Cross-Community Working Group on the Use of Country and Territory Names
Summary of Comments on 3-letter codes
	
	OPTION 1:

All three-character strings reserved for use as ccTLD only, ineligible for use as gTLD
	OPTION 2:

Three-character strings eligible for use as gTLD if not in conflict with alpha-3 codes from ISO 3166-1
	OPTION 3:
Three-character strings eligible for use as gTLD if not in conflict with ISO 3166 unless accompanied by documentation of support or non-objection from the relevant government or public authorities.
	OPTION 4:

Unrestricted use of three-character strings if not in conflict with any applicable string similarity rules.
	OPTION 5:

Future three-character strings reserved for use as IDN ccTLD only, ineligible for use as gTLD
	OPTION 6:

Unrestricted use of three-character strings as gTLDs if not in conflict with an existing TLD or any applicable string similarity rules.
	Additional comments rules.

	Peter van Roste, ccNSO
	
	
	
	 
	 
	
	I my view we already have .com (Comores), .org, .ngo, .ong, .cat & .dog and .biz (strickingly similar to Belize’s blz BTW).

So hasn’t that ship already sailed? And where would be our argument as ccTLDs that have – afaik – all registered three letter domains decades ago. 

	Keith Davidson, ccNSO
	The selection of the ISO 3166 list as a basis for country code

top-level domain names was made with the knowledge that ISO has a

procedure for determining which entities should be and should not

be on that list.

It seems to me that there may have been a broader interpretation 

possible, indicating countries may choose to use their 3 letter country 

code. Certainly it did not seek to restrict to purely 2 letter codes.
	Since there have been delegation decisions that have allowed the use of 

2 letter country codes from the ISO-3166-exceptionally-reserved" list, 

for example .eu, then it is not inconceivable that some countries, in 

the fullness of time, may wish to use their 3 letter country code as a 

ccTLD. Whether this could be as well as their 2 letter code or instead 

of is anyone's guess.
	
	
	It could be that a Country like Colombia might prefer to use .COL 

instead of .CO - to avoid the confusing similarity of .CO with .COM. Or 

maybe Angola may like .AGO instead of .AO, which might be confused with 

"Adults Only"
	
	 

	Roman Malinowski, ccNSO (.pl)
	 
	
	
	Benefit:.

I do support this option; the countries should have a voice and the final say.

Risk: 

Potential load with a paper work should be simplified by implementation of information system ( dedicated data base) where the governments or public authorities could make a declaration on their behalf.   
	 
	Benefit: 

Please see the comments regarding the question in p.3
	: 

	Colin O’Brien, GNSO
	Benefit: none

Risk  There are numerous three-character strings for gTLDs.  The CWG has agreed that two-character strings should be reserved for use as ccTLDs.  Creating a process that would allow countries to begin claiming three-character strings would lead to charges that ICANN is not abiding by the criteria established for the IANA transition
	Benefit:  Established precedent; applicants know what is expected

Risk: None, ICANN should not be required to decide which three-character strings would violate rights of governments.  ISO 3166-3 is there for a reason use it.


	Benefit:.None

Risk:  This is a terrible idea, it creates confusion and does not provide a benefit.  This also would lead to charges that ICANN is not abiding by the criteria established for the IANA transition.
	Benefit:  Let’s the market decide what will be registered. 

Risk:  Goes against the established precedent from the original Guidebook which has worked.
	Benefits: None

Risk:  There are already three-character strings used as IDN.  This would would lead to charges that ICANN is not abiding by the criteria established for the IANA transition.
	Benefit:  Let’s the market decide what will be registered
Risk:  Doesn’t address the legitimate concerns of governments.
	 

	Maxim Alzoba
	I think we might already have some degree of confusion due to some 3letter IDNs being already delegated,

like ".рус" .xn--p1acf

or ".укр"   .xn--j1amh

or .ibm.

so I am afraid that it is bit late to block all 3 letters

(unlike 2 letter codes where historically no outside of ccTLD world use was allowed).
	
	
	 
	: 
	
	 

	Annebeth Lange, ccNSO
	Benefit: None
Risk: Confusion between 2-letter codes and 3-letter codes about what is the identification code for a country/territory. A break with the system that 2-letters constitute ccTLDs and 3-letter or more constitute gTLDs.
	Benefit:  This will be in accordance with the system of today that gTLD strings in ASCII must be composed of three or more visually distinct characters
Risk:

If a 3-letter code is used as representation /identification of a country or territory, this might create confusion for the user as the 2-letter code will follow the national rules of the country decided by the Local Internet Community (LIC), but the 3-letter code will follow the ICANN rules. More user confusion.
	Benefit:  This will give the LIC a possibility to affect the relevant government or public authorities to set conditions to avoid confusion between 2-letters and 3-letters. It will then be up to the country to decide if they want another representation of the country – even if it has 3 letters and is ruled by a contract with ICANN etc. – or if they give the support under the condition that it is used for something else.

This will also be in consistence with the system adopted in the AGB for some other geographical names, such as capitols of countries etc, (Module 2) see 2.2.1.4.2 Geographical Names Requiring Government Support. As representations for country & territories are above capitols in a hierarchy, this makes sense.

Risk: It might lead to different treatment in different countries.

	Benefit:. More choice, better for brands etc
Risk:  More confusion if used for country representations, see comments under 2)
	Benefit: Multilingual presence for countries in their own script. Promotion of IDN’s and multilingual Internet usage. Small risk of confusion, but it will still be there. As we know, 2 characters do not limit IDN for ccTLDs
Risk:  If a brand name in non-ASCII has 2 characters, some brands might suffer. Also other words might then be restricted.
	Benefit:  Multilingual presence for gTLDs. Good for brands etc.
Risk:  Countries that now have “woken up” yet, will not have their ccTLD in their special script if it has three signs if it is already taken as a gTLD.
	Benefit: 

Risk: 
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