	
	Comments of Mr. Sergey Charikov, President of Regtime.net and Mr. Alex Sozonov, Chair of Russian Language Working Group, CEO of Russian Language Network Information Center.

Name of the paper:  Draft WGIG Issue Paper on the Multilingualization of Internet Naming System


	
	Has the issue as it applies to the question of Internet Governance been adequately identified?



	
	We represent the Regtime.net company - the only Russian registrar of IDN.IDN domain name.

We are really impressed to see this draft and hope that it could be promising if we will work on this document together.

We want to inform you that since may 2001 our company Regtime.net are already running IDN.IDN domain name within Russia (Cyrillic languages). We deployed fully Russian (Cyrillic languages) IDN.IDN (Russian.Russian) domain names in ".КОМ .НЕТ .ОРГ" TLDs etc. in Russian (loosely equivalent to ".COM .NET .ORG" TLDs in English).

Over the years we have attract several thousand customers, and after similar independent launches of IDN in China and also in Israel and awareness of the Chinese and Israeli efforts were reported in the Russian media, we have seen a dramatic growth in registrations. We are following the IETF/IDNA standards and don't have any problems with IDN.IDN technology. 

To cater to public policy issues, we at Regtime initiated Russian Language Working Group together with Russian language experts, representatives of the President of Russia Executive Office, The Russian Academy of Sciences and Russian Institute of Public Networks and Cyrillic Script Working Group. And this has allowed us to coordinate amongst Russians and others in the Cyrillic language community, including the Georgian language. While we have tried to engage ICANN repeatedly and basically failed, the coordination has been primarily internal to Russia with the occasional help of MINC and awareness at ITU. 

Recently as we have had a big impact in the registration business, public interest and activities after the governmental approved deployment in China, we have already coordinated our deployments efforts in Russia with that in China (the government deployment) and with that by a private party in Israel (private deployment), and as a result all our IDN.IDN domain names are resolving mutually. 

Given our success over the years with both inter-language coordination (within Russian and Russia) and intra-language coordination (between Russia/Russian and elsewhere) it is clear that the "mutual coordination" effort works between different deployments. Given that everyone seems to be more or less following the IETF/IDNA tech standards, what remains is just policy considerations and mutual co-ordination. Policy considerations are essentially sovereign / cultural in nature and cannot be determined by a body outside of that culture/country. In the Russian case - our RLWG efforts has ensured that politically correct registration policies unique to the Russian situation are being carried out. We understand in other cases like China, the Ministry of Information itself is setting registration policy for IDNs. Thus even the Registration policy is being handled without outside help. What remains is really just the simple intra-language / country coordination that is not covered by IDNA alone. This is not much and as our experience shows is being handled by mutual coordination amongst different IDN deployment efforts.

If there is a need for greater and more efficient mutual coordination, we think an agency like AINC is already doing it for Arabic countries and JET for (Chinese, Japanese and Korean) and MINC between regional groups. In fact we also know that ITU has volunteered to do that coordination too - i.e. to provide a forum where we independent sovreign groups can inter-coordinate their deployments. Perhaps WGIG /United Nations could play that role in the future more effectively. 



	
	

	
	Does the paper cover the topic with sufficient depth and accuracy?



	
	In any case, in summary, we suggest the following be added to your wonderful draft thus far:

(1) Note that besides your discussions of IDN.jp and IDN.cn (i.e. Korea, China, Japan) launches that have been commercially and otherwise successful deployments in the Russian language - full IDN.IDN - operating continually since 2001. Please include this fact in your document as it predates some of these other Asian documents.

(2) Please point out that (a) technology standards are really more or less finished and almost everyone is mostly following it, (b) registration policy issues are an entirely sovereign/cultural affair and do not need an outside body and are being already very well handled by local governments and regional groups and (c) even the last point of intra-deployment coordination is being increasingly handled by the people deploying it itself and outside agencies are willing to help like ITU and MINC. So not much is really needed. However if there is a need, one could use more intra-deployment coordination - someone arranging meetings for the various deployment groups to talk to each other.

 Perhaps that is the best role for WGIG to foster. Maybe you can make this clear point in your document as certainly one view from a group that has deployed since 2001 in a country as major as Russia.



	
	

	
	Does the paper achieve a reasonable balance in weighing relevant matters?



	
	

	
	Any other comments

	
	


