
 

 

 
Instructions:  
This table was built to assist the Trademark Claims Data Review Sub Team in its analysis as to whether, and how, the Analysis Group survey 
results answer each of the final agreed Charter questions. Specifically, the Analysis Group survey gathered data to help answer the questions 
highlighted in yellow. Relevant survey data can be found in the following tabs/rows in the survey analysis tool, including, but not limited to: 

● “Registries & Registrars” tab, row 59-76 
When providing input, please note the tab title and cell number (if applicable) as reflected in the survey analysis tool.   
 
Claims Charter Question 2:  
If the answers to Claims Charter Question 1(a) is “no” or 1(b) is “yes”, or if it could be better: What about the Trademark Claims Notice 
and/or the Notice of Registered Name should be adjusted, added or eliminated in order for it to have its intended effect, under each of the 
following questions? 
(a) Should the Claims period be extended - if so, for how long (up to permanently)? 
(b) Should the Claims period be shortened? 
(c) Should the Claims period be mandatory? 
(d) Should any TLDs be exempt from the Claims RPM and if so, which ones and why? 
(e) Should the proof of use requirements for Sunrise be extended to include the issuance of TMCH notices? 
 

Sub Team 
Member 
Name 

Do the survey 
results help 
answer Claims 
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Question 2? 

If yes, which 
sub 
question(s) do 
the survey 
results assist?   

How do the survey results assist (e.g. “Registries responses in tab/cell X 
demonstrate Y”)? 

Tab Title & 
Cell Number 
(if applicable) 

George Kirikos Yes* a,b,c,e [asterisk besides Yes*, for the same reasons as prior documents] 
 
F60-61 and G63-64 of the Registries&Registrars tab demonstrate that overall, 
Claims should be shortened or eliminated entirely (outweighing those who want it 
to be longer), and not extended, due to the negative impacts experienced 
(enumerated in the Registry-Q26 tab, cells B8-14, in Registries&Registrars tab, cell 
G74), and also on tab Registry-Q28). Elimination or shortening of the Claims was felt 
to have no impact on cybersquatting (Registry Q28 tab, cells B5-7, B9-11). 

Registries&Re
gistrars tab, 
F60-61, G63-
64, G74 
 
Registry -Q26 
tab, cells B8-14 
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I didn’t find any relevant data for (d), but for (e) (“Proof of Use”) this is hinted at 
being desirable in some of the answers in cell G74 (“there were dictionary words 
which could have been legitimately registered by a customer but were 
not” and “too many generic terms are in the TMCH”) 

Registry Q28 
tab, cells B5-7, 
B9-11 
 

Kristine 
Dorrain 

yes  I agree generally with George, but wanted to add another reference.  Ry/Rrs note 
that some TLD types have different needs (some may be restricted such that claims 
is merely an added headache).  This section of the survey didn’t get too specific into 
sunrise vs claims, but we have people in the WG and/or community who can speak 
to this and we should learn what we can from them. 
 
One of the reasons claims (and sunrise) made it into the original tapestry is because 
many Rys said they’d do them anyway and the community wanted them somewhat 
standardized.  

Ry/Rr tab cell 
F29 & 31  
 
Ry/Rr tab F81 
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