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Internet users by country

Internet Population
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Just right? - current protections
* BLOCKED: ALL 2 letter combinations — to cater for future to be created
countries

* BLOCKED: The 3 letter alpha-3 which match an existing country only (274 out of
~17,000)

* BLOCKED: Country names (plus translations in any language)
* GOVT SUPPORT: Capital cities and city names where used to represent
community

* GOVT SUPPORT: Sub-national places names
* COMPROMISE: Govt support for alpha-3, country names as well

B4t R4 B 75k A (Source: ICANN)



ccNSO 43#% 7 % ICANN 60
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ICANN Meeting Strategy

Continue 3 meetings annually

Continue regional rotation

Balance global coverage on a multi-year cycle
Evolve the rotation strategy

Not restrict rotation to specific locations

Continue to allocate adequate time for SO/AC work

N o v ok W

Evolve the format to afford greater opportunity for
cross-community engagementand outreach

ICANN ¢ & # 75 8:3E 2K v (Source: ICANN)
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ccNSO opt-out:

AFFECTED AREAS

ccNSO Meeting days ccTLDs are welcome to
participate in other sessions

ccNSO Council meeting
ccTLDs are welcome to

No ccNSO supported

proposals for cross-community Drot_;ose _cro:ss_—communltv
i sessions individually or
. collectively
No official ccNSO updates
No bi-lateral meetings
between ccNSO and other
B S Tech day?

SO/ACs, ICANN Board

inos?
No ccNSO Cocktail WG meetings:
Travel funding?

High level impact?

ccNSO 7 2 ICANN = ¢ 4p I+ BEHE Phit & 2 B2 48

Empowered the Commuity
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Timeline for Approval Action & Decision on the Proposed Bylaw Amendments:

Approval Action Community Forum Period Approval Action Decision Period
Forum Phase Decision Phase
Day 1 Day 1
30 Days, can be extended if Forum is held at ICANN Meeting 21Days 24 Hours

©

3
| Start: Delivery of a Board Notice for an Approval Action
n

TDue ICANN Supporting Organizations/Advisory Committees, Decisional Participants and Empowered Community Administration may send written views/questions.

Due option for additional Forums: Community Forum held

ICANN 7 #212 37 p¥ 42 (Source: ICANN)



WHAT ARE THE EMPOWERED COMMUNITY POWERS?

ICANN

The Empowered Community has nine powen to ensure the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN)

Board and org

are

Reject ICANN Budgets, Internet
Mndlmhmhnhwky

thlndﬂnhgk th

The rights of inspection
and investi

Initiate a Community Reconsideration
Request, mediation or a Community
Independent Review Process

ccNSO 2 =

ﬂ

Elx
Slaly
AEl;

:"'Jx7

PET ~~

Require the ICANN Board to re-review its rejection of

toPTI

7 # (Source: ICANN)

Start |40daypublic comment period I Report | BoD decision I ECA notified | ccNSO gets involved ...

Seven Core Steps in the Escalation Process

The petition is accepted
bythe SO or AC

A petition is
initiated In a
SOorAC

@

ccNSO 2 1% 2k =

Aconference callis
held with the ICANN
Board to discuss
the petition

The Empowered Community
establishes if it wishes touse a
community power

0

The petition is A community The Empowered

supported by forum is held o Community advises
other SOs or ACs with the ICANN | the ICANN Board of
participating in Board to discuss its decision
the Empowered the petition

Community

7 4 3 (Source: ICANN)



Full ccNSO Process according to the Rules 0

of the ccNSO (2004)
ceNSO ccNSO 10% ceNSO P cchSo P> Ifless than
discusses the Council is members can members vote 50% vote, a
issue asked to ask for se_cand vote
vote ratification will commence

Issue | Discussions | Resolution I 7+5days I Decision published | 7 days | Voting I 5+ 14 days | Decision/ Second vote | 14 + 14 days | Decision

T » ccNSO Council decision
comes in force or is put

‘ on hold ’
I

Worst scenario: 66 days*

* Does not include time for discussions/consultations

ccNSO 3 AJ2 # % «h= B2 (Source: ICANN)

Use of Country and Territory Names
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® would conflict with national trademark and free speech laws
and international legal norms.

® failed to identify any legal basis for governments to prevent the
use of geographic names in the DNS

® A flawed assertion that blocking geographic and other culturally
significant names at the top and second levels of the DNS would
serve the public interest.

Two-letter country/territory codes at the second level The GAC has
discussed plans proposed by Registry Operators to mitigate the risk
of confusion between country codes and 2-letter second level
domains under new gTLDs. The GAC advises the ICANN Board to:
urge the relevant Registry or the Registrar to engage with the
relevant GAC members when a risk is identified in order to come to
an agreement on how to manage it or to have a third-party
assessment of the situation if the name is already registered.

7 MR RLA2 8% > & ICANN § 4~ # 2z New gTLD p¥ > 5 i%
FERRFE RO L MAZ IR M AR E 2 R
TOHNAS KR 25 AN3F A N TLD 2 B A Ee
Ao Al HEHE Y 0 gNSO f thitentie fp o 1L o 0k B %
B gz iz #* o m ICANN Board » SilEstwmic 3 £ 11 7 8
B
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Whereas, Specification 5, Section 2 of the New gTLD Registry
Agreement requires registry operators to reserve two-character
ASCII labels within the TLD at the second level. The reserved
two-character labels may be released to the extent that Registry
Operator reaches agreement with the related government and



country -code manager of the string as specified in the ISO 3166-1
alpha-2 standard. The Registry Operator may also propose the
release of these reservations based on its implementation of
measures to avoid confusion with the corresponding country codes,
subject to approval by ICANN.”

Rm oot Advice R Bt A AT 0 M A REL R
The GAC noted serious concerns expressed by some governments
about the consequences introduced by the changes created by the 8
November 2016 Resolution. In particular, according to the new
procedure it is no longer mandatory for the registries to notify
governments of the plans for their use of 2-letter codes, nor are
registries required to seek agreement of governments when
releasing two-letter country codes at the second level, which, for
example, allows registries to charge governments substantial fees.

2-Character Country/Territory Codes at the Second Level: In light
of the discussions with the ICANN Board in Copenhagen on the
Board Resolution of 8 November 2016 and its implementation of 13
December 2016 regarding two-letter country codes as second level
domains, The GAC advises the ICANN Board to:

L. Take into account the serious concerns expressed by some
GAC Members as contained in previous GAC Advice

II.  Engage with concerned governments by the next ICANN
meeting to resolve those concerns.

III.  Immediately explore measures to find a satisfactory solution
of the matter to meet the concerns of these countries before
being further aggravated.

IV. Provide clarification of the decision-making process and of
the rationale for the November 2016 resolution, particularly in
regard to consideration of the GAC advice, timing and level
of support for this resolution.

With respect to the 2-Character Country Codes at the Second Level
GAC Copenhagen Communiqué Advice (para VI.4), the GAC;



a) welcomes and appreciates the decision made by ICANN
Board directing the President and CEO of ICANN or his
designee(s) to take necessary actions for satisfactory
resolution of the concerns raised in that Advice; and

b) welcomes the announcement made by the President and
CEO of ICANN of his intention to create a task force to
resolve the concerns mentioned in the above communiqué.
In this regard the GAC proposes that the mandate and
working methods of the above mentioned Task Force be
determined in consultation with GAC leadership and GAC
members, and other interested parties.

FTHZFAZRELRYINGF A B L B R (The use of

three-letter country codes as TLDs):

Currently, the CWGUCTN (The Cross-Community Working
Group on Use of Country and Territory Names as TLDs) is
divided between ccTLD managers who wish to continue the
current prohibition against using such names as gIT'LDs and
members from the gTLD community who have advocated for
the full release of all three-letter names.

ICANN 56 in Helsinki presents brand owners an opportunity to
pressure governments and ccTLD managers (who are often
affiliated with or overseen by a governmental authority) to
perpetuate prohibitions on two-letter, three-letter, and country
and territory names as new gTLDs.

Use of 3-letter codes in the ISO-3166 list as gTLDs in future rounds:
The GAC advises the ICANN Board to:

L.

1.

encourage the community to continue in depth analyses and
discussions on all aspects related to a potential use of 3-letter
codes in the ISO-3166 list as gTLDs in future rounds, in
particular with regard to whether such a potential use is
considered to be in the public interest or not.

keep current protections in place for 3-letter codes in the
ISO-3166 list in place and not to lift these unless future
in-depth discussions involving the GAC and the other ICANN
constituencies would lead to a consensus that use of these



3-letter codes as TLDs would be in the public interest.

m%%mﬁjﬁ%f&ﬂbfé?’_ﬂwﬁ gRE R AL
g R TAR L IR (T ALY o [ ¥ ICANN & & [&]B{I}i]‘z_. f e
@ijﬁj,gran%rﬁaﬂfg’GAwaf Plg SR HY >
GAC ¥ ccNSO & {7 ¢ /P> ﬁ}b Cross-Community Working Group on
Use of Country/ Territory Names as TLDs (CCWG-UCTN) 45 4 &
R Tis L TLD Ry 2 & fi3 L5 New gTLD <

AT A F +ﬁ%&%mﬂm% R IH T S ihg L
’/\o
F

Lo MR AL g3k Tt E A ICANN DS =k ¢ sk w L &4t
CCWG-UCTN it 73t o

Bt B AL ERDEAF L P F T LR AE @ P
Final Report { #-F]#gk e dp 2 @ dp ) » & dpd & & enidipfs o

® Replicating its approach to considering the issue of alpha-2 letter
codes, to facilitate the group’s discussion and to gather different
viewpoints from the wider community, the CWG developed
and distributed an informal survey to ICANN’s Supporting
Organisations and Advisory Committees. This survey presented
a range of options for a potential future policy framework on
ISO 3166-1 alpha-3 codes. The views expressed by respondents
were highly divergent, and there was no clear consensus among
the contributors to the CWG's request for input.

® Throughout its deliberations to date, the CWG has noted an
increase in complexity and divergence of views and interests
with respect to the use of names of country and territories as
TLDs and hence, the development of a consistent and uniform
definitional framework to guide the definition of rules on the
use of country and territory names as top-level domains across
the respective SOs and ACs has been made challenging.
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The GAC met with the ccNSO and discussed the Cross Community
Working Group on Use of Country and Territory Names as TLDs



and next steps with geographic names policy development; and
support for the GAC Working Group on Under-Served Regions
with regard to ccTLD issues.
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