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Proposed Service

Name of Proposed Service:

2-letter SLDs in .globo

Technical description of Proposed Service:

\\\nRegistration of 2-char letter-letter domains that are not currently used as country-code designators in the Domain Name
System (DNS). For abundance of clarity, that would be the following 2-letter
combinations:\\nAA\NNAB\NNAH\NNAJ\NNAK\NNAVANNAY\r\nBC\NNBK\r\nBP\r\nCB\\NCE\NNCI\\NnCQ\NNCT\NNDA\N\NDB\r\n
DC\r\nDD\NnDF\ANDH\NNDNANDL\ANDN\ANDP\NNDQ\nNNDR\NND S\r\nDT\NnDU\NNDVANNDWANNDX\\nEB\NNED\A\NENANEJ\r
\nEK\NNEL\NNEN\\NEO\NNEQ\NNEX\NNEY\NNEZ\\nFA\NNFB\N\NFC\N\nFD\NNFE\NNFR\NNFG\NNFH\NNFNANNFP\NNFQ\nnF S\
NNFT\NNFU\NNFVANNFWANNFYANNFZ\NNG I\\nGK\NNG O\NnGV\NNG X\NNGZ\r\nHA\NnHB\NNHC\NNHD\NNHE\N\NHF\ANHG\r\n
HH\NNHNAANHAANHL\ANHO\NNHP\NNHQ\NNHS\NNHWV\ANANHWARNHX\NNHY\NNHZ\NANIA\ANIFANNIGA\ANTH\ANTAANTAANTK\ANTU\R
NnIVARNIWANANIXANANIYARNIZ\NNJIB\\NJC\r\nID\NNJF\NNJG\r\nJH\NNJN\N\NJI\NNJIK\NNJIL\NNINAANJIQ\\nJR\NNJS\n\nJ T\r\nJU\r\NnJ
VANnIWANNIX\N\nJYANnNJZ\nNnKA\NNKB\NNK C\\nKD\NNK FANNK\NNKK\NnKL\NnKO\NnKQ\NnKS\NANK T\NNKU\NNKMVARNKX\r\nL
D\NnLE\NNLG\ANLH\NNLIAANLLANNLMAANLNAANLO\ANLPANNLQ\NNLWARNLX\NNLZANNMB\NNMNANMI\RNNB\ANND\ANNH\ANN
JANNNK\NNNMAANNNAANNQ\NNNS\ANNVARNNWARNN X\NNN YA\NnOB\NNO C\\nOD\NNOE\NNOF\NOG\NNOH\NNO\NNOJ\\nOK
\NNOL\NNONANNOO\\NOP\NNOQ\NNOR\NNOS\NNOT\NNOU\NNOVANNOWANNOX\\NOY\\NOZ\nN\nPB\r\nPC\\nPD\\NPJ\\NP O\
NNPP\NNPQ\NNPU\NNPVANNPX\NNPZ\r\nQB\\nQC\r\nQD\NNQE\NNQF\NNQG\NNQH\NNQNANQIANNQK\NNQL\NNQM\\nQN\r\n
QO\NNQP\NNQQ\NNQR\NNQS\NNQT\NNQUANNQVANNQWANNQX\NNQ Y\NNQZ\NNRD\NNRF\NNRG\NNRI\NNRK\NNRQ\\NRR\r\n
RT\NNRVANNRX\NNRY\NNRZ\\NSP\N\NSQ\NNSWANNTB\NNTE\NNTQ\NNTS\NNTU\NNTX\\NTY\NnUB\N\NUC\NNUD\NNUE\NNUF\r
\nUH\NNUNANUIN\ANUL\NNUN\ANUO\NNUP\NNUQ\NNUR\NNUT\NNUUA\NNUWVARNUWANNUX\NNVB\NNVD\NNVR\NNVH\NNVI\n\nV
K\NnVL\NNVMANNVO\NNVP\NNVQ\NNVR\NNVS\NnV TANNVVARNVWARNV X\NNV YANNVZ\NnWA\NNWB \\nWC\NnWD\\nWE\NNW
H\NnWNAANWIANNWK\NNWM\ANWNARNWPA\NNWQ\NNWR\NNW TA\NNWU\NNWWANRNWX\NNW Y \NNWZ\AN X A\NNXB\NNX C\r\n X D\r
\NXE\NNXF\NNXG\NNXH\NANXNANXIANNXK\ANXLAANXMANNXNAANXO\NNXPA\NNXQ\NNXR\NNXS\NANXTANNXUAANXVANNXWARN XX
\NNXYA\NNXZ\r\nY AANnYB\NNY C\r\nY D\NNY F\NNY G\NN Y H\NNY N\ANY A\NN Y K\AN Y LANNY M\NN Y NANNY O\N\n Y P\NN Y Q\\n YR\\nY
S\nnYWANNYX\NNY Y\r\nY Z\n\nZB\NnZC\N\nZD\n\nZE\N\nZF\NnZG\\nZH\\NnZ\\nZ\A\NNZK\NNZL\NNZN\\nZO\\nZP\r\nZQ\r\nZ
S\NNZT\NNZU\NNZV\NNZX\NNZY \n\nZZ\r\n

Consultation

Please describe with specificity your consultations with the community, experts and or others. What were the
quantity, nature and content of the consultations?:
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ICANN enlisted many public comments in 2014 regarding RSEPs from a number of registries regarding 2-char SLDs in
2012+ new gTLDs, and approved all of those, whether they were only for number-letter-type domains, letter-letter that are not
country codes or letter-letter that are country codes. \r\n\r\nThose consultations indicated lack of meaningful objection to the
proposed service. \r\n\r\n

a. If the regqistry is a sponsored TLD, what were the nature and content of these consultations with the sponsored
TLD community?:

\r\nN/A

b. Were consultations with gTLD registrars or the registrar constituency appropriate? Which registrars were
consulted? What were the nature and content of the consultation?:

\ninNo consultations with registrars were done, but .globo currently operates under Specification 9 exemption so these
consultations wouldn\'t be applicable. \r\n

c. Were consultations with other constituency groups appropriate? Which groups were consulted? What were the
nature and content of these consultations?:

\n\nThe exclusive use nature of the registry implies that no such consultations are applicable. \r\n

d. Were consultations with end users appropriate? Which groups were consulted? What were the nature and
content of these consultations?:

\r\nAlthough no consultation of end users was made, it\'s straightforward to conclude that end users would rather use the

e. Who would endorse the introduction of this service? What were the nature and content of these consultations?:

\n\nThe product areas of Globo that have 2-letter-named products would endorse the introduction of this service. \\n\r\n

f. Who would object the introduction of this service? What were(or would be) the nature and content of these
consultations?:

\rnnWe don\'t know who could meaningfully object to the introduction of this service.
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Timeline

Please describe the timeline for implementation of the proposed new registry service:

\r\nimplementation of this service would require 1 day to remove the current forbidden labels from OT&E configuration plus 1
day of OT&E testing. After testing, it will require 1 day to be implemented in production. \r\n\r\n\r\n

Business Description

Describe how the Proposed Service will be offered:

\n\nThe service will be offered using the same business model already in place for domains of other lengths. \\n\r\n

Describe quality assurance plan or testing of Proposed Service:

\n\nQA of reserved name list transactions was already done to activate the .globo registry

Please list any relevant RFCs or White Papers on the proposed service and explain how those papers are

relevant.:

\r\nN/A

Contractual Provisions

List the relevant contractual provisions impacted by the Proposed Service:

\NNSPECIFICATION 5\n\n"\nnSCHEDULE OF RESERVED NAMES\r\n\r\n2. Two-character labels.\r\n\r\n

What effect, if any, will the Proposed Service have on the reporting of data to ICANN:

\r\nRegistration of registered 2-letter SLDs will be reported as transactions. \r\n

What effect, if any, will the Proposed Service have on the Whois?:
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\nnWHOIS might display domains with 2 letters, but it was already prepared for 2-char domains. \r\n\r\n

Contract Amendments

Please describe or provide the necessary contractual amendments for the proposed service:

\WWNAUTHORIZATION FOR RELEASE OF ALL LETTER/LETTER W\nTWO-CHARACTER ASCII LABELS THAT ARE NOT
COUNTRY CODES AT THE SECOND \\\nLEVEL\\r\\nEffective <date>,
pursuant to Section 2 of Specification 5 of the Registry \\'\\nAgreement and subject to
compliance with all other terms of the agreement applicable

to Wr\\neach individual TLD, ICANN authorizes all new gTLD registries to release all letter/letter two-character ASCII labels
that are not country-code designators for registration to third parties and \\r\\nactivation in the DNS at the second level;
for the absence of doubt, the aforementioned \\\\nlabels are listed in Appendix. \r\n\\r\n\r\n

Benefits of Service

Describe the benefits of the Proposed Service:

\n\nThe service will benefit media services that is known for a 2-letter acronym.
Competition

Do you believe your proposed new Registry Service would have any positive or negative effects on competition?
If so, please explain.:

\r\nSince .globo is an exclusive use registry, this will have no effect on competition.

How would you define the markets in which your proposed Registry Service would compete?:

\r\nThe only target market is the Globo media group itself.

What companies/entities provide services or products that are similar in substance or effect to your proposed
Registry Service?:
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\r\nVerisign, Afilias, dotMobi, Donuts, among others. \r\n\r\n

In view of your status as a registry operator, would the introduction of your proposed Registry Service potentially
impair the ability of other companies/entities that provide similar products or services to compete?:

\r\nNope, other companies can and will introduce similar services.

Do you propose to work with a vendor or contractor to provide the proposed Registry Service? If so, what is the
name of the vendor/contractor, and describe the nature of the services the vendor/contractor would provide.:

\n\nThe services will provided by the same outsource contractor of the current domain services, NIC.br. \r\n\r\n

Have you communicated with any of the entities whose products or services might be affected by the introduction
of your proposed Registry Service? If so, please describe the communications.:

\r\nN/A

Do you have any documents that address the possible effects on competition of your proposed Registry Service?
If so, please submit them with your application. (ICANN will keep the documents confidential).:

\r\nN/A

Security and Stability

Does the proposed service alter the storage and input of Registry Data?:

\r\nNo storage or input of registry data is changed.

Please explain how the proposed service will affect the throughput, response time, consistency or coherence of
reponses to Internet servers or end systems:

\r\nDoesn\'t affect throughput, response time, consistency or coherence of reponses to Internet servers or end systems

Have technical concerns been raised about the proposed service, and if so, how do you intend to address those
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concerns?:

\r\nNo technical concerns had been raised.

Other Issues

Are there any Intellectual Property considerations raised by the Proposed Service:

\n\nThere are no IP concerns raised by this service. We here dedicate this proposition to Creative Commons CCO license. \r\n

Does the proposed service contain intellectual property exclusive to your gTLD registry?:

\r\nNo.

List Disclaimers provided to potential customers regarding the Proposed Service:

\r\nN/A

Any other relevant information to include with this request:

\r\n
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