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	Abstract:
	This Liaison Statement responds to TSAG-LS23 on Guidelines on the appointment and operations of registration authorities.



Although the concept of registration authorities as discussed in the “Guidelines on the appointment and operations of registration authorities” does not apply to the TSB, there are operational implications that are within the remit of ITU-T SG2 and for which normative text is required.
The guidelines describe two ITU-T Recommendations required for a registration authority – a technical Recommendation and a procedural Recommendation. It is the latter that falls under the remit of ITU-T SG2. Many of the details of the “Guidelines on the appointment and operations of registration authorities” overlap.
Some of the specific details that indicate where further operational considerations are required are as follows:
a) The approval process for the procedural Recommendation should, in line with WTSA Resolution 40, be TAP. Specifically, because it contains elements that are related to identification.
b) In clause 6.4 the reference to “criteria for applicants for registration” is followed by a possible list. This is insufficient as such criteria need to be defined in normative text together with a specified list (as opposed to an exemplar list) that is applied consistently and transparently.
c) The process to assess any application should not be made to a study group, but to the Director of TSB, and an authoritative group should review such an application and advise the Director of TSB. It should not be a study group that makes that decision. To do otherwise is to raise potential issues of personal liability.
d) In the detail some other issues that should be treated in a consistent and transparent manner are:
I. The applicant will have a focal point and the application should come from that entity (clause 6.7).
II. The fees to be charged are outside the remit of the ITU (clause 6.5 and clause 8).
III. The need for continued membership of the organization referred to in clause 6.4 should be covered in clause 6.8.
IV. The complete list of information for the register should be given, not just the minimum (clause 6.9).
V. The criteria for rejection should be the failure of the applicant to meet the criteria specified in clause 6.4 (see clause 6.10).
VI. The need for clause 6.11 is not well explained.
e) Clause 7 limits the use of the “Guidelines on the appointment and operations of registration authorities” to a study group meeting. The process should not be so limited, and in not being so limited the time for submission is not the issue but rather the time to take a decision.
f) Clause 7.3 should not be required if the entity is a member of the organisations identified in clause 6.4. The fact that there is reference to the ITU legal advisor would indicate a role for the ITU for which a cost is incurred and which should be recovered by the Union.
g) Clause 9 does not indicate what steps would be taken if there was no annual report.
It is the view of SG2 that whilst the “Guidelines on the appointment and operations of registration authorities” are a useful baseline text, there are operational issues for which ITU-T SG2 should develop the above-mentioned procedural Recommendation.
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