 (1) Proposal submitted by Michael Graham: 
Q1: Proponent’s Full Name
Michael R. Graham
Q2: Does your recommendation address Sunrise, Trademark Claims, or both?
Trademark Claims Only
Q3: What type of recommendation are you proposing?
Scope of domain name/trademark similarity to trigger review/claims notifications.
Q4: What recommendation are you proposing?
The TMCH Rules should be revised to require Trademark Claims Notices be issued not only for Domain Names that consist of the Exact string of TMCH Trademarks, but also of any Domain Name that includes anywhere in the string the Exact string of TMCH Trademarks. 

Q5: What is your rationale for the proposal?
Both Domain Name Applicants (Applicants) and Trademark Owners who have registered their trademarks in the TMCH (TMCH Trademarks) have sustained unnecessary expense in time, effort, and planning when Domain Names that have proceeded to registration contain strings that are confusingly similar to TMCH Trademarks are challenged after their registration. 

Current Trademark Claims Notice rules limit the issuance of Notifications to applications that consist solely of the exact TMCH Trademark. As a result, Applicants are unaware of potential conflicts and may proceed with expending time, money and planning on the use of Domain Names that may be challenged. Applicants should have the ability to consider whether to proceed with their planning and use of Domain Names in light of TMCH Trademarks at the earliest opportunity in order to conserve fees and planning efforts. Trademark Owners should have the ability to identify both Domain Names that could create confusion and those that will not at the earliest opportunity. 
In addition, the success of the Trademark Claims Service in enabling both trademark owners and domain name applicants to learn of potential conflicts from an early stage in the application process -- when changes can be made or applications either abandoned or continued with the least expense of time, effort, or disruption – would support expansion of the service beyond the new gTLDs to enable reflection and decision by applicants. 
The intent of this Proposal is to expand the scope of domain name strings subject to Trademark Claims Service notices in order to help good faith domain name applicants avoid possible conflict and expense when they inadvertently seek to register a domain name that includes and could create confusion with a Trademark registered in the TMCH. This will avoid unnecessary cost to the Applicant, and enable it to either prepare for or ensure that its planned use of a domain name will not lead to conflict. 

For the same reasons – and because of the success of the Trademark Claims procedure in deterring bad faith domain name registrations in the new gTLDs in the interests of both trademark owners and Internet users – I also propose expanding the scope of the Trademark Claims Service. 

Q6: What evidence do you have in support of your proposal?
[Under preparation]   
Q7: In respect to which agreed TM Claims Charter Question is your proposal relevant?
Question #4
Q8: Does the data reviewed by Sub team show a need to address this issue?
[I believe so and will prepare response]
Q9: Sub team basis?
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