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26 April 1999

Initial Board of Directors

Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers

c/o ICANN Secretariat

339 La Cuesta Drive

Portola Valley CA 94028

USA

Dear Board Members:

This letter contains the report of Network Solutions, Inc. regarding the formation of a DNSO gTLD registries constituency which we believe can most meaningfully be constituted by Generic Open TLD registries.  It is submitted in response to the call for the formation of the gTLD DNSO constituency.(
As we noted in our comments to ICANN’s recent ByLaws changes, among these seven constituencies are “ccTLD registries,” and “gTLD registries.”   However, as the terms ccTLD and gTLD are presently used, they include Internet DNS Top Level Domain zones that have very different purposes and functions.  As of this date, the former presently includes 242 zones nominally derived from ISO 3166-1 (1997) 2-letter symbols for countries.  The latter includes eight zones with three and four letter symbols.

As used in practice today, some domain zones in both categories are open in the sense that registration carries no implication that the registrant and sub-delegatees are subject, in relation to their uses of the registered name, to the law and courts of a single country.  Others are closed in the opposite sense.  For example, the FR TLD zone and all of its levels are only open to entities that have a close nexus to France and French law, while the IO TLD zone is open to any entity constructing any desired expression.  Similarly, the MIL TLD zone is only open to entities that have a legal nexus to the U.S. Department of Defense, while the COM domain is open to globally dispersed registrants.  The open-closed terms and distinctions are also used by the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) in its Internet DNS proceeding.(
Even more important than the formal construct, the interests, motivations, and perspectives of the registries delegated the open and closed TLD zones strongly parallel each other.  As a constituency, open TLD zone registries – whether for COM. or MD. – have very common interests and entrepreneurial behavior.  They compete more directly against one another.  Conversely, closed TLD zone registries – whether JP. or MIL. – have common interests that are very different from open registries, and do not compete with each other.

Network Solutions suggests again that the only meaningful way to categorize TLD zone registrar constituencies is in fact by their being open or closed, and that these designations be reflected in the listing of initial constituencies: Open TLD registries, and Closed TLD registries.  

Nonetheless, assuming ICANN will not now change the constituency definitions, we hereby report on formation of the gTLD constituency.

Sincerely,

[signed]

Donald N. Telage

Senior Vice-President

cc: Michael Roberts

Endnotes

Domain Name Supporting Organization Formation Concepts, March 4, 1999 , http://www.icann.org/dnso-formation.html





See wipo rfc-3, Interim Report of the WIPO Internet Domain Name Process, 23 Dec 1998, at paras. 6�8 � HYPERLINK "http://wipo2.wipo.int/process/eng/processhome.html" ��http://wipo2.wipo.int/process/eng/processhome.html�.
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