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Abstract

The UK has reviewed the current activity on Internationalized Domain Names (IDNs) and the responses to the recent ITU-T SG17 Collective letter that was reported on at the December 2006 meeting. As a consequence the UK makes a proposal with regard to the current and future status of Q.16/17.

Introduction

The environment that saw the creation of Q.16/17 has changed dramatically in recent months. Where once there was little or no activity on Internationalized Domain Names, this has been replaced with a successful trial on introducing IDNs into the root servers.  As part of the activity the unfortunate limited response to Circular Letter 96 gave some indication as to the focus of those ccTLDs that replied.

Discussion

The activities within ICANN to perform tests that include IDNs in the root have moved apace in recent months, and has perhaps accounted for the rather disappointing response to the Circular Letter.  These issues combined provide an insight into the world of IDNs that are worth noting here.

At the time that Q.16/17 was established the plans to test IDNs were just that - plans. Timescales had, for whatever reason, slipped, and it appeared to the outside world that little progress was being made. That has changed.  ICANN has

· successfully conducted  laboratory tests of Internationalized Top Level Domain Labels in December of 2006 (see http://www.icann.org/topics/idn/idn-report-15feb07.pdf).

· published a test plan for evaluating IDNs in the public DNS (see  http://www.icann.org/topics/idn/idn-evaluation-plan-v2%209.pdf).

Also the Government Advisory Committee (GAC) and the Country Code Top Level Domain Name (ccTLD) Supporting Organization agreed on a set of policy issues to be resolved in respect to the selection and introduction of IDN ccTLDs (see http://www.icann.org/topics/idn/ccnso-gac-issues-report-on-idn-09jul07.pdf).
The concern of member States as to the correct encoding of scripts was a similar issue that drove the creation of Q.16/17. However the establishment by the ITU of a liaison status with the Unicode Consortium and the fact that it is Unicode that is the basis of IDNs provides a channel by which issues and concerns can be raised. For example, the ITU has participated informally in the open meetings surrounding IDN issues at ICANN.
At the time that ICANN was putting in place its activity of IDN testing, Q.16/17 circulated a collective letter. The responses that were received, whilst clearly indicating that ICANN was the focus, were insufficient in number to perform any useful statistical test. However, both of these observations allow a conclusion to be made with regard to the status of Q.16/17.

Proposal

The activity undertaken in ICANN and the establishment of the liaison with the Unicode Consortium have changed the environment within which Q.16/17 exists, and which is reflected in the number and nature of the responses to the circular letter.

There has been adequate time and opportunity within the lifetime of Q.16/17 to raise contributions detailing the needs of ITU Member States and Sector Members with respect to ITU-T Recommendations or other provisions, and no needs have been established beyond those provided by other bodies. While the dissemination of information about IDN has been useful, this alone does not justify the use of ITU-T resources.

The UK, in reviewing Resolution 48 and noting the nature of input to this question to-date, believes that Recommendations (or other ITU provisions) are not relevant and at this time there is insufficient action for this question to remain active, therefore proposes placing Q.16/17 in a dormant state in the current study period.

It is anticipated that during the 2009 to 2012 study period ICANN, IETF and the Unicode consortium will continue to address any remaining issues with respect to IDN, and that there is no currently identifiable requirements that justify continuation of Q.16/17 as a separate study. Should any study be required, it is suggested that this is associated with questions on Directories or related protocols.

In short, the UK proposes that the Q.16/17 study be concluded at the April 2008 SG 17 meeting with a report that no Recommendation (or other ITU provision) is required for IDN and the issue is covered by the results and actions of other SDOs.
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