
 

 

 

• 

o 

o 

o 

• 

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:16

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:01

Formatted: Bullets and Numbering

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:01

Formatted: Bullets and Numbering

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:16

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:17

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:18

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:01

Formatted: Bullets and Numbering

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:01

Formatted: Bullets and Numbering

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:20

James Bladel 25/4/10 00:06

Deleted: 

Comment: Need to differentiate this from a 
sales proposal.  For example, what if I am an 
exclusive registrar or reseller for a new ccTLD?   

Comment:  This isn’t sufficient to constitute 
fraud, unless the registration fees are not posted, 
or actual amount charged is different than what 
was disclosed.  In other words, deception is 
necessary. 

Comment: We don’t know enough to make 
this claim.  For example, the solicitation could 

be coming from ccTLD registrars, or even the 
ccTLD registry directly.  

Comment: I’m concerned that there is no way 
to demonstrate that this “claimed client” doesn’t 

exist.  It’s proving a negative.  Maybe the 
slammer will reg the name unilaterally? 

Comment: If the target is a ccTLD, then 
there’s little ICANN can do about this. 
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Comment: I think this only applies if the 
registrar has a bulk transfer agreement in place 

with the “slammer.”  If they are an unaffiliated 
3rd party and not a registrar, then this doesn’t 
apply. 

Comment: Definitely WHOIS mining, but 
how is the registry or registrar responsible if it’s 
an unaffiliated 3rd party? 

Comment: This is key.  The behaviour is a 
threat to act, but what’s the role of ICANN if 
it’s a bluff?  Could a slammer economically 
follow through on these threats?  

Comment: We are on very shaky ground with 
this claim.  ICANN is not a consumer 

protection organization, and testing for a 
“defensive” registration is ambiguous. 

Deleted: 

Comment: Should note that –ALL- must be 
true for this to be within ICANN’s remit. 

Comment: Not sure how this is relevant.  
ccTLDs make their own rules, and while CO has 
taken an active role in guarding brands, others 
(.CM) have welcomed brand-jacking. 
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