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Status 

● ICANN org and IRT agree that under the SubPro and IDN EPDP Phase 1 recommendations, 
strings that are reserved names (referred to in 2012 as ‘strings ineligible for delegation’) 
should not be be part of the string similarity evaluation. 

● ICANN org and the IRT do not agree on whether the protection awarded to the IGO/INGO 
identifiers, that was granted to them via the IGO/INGO recommendations, extends to 
confusingly similar strings. 
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IGO/INGO Recommendation  

Recs 3.1.1, 3.2.1 and 3.3.1

Top-Level protections of Exact Match, Full Name Scope 1 identifiers of the Red Cross Red Crescent 
Movement/International Olympic Committee/International Governmental Organizations are placed in the 
Applicant Guidebook section 2.2.1.2.3, Strings "Ineligible for Delegation" [= reserved names].

Recs 3.2.1, 3.2.2, 3.3.2

For Red Cross Red Crescent Movement/ International Olympic Committee/International Governmental 
Organizations, identifiers, if placed in the Applicant Guidebook as ineligible for delegation at the 
Top-Level, an exception procedure should be created for cases where a protected organization wishes to 
apply for their protected string at the Top-Level.

Question: Does this recommendation allow for strings that are confusingly similar to the protected strings 
to be delegated?
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Hypothetical if Protected Strings are NOT part of string similarity review: 

A string that would otherwise have been found confusingly similar to the protected 
names could be delegated, rendering it impossible for the protected organization to 
obtain ‘their’ string in future rounds. 

Hypothetical if Protected Strings ARE part of string similarity review: 

All applied-for strings would be evaluated whether they are confusingly similar to the 
reserved names list, i.e., the strings protected by the IGO/INGO recommendations, if 
any applied for string were to be found confusingly similar, it would not be able to 
proceed to delegation.



5

Input from the Red Cross/Red Crescent to the IGO-INGO PDP WG Initial Report

“The establishment of a string similarity review to prevent the registration of strings 
confusingly similar to the Red Cross and Red Crescent designations and related names 
at the top and second levels. This would reflect the provisions of international 
humanitarian law expressly prohibiting unauthorised use, at all times, of imitations of 
the designations (Article 53 of the First Geneva Convention). Illustrations of such 
imitations include, for example, ‘Red Kross’ or ‘Redd Crescent’.”

See: https://forum.icann.org/lists/comments-igo-ingo-initial-14jun13/msg00000.html 

https://forum.icann.org/lists/comments-igo-ingo-initial-14jun13/msg00000.html
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Board Correspondence

● Asks the Council to interpret the IGO/INGO recommendation so that the AGB can 
be finalized.

● States that it believes that the IGO/INGO names should be protected via string 
similarity evaluation, also stating the global public interest.

● If the Council agrees that the protected strings should not be included in the string 
similarity evaluation, the Board has laid out how it would work with the relevant 
organizations in case strings that could be found confusingly similar to the 
protected names were to be applied for.
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Possible Path Forward

● Council to agree on the intent of the IGO/INGO recommendations with regard to 
protecting the applicable strings for future rounds. 

● Not to endanger the AGB timeline or put undue pressure on the Council, ICANN 
org could update the AGB in a way that it reflects the current consensus view of 
the IRT: not to include the reserved names in the string similarity evaluation.

● If the Council comes to the same conclusion then no changes to the AGB are 
necessary. 

● If the Council comes to the conclusion that the strings should be included in the 
string similarity evaluation, then the AGB can be changed either with the input from 
the IRT (if this occur prior to Board adoption) or the help of the SPIRT (if this 
occurs post Board adoption). 



Annex
Reserved Strings
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Reserved Names per 
IGO-INGO PDP 

slide 1/3
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Reserved Names per 
IGO-INGO PDP 

slide 2/3



11

● List of non-governmental organizations in general consultative status with the Economic 
and Social Council (updated 4 April 2023)

https://docs.un.org/en/E/2023/INF/5 

● IGO List Provided by the GAC (updated 22 March 2013)

https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/correspondence/dryden-to-crocker-chalaby-annex2-22mar1
3-en.pdf 
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