3.1 Red Cross Red Crescent Movement (RCRC) Recommendations*

# Recommendation Level of Support

0 Scope 1 Identifiers: "Red Cross", "Red Crescent", "Red Lion and Sun" and "Red Crystal"
(Language: UNG6)

0 Scope 2 Identifiers: 189 recognized National Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies;
International Committee of the Red Cross; International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies; ICRC, CICR, CICV, MKKK, IFRC, FICR (Language: in English, as well as in their
respective national languages; ICRC & IFRC protected in UN6)***

Top-Level protections of Exact Match, Full Name

1 Scope 1 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Crescent Consensus
Movement are placed in the Applicant Guidebook NCSG does not support
section 2.2.1.2.3, Strings "Ineligible for Delegation"
For Red Cross Red Crescent Movement identifiers, if
placed in the Applicant Guidebook as ineligible for
2 delegation at the Top-Level, an exception procedure Consensus
should be created for cases where a protected NCSG does not support
organization wishes to apply for their protected
string at the Top-Level®
Second-Level protections of only Exact Match, Full
3 Name Scope 1 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Consensus
Crescent Movement are placed in Specification 5 of NCSG does not support

the Registry Agreement

For Red Cross Red Crescent Movement identifiers, if
placed in Specification 5 of the Registry Agreement,
4 | an exception procedure should be created for cases
where a protected organization wishes to apply for
their protected string at the Second-Level®

Consensus
NCSG does not support

Second-Level protections of only Exact Match, Full Consensus

5 Name Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red NCSG supports, but with
Crescent Movement are bulk added as a single list to some opposition within the
the Trademark Clearinghouse (TMCH)** SG
Second-Level protections of only Exact Match Consensus

6 Acronym Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red NCSG supports, but with
Crescent Movement are bulk added as a single list to some opposition within the
the Trademark Clearinghouse** SG

' The RCRC has provided a minority position statement regarding recommendations that did not achieve a level of
consensus at the end of this recommendations section.

> This recommendation depends on identifiers being reserved. If no support is determined for reservation
protection, this recommendation is not required.

® This recommendation depends on identifiers being reserved. If no support is determined for reservation
protection, this recommendation is not required.



# Recommendation Level of Support

0 Scope 1 Identifiers: "Red Cross", "Red Crescent", "Red Lion and Sun" and "Red Crystal"
(Language: UNG6)

0 Scope 2 Identifiers: 189 recognized National Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies;
International Committee of the Red Cross; International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies; ICRC, CICR, CICV, MKKK, IFRC, FICR (Language: in English, as well as in their
respective national languages; ICRC & IFRC protected in UN6)***

Strong Support but Significant

Red Cross Red Crescent Movement Scope 2 Opposition

7 identifiers, if added to the TMCH, allowed to RySG, does not support;
participate in Sunrise phase of each new gTLD NCSG supports, but with
launch some opposition within the

SG

Red Cross Red Crescent Movement Scope 2 Consensus

3 identifiers, if added to the TMCH, allowed to NCSG supports, but with
participate in 90 Day Claims Notification* phase of some opposition within the
each new gTLD launch for Second-Level registrations SG

** Because of support to reserve Scope 1 names at the top and second levels, it is not necessary to list
Scope 1 names for any of the TMCH recommendations for second level protections.

*** Scope 2 Identifiers contain both full name and acronyms. The distinction is that Scope 1 identifiers

are based on a list provided by GAC advice, while Scope 2 names were additionally requested by the
RCRC.

*If IGO-INGO identifiers are to utilize the Claims service, both WG deliberation and public comments noted that a
separate claims notice, as distinct from the Trademark notices, may be required.



3.2 Unsupported Proposals

The following protection proposals did not achieve a sufficient level of support among the WG (i.e., did
not receive at least ‘strong support with significant opposition’). A rationale is provided for each.

On the next few pages, the proposals listed per organization seeking protection were originally used
during the consensus call and did not receive adequate support to submit as a recommendation.
Essentially, any of the proposals that refer to acronym protection are addressed within the first and
second General Recommendations (#1 & #2) in Section 3.5. They are placed here as an aid to consider
all the protections considered for each organization. The IOC is not listed because their set of
recommendations received consensus levels of support.

Red Cross Red Crescent Movement:

# Proposal Level of Support

0 Scope 1 Identifiers: "Red Cross", "Red Crescent", "Red Lion and Sun" and "Red Crystal"
(Language: UNG6)

0 Scope 2 Identifiers: 189 recognized National Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies;
International Committee of the Red Cross; International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies; ICRC, CICR, CICV, MKKK, IFRC, FICR (Language: in English, as well as in their
respective national languages; ICRC & IFRC protected in UN6)***

Divergence®
Top-Level protections of Exact Match, Full Name The WG had established the
1 Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Crescent eligibility criteria as based on
Movement are placed in the Applicant Guidebook the GAC advice and thus
section 2.2.1.2.3, Strings "Ineligible for Delegation" defined the the Scope 2
names which were not
included within GAC advice
Divergence
ISO, ALAC, RySG, NCSG, IPC,
ISPCP do not support
Top-Level protections of Exact Match, Acronym
) Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Crescent Addressed via 3.5 General
Movement are placed in the Applicant Guidebook Recommendations #1&2 with
section 2.2.1.2.3, Strings "Ineligible for Delegation" “Consensus Against” on
reservation protections of
acronyms at top and second
levels.

5 . . .
This specific recommendation was not a part of the formal consensus call because consensus was gauged from a
general recommendation on acronyms and scope 2 identifiers.



# Proposal Level of Support

0 Scope 1 Identifiers: "Red Cross", "Red Crescent", "Red Lion and Sun" and "Red Crystal"
(Language: UNG6)

0 Scope 2 Identifiers: 189 recognized National Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies;
International Committee of the Red Cross; International Federation of Red Cross and Red
Crescent Societies; ICRC, CICR, CICV, MKKK, IFRC, FICR (Language: in English, as well as in their
respective national languages; ICRC & IFRC protected in UN6)***

Divergence6
Second-Level protections of only Exact Match, Full The WG had established the
3 Name Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red eligibility criteria as based on
Crescent Movement are placed in Specification 5 of the GAC advice and thus
the Registry Agreement defined the the Scope 2
names which were not
included within GAC advice
Divergence
ISO, ALAC, RySG, NCSG, IPC,
ISPCP do not support
Second-Level protections of only Exact Match
4 Acronym Scope 2 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Addressed via 3.5 General
Crescent Movement are placed in Specification 5 of Recommendations #1&2 with
the Registry Agreement “Consensus Against” on
reservation protections of
acronyms at top and second
levels.

6 . . .
This specific recommendation was not a part of the formal consensus call because consensus was gauged from a
general recommendation on acronyms and scope 2 identifiers.



