Reasonable Access” TERE TV X | DERK

Lawful bases (as described by GDPR) for processing registration data = k7 — 2 JLIE|[Z

9 % ARIRHL(GDPRTEE)

O Responsible parties Rt (i.e., Joint Data Controllers, Data Controllers, Data
Processors f§l : BT —42 EEBE, T—2EHEE, T—FNIEE)

O Effect of GDPR on existing Consensus Policies / Procedures BEfED A >tz Y AR &
— /FRIZHE [+ S5GDPRMDFZZE (e.g.. URS, UDRP, Transfer Policy {5 : URS, |

O OO

2 UDRP, ##5/K 1) & —) 13




Topics expected to be further considered S HIZRENBELRIEH

@®

Appropriateness of a Controller vs. Joint-Controller agreement between ICANN and contracted parties
ICANN & Z2H9BREICHE LT, EEBEBXNAREEEZEDESEDZE H M (Prelim. Rec
#13)

If/how to distinguish registrants as legal or natural persons (&O) KD (:)ﬁfi% iEANEAN
& LTHAIT 5H(Q7)

If/how to differentiate registrants on a geographic basis (&0) KD (:)ﬁfi% ZHh I EAET

X 7l9 % H\(Q7)
Lawful basis for processing data 7— % {RFEEDERIEHL(6(1)b vs 6(1)f) (Prelim.
Rec #14)

Impact on preliminary recommendations on existing policies such as Thick WHOIS Thick WHOIS
BEBGFERY D —~DFRBEDODEE

For data elements that are optional (i.e., Tech contact), should it be optional for a registrar to offer that

contact field? {E & T — 4 1IHH (15'] : ?ﬁf’ﬁ@%ﬁ?ﬂ%%)(:@ LT. LR FSREIFIZHE

EIEB & REH(Prelim. Rec #4)
Data redaction: should the Organization field be redacted T—A R . HHBRAIERIIIRSER]
e TR EDH (Prelim. Rec # 8/ Q5)

Should a separate “purpose” be provided for DNS security and stability research? DNStEFxa 7

¢ EREMICET AHERITIHBEDEMNMRERE SN HEED (Q1)
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Questions for Input BRINE D 1= D E R
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Questions for Community Input A2 2 =F 4 H DB RINED-HDE

®

Report also includes 11 questions for Community Input — EPDP Team is looking for
focused, well-reasoned input that will facilitate finalization of the report, responses to

charter questions and recommendations. FREZ(FIAZI 2 =T A+ Mo DERIR
HDO=-H11DERZEL ., EPDPF— A(i*&n =, Fvy—42—&E[”.
BLUVEHENDHERILZRET S, ERrKonI(ERDFTINEE
RIEHZXR6H TS,

The EPDP Team is interested in your reasoning and rationale - not just your position.
Important to demonstrate GDPR Compliance when changes are proposed. EPDPF
—LIFEIEEDER DI TGS, EHEBRRICEKNH D, EE
NRESNSFRICCDPREHDIIME G EHT-HICEETH S,

Initial Report also includes a number of issues on which no agreement has been

reached. FIAIFEZEIZFAEICE>TLWEHEWHMZ L DEREEEZSATLS,

Specific issues requiring clarification and/or confirmation may be communicated to the
European Data Protection Board (EDPB) for feedback to help inform deliberations. This

is under discussion within EPDP team. Y5 EDH R (M T— 2 REFE S
(EDPB)~NMDBERFEIL B LUV F-IHEZENIDLETH S,

NNNNN
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Next Steps R EX &

® Continuing deliberations on outstanding items to reach agreement. §&.123%
5L ORELXERICEL TR ZHG

® Waiting for the end of public comment period to review the received input and
decide if recommendations should be amended substantively. = & &5 EARS
DETHF-LT, FALI-aOAVMELEa—L., #IEZXKEICEZ
HREMNRTE

® 3rd Face to Face meeting in Toronto. 3B DX EEEZAH T4 - OV
~ THAE

® Deliver final report in 1st February to GNSO Council for approval. 201942 A
1BICERBRBES ZONSOFEBE~NEKRZE RO L =HIZIRE

® By Kobe meeting, EPDP team should start or preparing for the phase 2 iR
LEFE TIC, EPDPF—AIE 7 = — X200 %5 % BitR

You can get regular update from EPDP by subscribing to the Weekly Update or
checking here. BRI EZHEHRT 2Hh. WebN—TFF v I 79
NILE AR R BB AT 2 IR1F Al 5E

2 |17

NNNNN


https://community.icann.org/display/EOTSFGRD/GNSO+Council+Updates
https://community.icann.org/display/EOTSFGRD/GNSO+Council+Updates
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GNSO Council Updates

® Approval of PDP 3.0 recommendations and initiating the effort to

create an implementation plan to be overseen by the new council
® Termination to RDS Working Group.

® New Council started after AGM and new GNSO Chair elected

| | 20



EPDP Team Composition

Chair GNSO
RySG RrSG CSG NCSG
3 Members 3 Members 6 Members 6 Members
1 Chair ’J! ’J! ’J! ’J!
(4 (4] (4 (4
3 Alternates 3 Alternates 3 Alternates 3 Alternates
2 members + 1 alternate
per constituency
— ALAC — SSAC — GAC — Liaisons
2 Members 2 Members 3 Members 2 ICANN Staff Liaisons !
(Legal & GDD)
1 GNSO
Jl Council Liaison
2 Alternates 2 Alternates 3 Alternates 2 ICANN Board Liaisons

% | 21
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Questions for Community Input

Are these purposes sufficiently specific and, if not, how do you propose to modify them?
Please provide a rationale, keeping in mind compliance with GDPR. Should any purposes be
added? If so, please identify the proposed additional purposes and provide a rationale for
including them, keeping in mind compliance with GDPR.

Are the data elements recommended as required for registrar collection necessary for the
purposes identified? If not, why not? Are any data elements missing that are necessary to
achieve the purposes identified? If so, please provide the missing data element(s) and a
rationale, keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.

Are there other data elements that are required to be transferred between registrars and
registries / escrow providers that are necessary to achieve the purposes identified? If so,
please provide the relevant rationale, keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.

Are there other data elements that are required to be transferred between registrars and
registries / ICANN Compliance that are necessary to achieve the purposes identified? If so,
please identify those data elements and provide the relevant rationale, keeping in mind
compliance with the GDPR. Are there identified data elements that are not required to be
transferred between registrars and registries / ICANN Compliance and are not necessary to
achieve the purposes identified? If so, please identify those data elements and explain.

2 | 22




Questions for Community Input

Should the EPDP Team consider any changes in the redaction of data elements? If so,
please identify those changes and provide the relevant rationale, keeping in mind compliance
with the GDPR.

Should the EPDP Team consider any changes to the recommended data retention periods?
If so, please identify those changes and provide the relevant rationale, keeping in mind
compliance with the GDPR. Do you believe the justification for retaining data beyond the term
of the domain name registration is sufficient? Why or why not? Please provide a rationale for
your answer.

What other factors should the EPDP team consider about whether Contracted Parties should
be permitted or required to differentiate between registrants on a geographic basis? Between
natural and legal persons? Are there any other risks associated with differentiation of
registrant status (as natural or legal person) or geographic location? If so, please identify
those factors and/or risks and how they would affect possible recommendations, keeping in
mind compliance with the GDPR. Should the community explore whether procedures would
be feasible to accurately distinguish on a global scale whether registrants/contracted parties
fall within jurisdiction of the GDPR or other data protection laws? Can the community point to
existing examples of where such a differentiation is already made and could it apply at a
global scale for purposes of registration data?

2 |23




Questions for Community Input

8. Should the EPDP Team consider any changes to its recommendations in relation to
“reasonable access™? If so, please identify the proposed changes and please provide the
relevant rationale, keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.

9. Should the EPDP Team consider any changes to the responsibility designations and/or
identified lawful bases? If so, please identify the proposed change(s) and provide the
relevant rationale, keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.

10. Are there any changes that the EPDP Team should consider in relation to the URS and
UDRP that have not already been identified? If so, please provide the relevant rationale,
keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.

11. Are there any changes that the EPDP Team should consider in relation to the Transfer
Policy that have not already been identified? If so, please provide the relevant rationale,
keeping in mind compliance with the GDPR.
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