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Summary Report on Reservation of Third Level Domains
I.
Introduction and Overview

There are currently two TLDs that expressly reserve names at the third level, .pro and .name.


A.  .Pro

The .pro TLD was proposed by RegistryPro as an unsponsored TLD restricted to registrations by persons and entities that are credentialed by appropriate entities (such as through governmental bodies and professional organizations) to provide professional services. A key feature of the proposal, and one mentioned in the Board's selection process, is that the registration process for .pro provide a highly trustworthy framework for registrations by professionals. The proposed structure of the TLD is to have second-level domains for specific professions, such as .med.pro for physicians.

· ICANN Accra Meeting Topic: Approval of Registry Agreement for .pro (posted 7 March 2002, available at: http://www.icann.org/accra/pro-agmt-topic.htm)

Members of the medical, legal, accounting and engineering professions, licensed in the United States, Canada, Germany or the United Kingdom, are eligible to register for third-level .Pro domains. Registrants can secure profession-specific third-level names such as [name].law.pro, [name].med.pro and [name].cpa.pro.
· Registry Pro, the exclusive Operator of .pro domains (http://nic.pro/products_overview.htm)
B.
.Name

The .name TLD was established by The Global Name Registry, Ltd. in 2002 as an unsponsored TLD where the second level represented the proper names of individuals (e.g., smith.name), including fictional characters for whom the registrant has rights.  The third level would be the given name of a person (e.g., John.Smith.name) or fictional character (e.g., Harry.Potter.name) , and could be registered by an individual or rightsholder.

II.
Restricted & Reserved Names
A.
Registry Restrictions.  


1.
Prohibited Third-Level .pro Labels. 
The .pro Registry Agreement is available at: http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/pro/.  Appendix L to ICANN’s Unsponsored TLD Agreement specifies names specific to .pro that are not available for registration.  Specifically, Section 2.4 provides:

Prohibited Third-Level Labels. The following words and strings may not be registered as third-level labels for Registered Names: av, ca, cca, cert, certificate, dir, directory, email, grpa, http, mail, mx, mx[followed by a number from 0 to 100], ns, ns[followed by a number from 0 to 100], pro, registrypro, verify, verification, wap, www and www[followed by a number from 0 to 100]. However, names having third-level labels that include any of the foregoing words and strings may be registered, such as dirksen.med.pro. 

(http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/pro/registry-agmt-appl-30sep04.htm)


2.
Prohibited Third-Level .name Labels. 
The following words and strings may not be registered as (i) the third level domain name in a domain name registration, (ii) the user name in an SLD E-mail registration, or (iii) the third level of a Defensive Registration: dir, directory, email, genealogy, http, mail, mx, mx[followed by a number from 0 to 100], ns, ns[followed by a number from 0 to 100], wap, www and www[followed by a number from 0 to 100]. However, names having third-level labels that include any of the foregoing words and strings may be registered, such as dirk.smith.name.  (http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/name/registry-agmt-appl-8aug03.htm)
B.
Reserved Names.  
The .pro Registry Agreement conforms to the August 1, 2002 version of the Unsponsored Registry Agreement, which supports unsponsored TLD registries in which names are to be registered at the third level.  From a plain reading of Appendix K it seems that all names reserved as to the second level are likewise reserved as to the third level (that the Schedule of Reserved Names applies not only at the second level, but “at all other levels within the TLD at which Registry Operator”), so apply to both .pro and .name third level names (see  http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/pro/registry-agmt-appk-21may04.htm, and http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/name/registry-agmt-appk-8aug03.htm, respectively).
ICANN:

· aso

· dnso

· icann

· internic

· pso

IANA-related names:

· afrinic

· apnic

· arin

· example

· gtld-servers

· iab

· iana

· iana-servers

· iesg

· ietf

· irtf

· istf

· lacnic

· latnic

· rfc-editor

· ripe

· root-servers
C.
Patterns of names staying with the registry.  
1.  .Pro:  For each .pro PS-SLD, the following domains will be delegated directly to Registry Operator:

1. directory.<PS-SLD>.pro

2. www.<PS-SLD>.pro
(http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/pro/registry-agmt-appx-21may04.htm)

2.  .Name:  Patterns of .name names staying with Registry in the event of reassignment:

1.  Whenever any name is registered as a third-level domain (e.g., john.smith.name), or a second level Email Forwarding, the following domains will be delegated directly to Registry Operator: <second-level domain>.name - the corresponding second-level domain (e.g., smith.name)

    2. Directory.<second-level name>.name

    3. www.<second-level name>.name

(http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/name/registry-agmt-appx-8aug03.htm)

D.
Names Registered to Registry Operator, Appendix X (http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/pro/registry-agmt-appx-21may04.htm and http://www.icann.org/tlds/agreements/name/registry-agmt-appx-8aug03.htm).  This analysis does not consider names registered to the Registry Operator (and identified in the respective Appendices X for .name and .pro) since the names are registered (or at least registerable) by the Registry Operator, and not reserved.  Some of these names, if considered, may complicate disposition of the issue and alter our straw recommendation.
III.
Necessity for the Reserved Names
No documentation has been identified to date which provided the rationale for the reserved names; however, it seems they are intended primarily to overcome technical challenges presented by ‘double’ addresses (e.g., www.www.med.pro) and, to a lesser extent, consumer confusion.

IV.
Recommendation Regarding Experts

Expert involvement would be required to precisely identify the technical obstacles involved; however, it is our opinion the reserved names are, on their face, sufficiently reasonable as to warrant acceptance without expert involvement. 
V.
Straw Recommendations to the WG

This is low-hanging fruit that is relatively easy to decide.
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