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ICANN & IANA Reserved Names
DEFINITIONS
	ICANN & IANA names
	ICANN: aso, gnso, icann, internic, ccNSO

IANA: afrinic, apnic, arin, example, gtld-servers, iab, iana, iana-servers, iesg, ietf, irtf, istf, lacnic, latnic, rfc-editor, ripe, root-servers


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1. This Report contains the recommendations and supporting information from the GNSO Reserved Names Working Group (RN-WG) regarding ICANN and IANA reserved names.

2. The subgroup consists of Mike Rodenbaugh, BCUC, and Edmon Chung, RyC.
3. The subgroup recommends that the existing reservations be maintained, until further work to evaluate the reservation of these names is completed.
4. There was no disagreement in the subgroup regarding the below recommendations.
5. The table below contains the recommendations for ICANN/IANA names.

.
	SoW number

(RN-WG 30-day extension SoW)
	Reserved Name Category
	Domain Name Level(s)
	Recommendation

	Recommendation task 1
	ICANN & IANA
	All ASCII
	Maintain the existing reservation requirement and extend it to the top level until further work is completed.  Further work is recommended to send questions, receive and compile responses from organizations with related reserved names, and draft a report to the GNSO Council.  Examples are icann.net, or admin.iana.

	Recommendation task 1
	ICANN & IANA
	Top level, IDN
	For all but “example”, reservations are not required for Unicode versions in various scripts, or ACE versions of such translations or transliterations if they exist.

All possible Unicode versions of the name “example” must be reserved
The New gTLD Committee should validate this recommendation with IDN experts.

	Recommendation task 1
	ICANN & IANA
	2nd & 3rd levels, IDN
	For all but “example”, reservations are not required for Unicode versions in various scripts, or ACE versions of such translations or transliterations if they exist.

Do not try to translate ‘example’ into Unicode versions for various scripts or to reserve any ACE versions of such translations or transliterations if they exist, except on a case by case basis as proposed by given registries.
The New gTLD Committee should validate this recommendation with IDN experts.


Minority Position from Mike Palage
(Originally submitted as part of the original RN-WG Report dated, 16-March-2007.)

In accordance with Article I, Section 2 subparagraph 8 of the ICANN bylaws it states that in performing its mission, the following core values should guide the decisions and actions of ICANN "[m]aking decisions by applying documented policies neutrally and objectively, with integrity and fairness." Unlike other reservations that are based upon long standing and well established principles, ICANN/IANA staff has sought to continue reservation of a compilation of strings in which they have been unable to provide any documentation regarding the legal authority for such reservation. For ICANN/IANA to continue to reserve these names while similarly situated parties, in this case sovereign national governments (country names), IGOs and nationally recognized trademark holders, are not provided equal protection appear to be a clear violation of the bylaw provision cited above. More detailed discussion regarding the legal concerns regarding these reservation have been documented on the working groups mailing list, see 
http://forum.icann.org/lists/gnso-rn-wg/msg00169.html. 

In order for this or any other working group to make a determination based upon documented fact, the following inquiries should be explored: 
- ICANN should make available to the group all written and historical references to the original basis of these reservations; 
- ICANN should contact all organizations that have had their name reserved, and ask for documentation in connection with any actual confusion or security/stability concerns that have arisen in connection with the use of these strings in legacy gTLD (.com, .net and .org); 
- ICANN should ask these organizations if they would prefer to have ICANN continue to reserve these names in existing and future TLDs, and the basis of this reservation request; and 
- ICANN should undertake an analysis to determine any third parties that may have rights in the reserved strings (i.e. nationally registered rademarks, etc) and how this reservation potentially negatively impacts those rights." 

Supporting Information

6. Background

This report provides an overview and assesses the current status of the category of reserved names related to ICANN and IANA. As such, the reserved names are not available for registration by members of the public.   

More specifically, the Registry Agreements negotiated by ICANN state that “the following names shall be reserved at the second level and at all other levels within the TLD at which Registry Operator makes registrations”.

The two tables below present the set of reserved names for two organizations: ICANN and IANA. In the case of ICANN, there are five reserved names for each registry. In the case of the IANA, there are seventeen (17) for each registry.

Table 1: ICANN-related names, 

in order of year of ICANN-Registry agreement

	GTLD
	Reserved Names
	Date of Agreement

	.aero
	aso
	dnso
	icann
	internic
	pso
	2001

	.coop
	aso
	dnso
	icann
	internic
	pso
	2001

	.museum
	aso
	dnso
	icann
	internic
	pso
	2001

	.name
	aso
	dnso
	icann
	internic
	pso
	2001

	.pro
	aso
	dnso
	icann
	internic
	pso
	2002

	.jobs
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2005

	.mobi
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2005

	.net
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2005

	.travel
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2005

	.cat
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2005

	.tel
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006

	.asia
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006

	.biz
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006

	.com
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006

	.info
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006

	.org
	aso
	gnso
	icann
	internic
	ccnso
	2006


Table 2: IANA-Related Names

	TLD
	
	Reserved Names

	.aero

.asia

.biz

.cat

.com

.coop

.info

.jobs

.mobi

.museum

.name

.net

.org

.pro

.tel

.travel
	All names in Reserved Names column at right are reserved in each TLD at left.
	afrinic 

apnic 

arin 

example 

gtld-servers 

iab 

iana 

iana-servers 

iesg 

ietf 

irtf 

istf 

lacnic 

latnic 

rfc-editor 

ripe 

root-servers 


Justification for ICANN reserved names

The words reserved by ICANN are mostly acronyms that basically relate to the organization structures (bodies) and functions, as it has evolved, and the justification for reservation was deemed by the original RN-WG subgroup as “obvious.”  The current subgroup believes further work should be done to justify these reservations, and/or to consider their release.
The "schedule of reserved names" was born with the new TLD registry agreements in early 2001. A consultation with ICANN officials resulted in the following: no one recalls any record of any public or private document that describes the rationale for having a scheduled names list, or that describes the reasons why particular strings were included (or excluded).

Some members of the Working Group on Reserved Names believe that ICANN and IANA should not be able to reserve names corresponding to those entities, since all other entities must register names in order to keep them from public use.

A further point was made by Patrick Jones of ICANN, in relation to ICANN- and IANA-reserved names. 

“… just to clarify that IANA/ICANN names are reserved, provided that if ICANN/IANA or the related entities whose names are on reserve wanted to use one of the names, those names could be registered by the requesting entity. For example, ICANN registered and paid for the registration costs to un-reserve ICANN.jobs. If ICANN wanted to use ICANN.info in the future, it should be able to un-reserve the name.”

Justification for IANA’s reserved names

There has been little need in the past to justify decisions about some reserved names, some of which must date from the days of John Postel.  A search by ICANN Staff has revealed only a few paragraphs here and there of justification.  The current subgroup believes further work should be done to justify these reservations, and/or to consider their release.
The IANA-reserved names relate to functions and institutions within the purview of IANA: subordinate nameservers, IANA’s regional nodes, the request for comment editor, and so forth. 

The standard explanation offered to those seeking to register such names is basically given by IANA along the following lines.

General responses to other reserved domains:

Thank you for your enquiry.

Domain names reserved by the Internet Assigned Numbers Authority are not available for sale, registration or transfer. These have been reserved on policy grounds, and include single letter domains, domains with hyphens in the third and fourth positions, and other reserved words.

Should the policies regarding these rules change, they will be released from IANA's registration according to revised policy.

A note on http, https, and  html

In the course of the work of the Working Group, the question of whether the following names should also be reserved has come up. They are:

http, https and html.
A review of the Whois sites showed that, as of March 5, http.org had been registered.  All three names are currently registered in .com and there appear to be no issues with them: 
https.com since 1999 (monetized)

http.com since 1995 (not currently resolving)

html.com since 1993 (hosting company)

7. Rationale for the recommendations
The original WG report found no historical support for the reservations, stating that ‘the justification for the reservation is … obvious.’  The further work recommended by the subgroup is designed to justify the reservation, or consider release of these names.
Process description
8. Expert Consultation
Affected organizations with related names on the ICANN and IANA reserved name lists and other ICANN stakeholder groups should be consulted as follows..
The subgroup has requested ICANN Staff to send the following request to all such organizations, with responses requested by a specific date that allows reasonable time for responses:

As part of the input into its Policy Development Process regarding new gTLDs, the GNSO formed a Working Group to examine current name reservations in registry operator agreements and to recommend whether those reservations should be continued, modified or discontinued.  The Registry Agreements negotiated by ICANN state that “the following names shall be reserved at the second level and at all other levels within the TLD at which Registry Operator makes registrations”.
The Working Group has stated thus far:  The role of the reserved names held by IANA and ICANN has been to maintain for those organizations the exclusive rights to the names of ICANN (icann), its bodies (aso, ccnso, pso, etc.) or essential related functions (internic) of the two organizations.

Do you believe that names on the attached table -- which correspond or relate to your organization -- should continue to be reserved, at all levels, in all current and future gTLDs?  

If yes, please state the reasons why you believe such exclusive rights should be reserved in all gTLDs, and describe how you have used or may intend to use these domains in the 16 existing gTLDs, any existing ccTLDs, and in any other TLDs that may be added in the future.

If no, please state which name reservations need not continue, or if you believe the reservation should be modified (i.e., reservations only needed at top level) then please state this.

Please provide the name of the person completing this questionnaire, and any additional comments or questions that you or your organization may have for the WG.  Your response is requested not later than 30 May 2007.
9. Summary of Relevant Information Sources
The original RN-WG ICANN/IANA subgroup report can be found at:

http://gnso.icann.org/drafts/rn-wg-fr19mar07.pdf
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