Proposed GNSO Council Response to CCT Review Team Recommendations Passed Through to GNSO

Description Directed to GNSO Council Proposed Rationale
Other Groups Response

(I8 The GNSO should initiate a new Polic
Development Process (PDP) to create
consistent privacy baseline across al
registries, including to explicitly cover cases
of privacy infringements such as sharing o
selling personal data without a lawful basis,
such as the consent of that person.
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modifications are not easily identified, then
the review team recommends continued
monitoring until more data is collected and
made available for a review at a later date.

A cost-benefit analysis and review of the
Trademark Clearinghouse (TMCH) and its
scope should be carried out to provide
quantifiable information on the costs and
benefits associated with the present state of
the TMCH services and thus to allow for an
effective policy review. Since our initial draft
recommendation, the RPM PDP has started
reviewing the TMCH in detail and ICANN has
appointed Analysis Group to develop and
conduct the survey(s) to assess the use and
effectiveness of the Sunrise and Trademark
Claims RPMs. Provided that the RPM PDP has
sufficient data from this survey or other
surveys and is able to draw firm conclusions,
the CCT Review Team does not consider that
an additional review is necessary. However,
the CCT Review Team reiterates its
recommendation for a cost-benefit analysis
to be carried out if such analysis can enable
objective conclusions to be drawn. Such cost-
benefit analysis should include but not
necessarily be limited to looking at cost to
brand owners, cost to registries, and cost to
registrars of operating with the TMCH now
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the RPM WG.
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TMCH is the scope
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and going forward and look at the interplay altering the way the

with premium pricing. services function, making
concrete cost-benefit
analyses outside the scope
of this report.”
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