
Page 3 Executive Summary – 2nd paragraph Last sentence 
In addition, both processes were originally designed to be mechanisms to protect the rights of trademark owners, and while some IGOs and INGOs might own trademarks in either their organizational names or acronyms or both, this is not necessarily true in all cases.

Suggested new wording


In addition, both processes were designed to be mechanisms to protect the marks of rights holders, and while some IGOs and INGOs may have registered trademarks in either their organizational names or acronyms or both, this is not necessarily true in all cases.



Notes: 


1) Remove the word ‘originally’ as the process has not changed since inception.
2) UDRP and URS are designed to protect the marks of all rights holders by preventing the underlying goods and services from being infringed. This is an incredibly important distinction and failing to understand and make this distinction has real world inequitable consequences.

3) Again the words “might own trademarks” is misleading in this context and should be replaced with “may have registered”.




A further few minor changes:

Page 10 [Capitalization]
4. The WG found that, as of end-2015, the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) list of non-governmental organizations in consultative status consists of nearly 4,000 organizations, of which 147 organizations were in general consultative status, 2,774 in special consultative status, and 979 on the Roster. The WG notes that there might be many more organizations not presently on the ECOSOC list who might claim the right to utilize any new curative rights process created for INGOs. The WG felt that the sheer scale of INGOs, in combination with the factors cited above, weighed against the creation of a special DRP for INGOs. especially as they could not be readily differentiated from other private parties, including other non-profit organizations. 


Page 12 [Plural/singular]
Subsequently, interim second-level protections for certain RC and IOC and for a specific list of IGO names and acronyms provided by the GAC was granted in response to advice from the GAC. 

It is important to note that the second-level protections noted above were granted on an interim basis to allow new gTLDs to begin launching while policy development and consultations continued on the topic of what would be the appropriate second level protections for RC and IOC names and acronyms, and IGO acronyms. 

Page 18 [Singular/plural]

For example, certain jurisdictions may have legislative language which limit the extent of IGO jurisdictional immunity to the “privileges and immunities as are reasonably necessary for the fulfilment of their functions”.

Page 29 [Remove comma]

The WG’s agreed text for its preliminary recommendation, the two options under consideration, and further elaboration on the nature of Professor Swaine’s expert views44, are set out in fuller detail under Recommendation #4 in Section 2, above.


Page 32 [Spelling]

In June 2015, the co-chairs of this WG met with the GAC Chair and two GAC vice-chairs at the ICANN meeting in Buenos Aires to discuss the progress of work on IGO curative rights protections and to encourage participation in the WG by GAC members; agin, no GAC member elected to become a WG member. In July 2015, representatives of the IGO Small Group


Page 34 [Add space]
The following is a comparative table showing the differences between the specific details of the IGO Small Group Proposal concerning curative rights and the WG’s agreed preliminary recommendations following its review of the Proposal, as well as notes on the WG’s rationale for its decisions. The community is invited to comment on the recommendations and notes, and all input provided will be taken into account by the WGin preparing its final recommendations.

