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Process Review — Follow Up

® The Work Track has reviewed the process from the 2012 round and
validated the chart documenting this process.

® We considered five elements of the process:
Submitting Application

Geographic Names Review
Objections Mechanisms

String Contention

Contractual Requirements
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As a reminder. ..




Geo Names Process in 2012

3. Objections
Mechanisms

If appicable, applicant designates
string as Geographic Name
(answer question 21, including
supplying supporting
documentation)

Applicant

1. Y
Submitting
Application

5. Contractual
Gevitos flom condiionsaf -~ T Requirements

support/non-objection, support can be
withdrawn. ICANN commits to complying

with a legally binding order from a court
in jurisdiction of government/public /

authority that provided support.

String Contention Transition to Delegation
——» Resolution, if »-| (contracting, pre-delegation
applicable testing, delegation)

ICANN begins
Initial Evaluation

ICANN

ICANN begins Per the 2012 AGB, if there is more than one

String Reviews application for the same geographic name, with

requisite support:

- Applicants must self-resolve, unless;

! - Government/public authority supports use of string
v contention methods (Module 4)

G hi If only a single geographic name in contention set,
/ T\(l)a?r:'fs i use of string contention methods (Module 4)

2. - Review
Geographic 4. String

Names Contention
Review




ames Review, Detall

ALL string are reviewed

(ii) long-form name in ISO 3166-1 or
translation in any language

(iii) short-form name in ISO 3166-1 or
translation in any language

(iv) short or long-form name association
with code designated as "exceptionally
reserved" by ISO 3166 Maintenance
Agency

(v) separable component of country name
on "Separable Country Names List" or
translation

(vi) permutation or transposition of (i)
through (v)

(vii) name by which country is commonly
known

country and territory name on ISO 3166-1
2. Exact match of sub-national place name,
such county, province, or state, listed in ISO
3166-2.

3.UNESCO region or appearing on the
"Composition of macro geographical
(continental) regions, geographical
sub-regions, and selected economic and
other groupings"

% by the GNP, regardless
%’_ of identification by
=3 applicant
Geographic Names Panel (GNP)
Geographic determines whether name is Geographic
Names | geographic name. May fall into one of —————p»- Name?
Review the categories below (or is not a :
geographic name)
RN
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- 1 ~
e 1 NN GNP reviews
. : ~ documentation
! ~
- ! s ~
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- - ! S ~
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7 ! S
1. Completely disallowed 2. Always Requiring Governmental 3. May Require Governmental Support
Support Depending on Use
% Country and Territory Names:
5 (i) alpha 3-code listed in 1ISO 3166-1 1. Capital city name, in any language, of 1. City name where the applicant declares

that it intends to use the gTLD for purposes
associated with the city name

4. Does NOT Require Governmental
Support

1. City names where the applicant will NOT
use the gTLD for purposes associated with
the city name




Suggestions for Future Process Improvements

® Do you have ideas for process improvements in one or more of these
areas”?

® The discussion will focus on one area at a time:

Submitting Application
Geographic Names Review
Objections Mechanisms
String Contention
Contractual Requirements
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Next Steps on Working Document

* Document will be shared after this call.
* Produced by staff under the direction of the Work Track co-leaders.

* Intended to summarize perspectives and key points raised in Work Track
discussions and on the Work Track mailing list.

* Does not attempt to evaluate the level of consensus in support of the different
ideas and positions at this time.

* Work in progress and will continue to evolve. Additional content will be added as
discussions continue.

* Work Track members are encouraged to insert comments in the document or
send an email to the list if they feel that an important point raised in the Work
Track has been missed or has not been captured sufficiently.
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ICANNG2 Preparation

® Two Cross-Community Sessions will be held at ICANNG2 on geo
names. Expected session times:

® Monday 25 June from 15:15-16:45
® Thursday 28 June from 15:15-16:45

® Work Track leaders are working on a proposed structure and focus for
these sessions.
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