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Geographic Names Panel Clarifying Questions 

Application ID: 1-1243-89583 
String: AFRICA 
Applicant: UniForum SA/ZACR 

Clarifying Question 1: 
Question 21b of the AGB states, '1f [the application is for] a geographic name, attach 
documentation of support or non-objection from all relevant governments or public 
authorities." Section 2.2.1.4.3 (Documentation Requirements) of the AGB states that each 
letter of support or non-objection for a Geographic Name applicant must meet the 
following criteria: 
1. Must clearly express the government's or public authority's support for or non­
objection to the applicant's application 
2. Demonstrate the government's or public authority's understanding of the string 
being requested 
3. Demonstrate the government's or public authority's understanding of the string's 
intended use 
4. Should demonstrate the government's or public authority's understanding 
that the string is being sought through the gTLD application process and that the 
applicant is willing to accept the conditions under which the string will be available. 

Your application for .AFRICA includes a letter from the African Union dated 4 April 
2012, subject "Letter of Appointment". The letter is signed by Dr Elham MA Ibrahim, 
Commissioner Infrastructure and Energy and bears the seal of the African Union 
Commission. However, the letter does not meet criteria 1, 2, 3 and 4 above. 

Please provide an updated letter of support from the Commissioner, Infrastructure and 
Energy of the African Union, or another signatory duly authorised on behalf of the 
African Union Commission, that: 

1. Clearly expresses the government's or public authority's support for or non-objection 
to the applicant's application 
2: Demonstrates the government's or public authority's understanding of the string 
being requested 
3. Demonstrates the government's or public authority's understanding of the string's 
intended use 
4. Demonstrates the government's or public authority's understanding 
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that the string is being sought through the gTLD application process and that the 
applicant is willing to accept the conditions under which the string will be available. 

For criterion number 4, "the applicant .. [willingness] to accept the conditions under 
which the string will be available" can be satisfied by meeting the requirement of the 
first part of the criteria: "demonstrate the government's or public authority's 
understanding that the string is being sought through the gTLD application process." 

This letter of support is due to I CANN by end of the initial evaluation period, August 31, 
2013. 
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AFRICAN UNION (. 50
GAU-AU

UNION AFRICAINE

UNIAo AFRICANA

Mr. Fadi Chehade,
President and CEO
Internet Corporation
For Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN)
Tel: +1 310301 5800
Fax:+1 310 823 8649
Email: Chehade@icann.org

Ref.: CIE/L/20/237.13

Date: 2nd July 2013

Subject: Letter for support for the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD application, (10 1-1243-
89583) submitted by the UniForum SA (NPC) tla Registry.Africa.

Dear Mr. President and CEO,

This letter serves to confirm that the African Union Commission (AUC) fully supports
and endorses the application for the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD string (Application ID 1-1243-
89583) submitted to ICANN by UniForum SA (NPC) trading as Registry .Africa in the New gTLD
Program. Furthermore as the relevant government authority for the purpose of the above
application, the AUC hereby confirms that it represents the interests and support of 54 African
governments

As you may be aware, the AUC is comprised of various Portfolios, namely Peace and
Security; Political Affairs; Infrastructure and Energy; Social Affairs; Trade and Industry; Rural
Economy and Agriculture; Human Resources, Science and Technology; and Economic Affairs.

As the Commissioner, I confirm that I have the authority of the African Union
Commission and African member states to be writing to you on this matter. The African Union
Commission is the Secretariat of the African Union entrusted with executive functions. The AUC
represents the African Union and protects its interest under the auspices of the Assembly of the
Heads of States and Government.

In terms of the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD, the AUC operates under a specific mandate from
African Member States as outlined in the Abuja Declaration (Third Conference of African
Ministers in Charge of Communications and Information Technologies, held in Abuja, Nigeria in
August 2010).

In terms of the above ministerial declaration the AUC has been requested to "set up the
structure and modalities for the Implementation of the dotAfrica project". This has in turn
commenced an extensive and on-going governmental engagement process by the AUC
concerning the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD, as is evidenced by, amongst others:

The individual government letters of support and endorsement for the AUC
initiated application process; and
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The overwhelming government support and participation in the GAC
(Government Advisory Committee) processes concerning Early Warnings and
Advice.

The primary objective of the .Africa (dotAfrica) gTLD string is: "to establish a world class
domain name registry operation for the .Africa Top Level Domain (TLD) by engaging and
utilising African technology, know-how and funding; for the benefit and pride of Africans; in
partnership with African governments and other ICT stakeholder groups."

Our collective mission is to establish the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD as a proud identifier of
Africa's online identity fairly reflecting the continent's rich cultural, social and economic diversity
and potential. In essence we will strive to develop and position the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD as
the preferred option for individuals and business either based in Africa or with strong
associations with the continent and its people.

The .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD represents a unique opportunity for Africa to develop and
enhance its domain name and Internet eco-systems and communities by collaborating with
each other to:

• Identify, engage and develop African-based specialist skills and resources
• Share knowledge and develop DNS thought-leadership; and
• Implement world class registry standards and contribute towards their continued

development.

The AUC has worked closely with the applicant, UniForum SA tla Registry.Africa),
concerning the preparation and lodgment of the TLD application and will continue to do so
throughout the launch and regular administration of the .Africa (dotAfrica) TLD.

The AUC supports this application, and in doing so, understands that in the event that
the application is successful, UniForum SA (NPC) trading as Registry .Africa will be required to
enter into a Registry Agreement with ICANN. In doing so, they will be required to pay fees to
ICANN and comply with consensus policies developed through the ICANN multi-stakeholder
policy processes.

The AUC further understands that, in the event of a dispute between the African Union
Commission and applicant, ICANN will comply with a legally binding order from a court in the
jurisdiction of the AUC.

The AUC understands that the Geographic Names Panel (GNP) engaged by ICANN,
will, among others, conduct a due diligence on the authenticity of this documentation. I would
request that if any additional information is required during this process, the GNP to contact my
office in the first instance.

Thank you for the opportunity to support this application.

Dr. Elham M.A. IBRAHIM (Mrs)
Commissioner

Infrastructure and Energy
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

Dot	
  Connect	
  Africa	
  

String:	
  	
   dotAfrica	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
The African Union Commission wishes to express its objection to the application submitted 
by Dot Connect Africa (DCA) for the .Africa geographic Top Level Domain.	
  
	
  
The African Union Commission (AUC) has the mandate of African governments to ‘establish 
dotAfrica as a continental (geographic) To-Level Domain for use by organisations, businesses 
and individuals with guidance from African Internet Agencies’ and ‘to set up the structures 
and modalities for the implementation of dotAfrica project’ as provided for in the Abuja 
Declaration. In keeping with this mandate and following an open and transparent Request for 
Proposal process, UniForum SA, trading as the ZA Central Registry, was appointed as the 
registry operator to manage and administer the dotAfrica gTLD on behalf of the African 
Community for the benefit of the African region.	
  
	
  
The application fails to meet the minimum requirements prescribed by ICANN in the gTLD 
Applicant Guidebook concerning geographic names.	
  

 • It is a geographic string application that does not have the requisite 
minimum support from African governments.	
  
 • DCA's application constitutes an unwarranted intrusion and 
interference on the African Union Commission’s (AUC) mandate from African 
governments to establish the structures and modalities for the Implementation of the 
dotAfrica (.Africa) project; and	
  
 • Its application does not adequately and substantively differentiate 
itself from the AUC’s officially endorsed application for the dotAfrica (.Africa) 
geographic string and as such will likely result in public confusion with ensuing 
adverse affects on the goodwill and effectiveness of the African TLD space.   	
  

 • Post-amendment, DCA's applied for string Is identical to the dotAfrica (.Africa) 
application officially endorsed by the African Union Commission (AUC) and the 39 individual 
African governments that have submitted letters of support per the Applicants' Guide Book 
(Ref # 1-1234-89583).	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  



GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  –	
  Submittal	
  Africa-­‐AUC-­‐42560	
  
	
  

	
   Page	
  2	
  
	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  	
  

• DCA’s Application lacks the requisite Government Support 	
  
 • Paragraph 2.2.1.4.2 (section 2-16) of the Applicants’ Guidebook 
prescribes that certain applied-for-strings may qualify as “Geographic Names” and 
must therefore be accompanied by documentation of support or non-objection from 
the relevant governments or public authorities. In particular, the guidebook requires at 
least 60% of the relevant national governments in a region to provide documentation in 
support of new applications for geographic strings and there must be no more than one 
written statement of objection.	
  
 • Africa is a clearly designated geographic region as defined in the UNESCO 
“Composition of macro geographical (continental) regions, geographical sub-regions, 
and selected economic and other groupings” list. In this regard the designation of the 
official AUC endorsed dotAfrica (.Africa) TLD string application as a geographic name is 
therefore technically and procedurally correct. The AUC is confident that the 
"geographic evaluation process" that this application is subject to provides sufficient 
checks and balances for the protection of interests and rights of African governments 
and the pan-African community. 	
  
 • The issue as to whether DCA’s application for the .dotAfrica string (1-
1165-42560) will constitute a geographic name as outlined in the Applicant’s 
Guidebook is uncertain, notwithstanding the fact that the applicant itself has 
designated the application as a “geographic name”.	
  
 • According the Applicant’s Guidebook (section 2-17) “Strings that include 
but do not match a Geographic Name will not be considered geographic names as 
defined in section 2.2.1.4.2 and therefore will not require documentation of 
government support in the evaluation process.” 	
  
 • DCA's amended application is identical to the AUC-endorsed application 
and must be regarded as a geographic name for purposes of evaluation. It must 
consequently be subjected to the criteria and rules applicable to the evaluation of 
geographic names, including government support.  	
  
 • In particular we contend that the DCA's amended .Africa application 
does not sufficiently differentiate it from the AUC’s endorsed dotAfrica (.Africa) 
geographic string application and will therefore confuse the public.	
  
 • Being a Union of 54 (fifty four) African states and specifically being 
mandated by these states to “Set up the structure and modalities for the 
Implementation of the dotAfrica (.Africa) project” the AUC is in an authoritative 
position to declare African government support or opposition to any “Africa” 
geographic string application. 	
  
 • In contrast to the DCA application, the AUC’s officially endorsed 
dotAfrica (.Africa) geographic application (1-1234-89583) has the support of over 39 
(thirty nine) individual national governments in Africa, which exceeds the minimum 
governmental support prescribed by ICANN for new geographic strings.	
  

 • Unwarranted Interference and Intrusion	
  
 • DCA’s application constitutes an unwarranted intrusion and interference 
with the mandate given to the AUC by African Head of States and African Ministers 
responsible for Communication and Information Technologies. In this regard the AUC 
has been mandated to establish dotAfrica (.Africa) as a continental Top-Level Domain 
for use by organisations, businesses and individuals with guidance from African Internet 
Agencies and in doing so to set up the structures and modalities for the implementation 
of the dotAfrica (.Africa) project. DCA’s persistent interference in this process is likely 
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to have substantive political, economic and social repercussions in Africa.	
  
	
  
	
  

3. Confusing Similarity 	
  
 • DCA’s applied for string (.Africa) is identical to the dotAfrica (.Africa) 
geographic application as officially endorsed by the AUC. Should DCA’s application be 
allowed to proceed, it is likely to deceive and/or confuse the public into believing that 
the AUC is associated with, or endorses their application, which we clearly do not. 	
  
 • In particular, we contend that the amended DCA’s .Africa application 
does not sufficiently differentiate it from the AUC’s endorsed dotAfrica (.Africa) 
geographic application and will therefore confuse and deceive the public.	
  

	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Bénin	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Bénin	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   BURKINA	
   FASO	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Egypt	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Cameroon	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  	
  



GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  –	
  Submittal	
  Africa-­‐CM-­‐42560	
  
	
  

Page	
  2	
  
	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Egypt	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Comoros	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  Comoros	
  therefore	
  hereby	
  records	
  its	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
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given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  
Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
  particular,	
   it	
   is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
   .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
  with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   	
  
.Africa	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   DR	
   of	
   CONGO	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

Is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  application	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  
(AUC)	
  and	
  the	
  39	
  individual	
  African	
  governments	
  who	
  have	
  submitted	
  letters	
  of	
  support	
  per	
  the	
  
Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  
	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   DR	
   of	
   CONGO	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
  
application	
  which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  
the	
  African	
  Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
  
given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
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Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
   regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

In	
  particular,	
  it	
  is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
  .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  therefore	
  
confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
-­‐ The	
  applicant	
  for	
  the	
  string	
  tries	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  raised	
  by	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  
-­‐ 	
  The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  their	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  



GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  –	
  Submittal	
  Africa-­‐CD-­‐42560	
  
	
  

	
   Page	
  4	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formalobjection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  canresult	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  EarlyWarning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  as	
  
it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihoodthat	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Adviceon	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  theprocess.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicableregarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
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Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  

	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

Applicant	
  Response:	
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Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Egypt	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  	
  

Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Egypt	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
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given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  
Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
  particular,	
   it	
   is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
   .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
  with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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Application ID: 
 

(Ref# 1-1165-42560) 
1-1165-42560 

Entity/Applicant Name:  
 

Dot Connect Africa (DCA) 

String:   
.Africa 

Early Warning Issue Date:  
 

20 November 2012 

  

Early Warning Description – This will be posted publicly: 

 
The Government of the Republic of Gabon  wishes to express its objection to the application 

submitted by Dot Connect Africa (DCA) for the gTLD .Africa.   

 

The DotConnectAfrica application as revised, does not meet the requirements for support 

from African governments as described in the new gTLD Applicant Guidebook. 

 

This domain should be managed by the African Union Commission (AUC) as a geographic gTLD 

for the benefit of the Africa region as the administrative organ of the African Union, a union 

of all but one African government. The African Union Commission (AUC) has the mandate of 

African governments to ‘establish dotAfrica as a continental To-Level Domain for use by 

African stakeholders including organisations, businesses, individuals and others with 

guidance from African Internet Agencies’ and ‘to set up the structures and modalities for the 

implementation of dotAfrica project’ as provided for in the  2010 Abuja Declaration.  

 

The DotConnectAfrica .Africa application (1-1165-42560) fails to meet the minimum 

requirements prescribed by ICANN in the gTLD Applicant Guidebook concerning geographic 

names. It is a geographic string application that does not have the requisite minimum 

support from African governments. 
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Reason/Rationale for the Warning – This will be posted publicly:  

 
GAC Member(s) to indicate the reason and rationale for the Early Warning being filed.  
 

1. DCA’s Application lacks the requisite Government Support  

a. Paragraph 2.2.1.4.2 (section 2-16) of the Applicants’ Guidebook prescribes that 

certain applied-for-strings may qualify as “Geographic Names” and must therefore be 

accompanied by documentation of support or non-objection from the relevant 

governments or public authorities. In particular, the guidebook requires at least 60% 

of the relevant national governments in a region to provide documentation in support 

of new applications for geographic strings and there must be no more than one written 

statement of objection. 

b. Africa is a clearly designated geographic region as defined in the UNESCO 

“Composition of macro geographical (continental) regions, geographical sub-regions, 

and selected economic and other groupings” list.  

c. Being a Union of 54 (fifty four) African states and specifically being mandated by these 

states to “Set up the structure and modalities for the Implementation of the 

dotAfrica (.Africa) project” the AUC is in an authoritative position to declare African 

government support or opposition to any “Africa” geographic string application.  

 
 

Supporting GAC Members (Optional): 

 I agree to include the supporting GAC members in the publication of this Early Warning 

  
  
  
  
 

Possible Remediation steps for Applicant – This will be posted publicly: 

GAC Member(s) to identify possible remediation steps to be taken by the applicant 
-­‐ The applicant for the string tries to address the concerns raised by the Early Warning 
-­‐  The applicant should withdraw their application based on the information provided 

above 
-­‐ The applicant should apply for another string. 
-­‐ The applicant should engage in a discussion with the AUC to agree on how her 

experience in the Internet field can be utilised to benefit the African continent in 
ways that will not conflict with positions taken by the African Governments. 
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-­‐ The applicant should withdraw their application based on the information provided 
above. 

 

Further Notes from GAC Member(s) (Optional) – This will be posted publicly: 

 

 

 

INFORMATION FOR APPLICANTS 

About GAC Early Warning 

The GAC Early Warning is a notice only. It is not a formal objection, nor does it directly lead 
to a process that can result in rejection of the application. However, a GAC Early Warning 
should be taken seriously as it raises the likelihood that the application could be the subject 
of GAC Advice on New gTLDs or of a formal objection at a later stage in the process. Refer to 
section 1.1.2.4 of the Applicant Guidebook (http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb) 
for more information on GAC Early Warning. 
 

Instructions if you receive the Early Warning  

ICANN strongly encourages you work with relevant parties as soon as possible to address 
the concerns voiced in the GAC Early Warning. 

Asking questions about your GAC Early Warning 

If you have questions or need clarification about your GAC Early Warning, please contact 
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org. As highlighted above, ICANN strongly encourages you to 
contact gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org as soon as practicable regarding the issues identified 
in the Early Warning.   

Continuing with your application 

If you choose to continue with the application, then the “Applicant’s Response” section below 
should be completed. In this section, you should notify the GAC of intended actions, including 
the expected completion date. This completed form should then be sent to 
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org. If your remediation steps involve submitting requests for 
changes to your application, see the change request process at 
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-service/change-requests. 

In the absence of a response, ICANN will continue to process the application as submitted. 
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Withdrawing your application 

If you choose to withdraw your application within the 21-day window to be eligible for a 
refund of 80% of the evaluation fee (USD 148,000), please follow the withdrawal process 
published at http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-service/withdrawal-refund. 
Note that an application can still be withdrawn after the 21-day time period; however, the 
available refund amount is reduced. See section 1.5 of the Applicant Guidebook.  

 

For questions please contact: gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org 
 
  
 

 

Applicant Response: 
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  The	
  Republic	
  of	
  Kenya	
  wishes	
  to	
  express	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  application	
  submitted	
  by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
   of	
   Kenya	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
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given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  
Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
  particular,	
   it	
   is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
   .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
  with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
   Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
   DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
   .Africa	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
   20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  
	
  
Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  

The	
  Government	
  of	
  Mali	
  wishes	
  to	
  express	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  application	
  submitted	
  by	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  
(DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  

	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
   with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
  as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
   In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  

	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  
•	
   Does	
   not	
   meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

•	
   Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

•	
   Is	
  	
   identical	
  	
   to	
  	
   the	
  	
   dotAfrica	
  	
   (.Africa)	
  	
   application	
  	
  officially	
  	
   endorsed	
  	
   by	
  	
   the	
  	
   African	
  	
  Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  
Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  

	
  
The	
   African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
   and	
   several	
   African	
   countries	
   have	
   supported	
   and	
   endorsed	
   the	
   application	
   by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
   which	
   was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
   the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
   (Communications	
  and	
   Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
   taken	
  steps	
   to	
  ensure	
   that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
   .Africa	
  
for	
   the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
   the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
  	
   and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
   sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
   for	
   the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Mali	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  

	
  
1.	
  	
  	
   DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
   documentation	
   in	
   support	
   of	
   new	
  applications	
   for	
   geographic	
   strings	
   and	
   there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   designation	
   of	
   the	
   official	
   AUC	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
   string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
   is	
   therefore	
   technically	
   and	
  procedurally	
   correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
   for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
   interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
   in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
   is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  According	
   to	
   the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
   (section	
  2-­‐18)	
   “Strings	
   that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
   as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
   DCA	
   application,	
   the	
   AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
  	
  in	
  	
  Africa,	
  	
  which	
  	
  exceeds	
  	
  the	
  	
  minimum	
  	
  governmental	
  	
  support	
  	
  prescribed	
  	
  by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

	
  

2.	
  	
  	
   Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  
	
  

•	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

	
  

3.	
  	
  	
   Confusing	
  Similarity	
  
	
  

•	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
   applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
   application	
   as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
   the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
   to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
   the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
   that	
   the	
  AUC	
   is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
   itself	
   from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  

	
  
•	
  	
  	
  The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  
	
  
About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

	
  
The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  
	
  
ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

	
  
Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  

	
  
Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

	
  
In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

	
  
Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  

	
  
For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  Kingdom	
  of	
  Morocco	
  wishes	
  to	
  express	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  application	
  submitted	
  by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
   (AUC)	
  has	
   the	
  mandate	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
   for	
  "establishment	
  of	
  
dot	
  Africa	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organizations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  
guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
   the	
   structure	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   project".	
   In	
   keeping	
  with	
   this	
  mandate	
   and	
   following	
   an	
   open	
   and	
  
transparent	
   Request	
   for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
  
appointed	
  the	
  registry	
  operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  Kingdom	
  of	
  Morocco	
  therefore	
  hereby	
  records	
  its	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  
application	
  which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  
the	
  African	
  Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
  
Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
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with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   The	
   Federal	
   Republic	
   of	
   Nigeria	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
  
submitted	
  by	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
   of	
   Kenya	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
   application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
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given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  
Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
  particular,	
   it	
   is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
   .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
  with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  –	
  Submittal  Africa-SN-42560	
  
	
  
	
  
Application	
  ID:	
  	
  
	
  	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐-­‐-­‐1165-­‐-­‐-­‐42560	
  	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  	
  

String:	
  	
  	
   .Africa	
  	
  
	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  	
  
	
  	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  
	
  
Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  	
  

	
  
	
  	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  	
  
	
  	
  
The	
  Government	
   of	
  the	
   republic	
   of	
  Senegal	
  wishes	
   to	
  express	
   objection	
   to	
  the	
  application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
The	
  African	
   Union	
   Commission	
   (AUC)	
   is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
   (fifty	
   four)	
  African	
   states	
   and	
  	
  has	
   the	
  mandate	
   of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐-­‐-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
  	
  businesses	
  	
  and	
   individuals	
  	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies"	
  	
  and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
  	
  structure	
  	
  and	
  	
  modalities	
  	
  for	
  	
  the	
  	
  implementation	
  	
  of	
  	
  the	
  	
  dotAfrica	
  	
  project"	
  	
  as	
  	
  provided	
  	
  for	
  	
  in	
  	
  the	
  	
  
2010	
   Abuja	
    Declaration.	
   In	
   keeping	
   with	
   this	
  mandate	
   and	
   following	
   an	
   open	
   and	
   transparent	
   Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
  	
  process,	
  	
  UniForum	
  	
  SA,	
  	
  trading	
  	
  as	
   the	
  	
  ZA	
   Central	
  	
  Registry,	
  	
  was	
  	
  appointed	
  	
   the	
  	
  registry	
  
operator	
   to	
  manage	
   and	
  administer	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
   of	
   the	
  African	
   Community	
   and	
   for	
   the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  	
  
	
  	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  	
  
•	
  	
   Does	
   not	
   meet	
   the	
   requirements	
  	
  concerning	
  	
  geographic	
  	
  names	
   as	
   described	
  	
  in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
  	
   Guidebook,	
  	
   since	
  	
   it	
  	
  does	
  	
  not	
  	
  satisfy	
  	
   the	
  	
  required	
  	
  minimum	
  	
   support	
  	
   of	
  	
  concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  	
  

•	
  	
   Constitutes	
   an	
  unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   on	
   the	
  African	
   Union	
   Commission’s	
   (AUC)	
  
mandate	
  	
  	
   from	
  	
  	
  African	
  	
  	
   governments	
  	
  	
   to	
  	
  	
  establish	
  	
  	
   the	
  	
  	
  structures	
  	
  	
   and	
  	
  	
  modalities	
  	
  	
   for	
  	
  	
  the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  	
  

•	
  	
   Is	
  	
   identical	
  	
   to	
  	
   the	
  	
   dotAfrica	
  	
   (.Africa)	
  	
   application	
  	
  	
  officially	
  	
   endorsed	
  	
   by	
  	
   the	
  	
   African	
  	
   Union	
  
Commission	
  	
   (AUC)	
  	
  and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
  	
  African	
  	
  governments	
  	
  who	
   have	
  	
  submitted	
  	
   letters	
  	
  of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐-­‐-­‐1243-­‐-­‐-­‐89583).	
  	
  	
  

	
  
	
  
Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
   to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
   for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  

	
  
The	
   African	
   Union	
   (AU)	
   and	
   several	
   African	
   countries	
   have	
   supported	
   and	
   endorsed	
   the	
   application	
   by	
  
UniForum	
  	
  (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐-­‐-­‐1243-­‐-­‐-­‐89583),	
  	
  which	
   was	
   selected	
  	
  through	
  	
  a	
   transparent	
  	
  process	
  	
  conducted	
  	
  by	
   the	
  
African	
   Union	
   Commission,	
   as	
   directed	
   by	
   the	
   AU	
   CITMC	
   (Communications	
   and	
   Information	
   Technology	
  
Ministerial	
   Conference).	
   The	
   African	
   Union	
   has	
   taken	
   steps	
   to	
   ensure	
   that	
   Uniforum	
   will	
   operate	
   .Africa	
  
for	
   the	
   public	
   good	
   of	
   the	
   people	
   of	
   Africa,	
  	
  	
  and	
  will	
   put	
   in	
   place	
   sufficient	
   checks	
   and	
   balances	
   for	
   the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
   and	
  the	
  pan-­‐-­‐-­‐African	
  community.	
  

	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Senegal	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
  	
  application	
  
which	
   is	
   competing	
   with	
   the	
  UniForum	
   application	
   that	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   and	
   endorsement	
   of	
   the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
   number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  

	
  
1.	
  	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
  Application	
   lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
   Support	
  

	
  

•	
  	
   Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐-­‐-­‐for-­‐-­‐-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
  	
  as	
  	
  “Geographic	
  	
   Names”	
  	
  and	
  	
  must	
  	
  therefore	
  	
   be	
  	
  accompanied	
  	
   by	
  	
  documentation	
  	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐-­‐-­‐objection	
  	
  from	
   the	
   relevant	
  	
  governments	
  	
  or	
   public	
   authorities.	
  	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
  	
  guidebook	
  	
   requires	
  	
   at	
  	
  least	
  	
  60%	
  	
  of	
  	
  the	
  	
  relevant	
  	
   national	
  	
   governments	
  	
   in	
  	
  a	
  	
  region	
  	
   to	
  
provide	
   documentation	
  	
  in	
   support	
   of	
   new	
   applications	
   for	
   geographic	
   strings	
   and	
   there	
   must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  Africa	
   is	
  a	
  clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
  defined	
   in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐-­‐-­‐regions,	
  and	
   selected	
   economic	
   and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
  	
  list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   designation	
  	
  of	
   the	
   official	
   AUC	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
   string	
   application	
   as	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   is	
   therefore	
   technically	
   and	
   procedurally	
   correct.	
  
The	
  	
  "geographic	
  	
   evaluation	
  	
   process"	
  	
   that	
  	
  this	
  	
  application	
  	
   is	
  	
  subject	
  	
   to,	
  	
  provides	
  	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
   and	
   balances	
   for	
   the	
   protection	
   of	
   interests	
   and	
   rights	
   of	
   African	
   governments	
   and	
   the	
  
pan-­‐-­‐-­‐African	
  community.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
  whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐-­‐-­‐1165-­‐-­‐-­‐42560)	
  will	
   constitute	
  
a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
   notwithstanding	
  	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
   itself	
  has	
  designated	
   the	
  application	
   as	
  a	
  “geographic	
   name”.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  According	
   to	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   (section	
   2-­‐-­‐-­‐18)	
   “Strings	
   that	
   include	
   but	
   do	
   not	
   match	
   a	
  
Geographic	
    Name	
   will	
   not	
   be	
   considered	
    geographic	
    names	
   	
  as	
   defined	
   in	
   section	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   and	
  
therefore	
  	
  will	
   not	
   require	
  	
  documentation	
  	
   of	
   government	
  	
   support	
  	
  in	
   the	
   evaluation	
  	
  process”,	
  
which	
   used	
   to	
  be	
   the	
   case	
   of	
  DCA's	
   application	
   before	
   being	
   amended.	
   Now,	
   after	
   amendment,	
  
it	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  AUC-­‐-­‐-­‐endorsed	
  application	
   and	
  must	
   be	
   regarded	
   as	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   for	
  
purposes	
   of	
   evaluation.	
   Consequently,	
   it	
  must	
   be	
   subject	
   to	
   the	
   criteria	
   and	
   rules	
   applicable	
   to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
   including	
  government	
   support.	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
   DCA	
   application,	
   the	
   AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐-­‐-­‐1243-­‐-­‐-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
  	
   in	
  	
  Africa,	
  	
   which	
  	
   exceeds	
  	
   the	
  	
  minimum	
  	
   governmental	
  	
   support	
  	
   prescribed	
  	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
   strings.	
  

	
  

2.	
  	
  	
  	
  Unwarranted	
   Interference	
   and	
  Intrusion	
  
	
  

•	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
  unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
  mandate	
   given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  Communication	
   and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
   mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
   as	
  a	
  continental	
   Top-­‐-­‐-­‐Level	
  Domain	
   for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
  	
  	
   for	
  	
  	
  the	
  	
  	
   implementation	
  	
  	
   of	
  	
  	
  the	
  	
  	
  dotAfrica	
  	
  	
   (.Africa)	
  	
  	
   project.	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
  	
  	
  persistent	
  
interference	
  	
  	
  in	
  	
   this	
  	
   process	
  	
  	
  is	
  	
   likely	
  	
   to	
  	
   have	
  	
   substantive	
  	
  	
  political,	
  	
  	
  economic	
  	
  	
  and	
  	
   social	
  
repercussions	
   in	
  Africa.	
  

	
  

3.	
  	
  	
  	
  Confusing	
  Similarity	
  
	
  

•	
  	
  	
  DCA’s	
   applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  	
  application	
  	
  as	
  
officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   AUC.	
   Should	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   be	
   allowed	
   to	
   proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
  
deceive	
   and/or	
   confuse	
   the	
   public	
   into	
   believing	
   that	
   the	
   AUC	
   is	
   associated	
   with,	
   or	
   endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  

	
  

•	
   	
   In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
   itself	
   from	
   the	
   AUC’s	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
   application	
   and	
   will	
  
therefore	
   confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
   to	
  identify	
  possible	
   remediation	
   steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  

	
  
•	
  	
  	
  The	
  applicant	
   should	
  withdraw	
   the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

	
  

•	
  	
  	
  The	
  	
  applicant	
  	
  should	
  	
  engage	
  	
  in	
  	
  a	
  	
  discussion	
  	
  with	
  	
  the	
  	
  AUC	
  	
  to	
  	
  agree	
  	
  on	
  	
  how	
  	
  the	
  	
  applicant's	
  
experience	
   in	
  the	
   Internet	
   field	
   can	
  be	
  utilized	
   to	
   further	
   benefit	
   the	
  African	
   continent	
   in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
   taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION FOR APPLICANTS	
  
	
  
About GAC Early Warning	
  

	
  
The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
   is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
   lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
   in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
   that	
  the	
  application	
   could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  

Instructions if you receive the Early Warning	
  
	
  
ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
   you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
   to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

	
  
Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
   about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
   above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
   you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
   regarding	
   the	
  issues	
  identified	
   in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  

	
  
Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
   then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
   Response”	
   section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
   In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
   including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
   form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
   steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
   requests	
   for	
  changes	
   to	
  your	
  application,	
   see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐-­‐-­‐service/change-­‐-­‐-­‐requests.	
  

	
  
In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
   ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
   to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
   as	
  submitted.	
  

	
  
Withdrawing your application	
  

	
  
If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐-­‐-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
   for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
   fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
   please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
   process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐-­‐-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐-­‐-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐-­‐-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
   the	
  available	
   refund	
  amount	
   is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  

	
  
For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-1243-89583	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   South	
   Africa	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   South	
   Africa	
   therefore	
   hereby	
   records	
   its	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   DotConnectAfrica	
  
application	
  which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  
the	
  African	
  Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
  for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Tanzania	
   	
   	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  Tanzania	
  therefore	
  hereby	
  records	
  its	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  of	
  the	
  Applicants’	
  Guidebook	
  prescribes	
  that	
  certain	
  applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  may	
  
qualify	
   as	
   “Geographic	
   Names”	
   and	
   must	
   therefore	
   be	
   accompanied	
   by	
   documentation	
   of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
  is	
  a	
  clearly	
  designated	
  geographic	
  region	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  the	
  UNESCO	
  “Composition	
  of	
  macro	
  
geographical	
  (continental)	
  regions,	
  geographical	
  sub-­‐regions,	
  and	
  selected	
  economic	
  and	
  other	
  
groupings”	
   list.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
  designation	
  of	
   the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  
TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  correct.	
  
The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
   sufficient	
  
checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  
pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
  issue	
  as	
  to	
  whether	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  for	
  the	
  .dotAfrica	
  string	
  (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
  will	
  constitute	
  
a	
  geographic	
  name	
  as	
  outlined	
  in	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  is	
  uncertain,	
  notwithstanding	
  the	
  
fact	
  that	
  the	
  applicant	
  itself	
  has	
  designated	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  “geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
   include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
   contrast	
   to	
   the	
  DCA	
   application,	
   the	
  AUC’s	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
  application	
  constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  with	
  the	
  mandate	
  given	
  
to	
  the	
  AUC	
  by	
  African	
  Head	
  of	
  States	
  and	
  African	
  Ministers	
  responsible	
  for	
  Communication	
  and	
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Information	
   Technologies.	
   In	
   this	
   regard	
   the	
   AUC	
   has	
   been	
  mandated	
   to	
   establish	
   dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  as	
  a	
  continental	
  Top-­‐Level	
  Domain	
  for	
  use	
  by	
  organisations,	
  businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  
with	
   guidance	
   from	
   African	
   Internet	
   Agencies;	
   and	
   in	
   doing	
   so	
   to	
   set	
   up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
  
modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
   DCA’s	
   persistent	
  
interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
   and	
   social	
  
repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
   for	
   string	
   (.Africa)	
   is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
   particular,	
   it	
   is	
   contended	
   that	
   the	
   amended	
   DCA’s	
   .Africa	
   application	
   does	
   not	
   sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
   with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Applicant	
  Response:	
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Application	
  ID:	
  
	
  

Ref#	
  1-­‐1165-­‐42560	
  

Entity/Applicant	
  Name:	
  	
  
	
  

DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  

String:	
  	
   .Africa	
  
	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Issue	
  Date:	
  	
  
	
  

20	
  November	
  2012	
  

	
  	
  

Early	
  Warning	
  Description	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

	
  
GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  a	
  description	
  of	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed	
  
	
  
The	
   Government	
   of	
   Uganda	
   wishes	
   to	
   express	
   objection	
   to	
   the	
   application	
   submitted	
   by	
  
DotConnectAfrica	
  (DCA)	
  for	
  the	
  .Africa	
  geographic	
  Top	
  Level	
  Domain.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission	
  (AUC)	
  is	
  a	
  Union	
  of	
  54	
  (fifty	
  four)	
  African	
  states	
  and	
  has	
  the	
  mandate	
  of	
  
African	
   governments	
   for	
   "establishment	
   of	
   dot	
   Africa	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
  
organizations,	
   businesses	
   and	
   individuals	
  with	
   guidance	
   from	
  African	
   Internet	
  Agencies"	
   and	
   "set	
   up	
  
the	
   structure	
  and	
  modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
  of	
   the	
  dotAfrica	
  project"	
   as	
  provided	
   for	
   in	
   the	
  
2010	
  Abuja	
  Declaration.	
  In	
  keeping	
  with	
  this	
  mandate	
  and	
  following	
  an	
  open	
  and	
  transparent	
  Request	
  
for	
   Proposal	
   process,	
   UniForum	
   SA,	
   trading	
   as	
   the	
   ZA	
   Central	
   Registry,	
   was	
   appointed	
   the	
   registry	
  
operator	
  to	
  manage	
  and	
  administer	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  gTLD	
  on	
  behalf	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  Community	
  and	
  for	
  the	
  
benefit	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  region.	
  
	
  
The	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  as	
  revised,	
  	
  
• Does	
   not	
  meet	
   the	
   requirements	
   concerning	
   geographic	
   names	
   as	
   described	
   in	
   the	
   new	
   gTLD	
  

Applicant	
   Guidebook,	
   since	
   it	
   does	
   not	
   satisfy	
   the	
   required	
   minimum	
   support	
   of	
   concerned	
  
(African)	
  governments;	
  

• Constitutes	
  an	
  unwarranted	
  intrusion	
  and	
  interference	
  on	
  the	
  African	
  Union	
  Commission’s	
  (AUC)	
  
mandate	
   from	
   African	
   governments	
   to	
   establish	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
  
Implementation	
  of	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  project;	
  and	
  

• Is	
   identical	
   to	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   application	
   officially	
   endorsed	
   by	
   the	
   African	
   Union	
  
Commission	
   (AUC)	
   and	
   the	
   39	
   individual	
   African	
   governments	
   who	
   have	
   submitted	
   letters	
   of	
  
support	
  per	
  the	
  Applicants'	
  Guide	
  Book	
  (Ref	
  #	
  1-­‐1243-­‐89583).	
  	
  

	
  

Reason/Rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Warning	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  indicate	
  the	
  reason	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  being	
  filed.	
  
	
  
The	
  African	
  Union	
   (AU)	
  and	
   several	
  African	
  countries	
  have	
   supported	
  and	
  endorsed	
   the	
  application	
  by	
  
UniForum	
   (Ref	
   #	
   1-­‐1243-­‐89583),	
  which	
  was	
   selected	
   through	
   a	
   transparent	
   process	
   conducted	
   by	
   the	
  
African	
  Union	
  Commission,	
  as	
  directed	
  by	
  the	
  AU	
  CITMC	
  (Communications	
  and	
  Information	
  Technology	
  
Ministerial	
  Conference).	
  The	
  African	
  Union	
  has	
  taken	
  steps	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  Uniforum	
  will	
  operate	
  .Africa	
  
for	
  the	
  public	
  good	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  Africa,	
   	
  and	
  will	
  put	
   in	
  place	
  sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  
protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Government	
  of	
  Uganda	
  ,therefore,	
  hereby	
  records	
  its	
  objection	
  to	
  the	
  DotConnectAfrica	
  application	
  
which	
  is	
  competing	
  with	
  the	
  UniForum	
  application	
  that	
  has	
  the	
  support	
  and	
  endorsement	
  of	
  the	
  African	
  
Union	
  and	
  an	
  overwhelming	
  number	
  of	
  African	
  governments.	
  
	
  
1. DCA’s	
  Application	
  lacks	
  the	
  requisite	
  Government	
  Support	
  	
  

• Paragraph	
   2.2.1.4.2	
   of	
   the	
   Applicants’	
   Guidebook	
   prescribes	
   that	
   certain	
   applied-­‐for-­‐strings	
  
may	
  qualify	
  as	
  “Geographic	
  Names”	
  and	
  must	
  therefore	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  documentation	
  of	
  
support	
   or	
   non-­‐objection	
   from	
   the	
   relevant	
   governments	
   or	
   public	
   authorities.	
   In	
   particular,	
  
the	
   guidebook	
   requires	
   at	
   least	
   60%	
   of	
   the	
   relevant	
   national	
   governments	
   in	
   a	
   region	
   to	
  
provide	
  documentation	
   in	
  support	
  of	
  new	
  applications	
   for	
  geographic	
  strings	
  and	
  there	
  must	
  
be	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  written	
  statement	
  of	
  objection.	
  

• Africa	
   is	
   a	
   clearly	
   designated	
   geographic	
   region	
   as	
   defined	
   in	
   the	
   UNESCO	
   “Composition	
   of	
  
macro	
   geographical	
   (continental)	
   regions,	
   geographical	
   sub-­‐regions,	
   and	
   selected	
   economic	
  
and	
  other	
  groupings”	
  list.	
  In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  designation	
  of	
  the	
  official	
  AUC	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  
(.Africa)	
  TLD	
  string	
  application	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  is	
  therefore	
  technically	
  and	
  procedurally	
  
correct.	
   The	
   "geographic	
   evaluation	
   process"	
   that	
   this	
   application	
   is	
   subject	
   to,	
   provides	
  
sufficient	
  checks	
  and	
  balances	
  for	
  the	
  protection	
  of	
  interests	
  and	
  rights	
  of	
  African	
  governments	
  
and	
  the	
  pan-­‐African	
  community.	
  

• The	
   issue	
   as	
   to	
   whether	
   DCA’s	
   application	
   for	
   the	
   .dotAfrica	
   string	
   (1-­‐1165-­‐42560)	
   will	
  
constitute	
   a	
   geographic	
   name	
   as	
   outlined	
   in	
   the	
   Applicant’s	
   Guidebook	
   is	
   uncertain,	
  
notwithstanding	
   the	
   fact	
   that	
   the	
   applicant	
   itself	
   has	
   designated	
   the	
   application	
   as	
   a	
  
“geographic	
  name”.	
  

• According	
  to	
  the	
  Applicant’s	
  Guidebook	
  (section	
  2-­‐18)	
  “Strings	
  that	
  include	
  but	
  do	
  not	
  match	
  a	
  
Geographic	
  Name	
  will	
  not	
  be	
  considered	
  geographic	
  names	
  as	
  defined	
  in	
  section	
  2.2.1.4.2	
  and	
  
therefore	
   will	
   not	
   require	
   documentation	
   of	
   government	
   support	
   in	
   the	
   evaluation	
   process”,	
  
which	
  used	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  case	
  of	
  DCA's	
  application	
  before	
  being	
  amended.	
  Now,	
  after	
  amendment,	
  
it	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  AUC-­‐endorsed	
  application	
  and	
  must	
  be	
  regarded	
  as	
  a	
  geographic	
  name	
  for	
  
purposes	
  of	
  evaluation.	
  Consequently,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  subject	
  to	
  the	
  criteria	
  and	
  rules	
  applicable	
  to	
  
the	
  evaluation	
  of	
  geographic	
  names,	
  including	
  government	
  support.	
  	
  	
  

• In	
  contrast	
  to	
  the	
  DCA	
  application,	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  officially	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  
application	
   (1-­‐1243-­‐89583)	
   has	
   the	
   support	
   of	
   over	
   39	
   (thirty	
   nine)	
   individual	
   national	
  
governments	
   in	
   Africa,	
   which	
   exceeds	
   the	
   minimum	
   governmental	
   support	
   prescribed	
   by	
  
ICANN	
  for	
  new	
  geographic	
  strings.	
  

2. Unwarranted	
  Interference	
  and	
  Intrusion	
  

• DCA’s	
   application	
   constitutes	
   an	
   unwarranted	
   intrusion	
   and	
   interference	
   with	
   the	
   mandate	
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given	
   to	
   the	
   AUC	
   by	
   African	
   Head	
   of	
   States	
   and	
   African	
   Ministers	
   responsible	
   for	
  
Communication	
  and	
   Information	
  Technologies.	
   In	
  this	
  regard	
  the	
  AUC	
  has	
  been	
  mandated	
  to	
  
establish	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   as	
   a	
   continental	
   Top-­‐Level	
   Domain	
   for	
   use	
   by	
   organisations,	
  
businesses	
  and	
  individuals	
  with	
  guidance	
  from	
  African	
  Internet	
  Agencies;	
  and	
  in	
  doing	
  so	
  to	
  set	
  
up	
   the	
   structures	
   and	
   modalities	
   for	
   the	
   implementation	
   of	
   the	
   dotAfrica	
   (.Africa)	
   project.	
  
DCA’s	
   persistent	
   interference	
   in	
   this	
   process	
   is	
   likely	
   to	
   have	
   substantive	
   political,	
   economic	
  
and	
  social	
  repercussions	
  in	
  Africa.	
  

3. Confusing	
  Similarity	
  	
  

• DCA’s	
  applied	
  for	
  string	
  (.Africa)	
  is	
  identical	
  to	
  the	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  as	
  
officially	
  endorsed	
  by	
  the	
  AUC.	
  Should	
  DCA’s	
  application	
  be	
  allowed	
  to	
  proceed,	
   it	
   is	
   likely	
  to	
  
deceive	
  and/or	
  confuse	
  the	
  public	
   into	
  believing	
  that	
  the	
  AUC	
  is	
  associated	
  with,	
  or	
  endorses	
  
their	
  application,	
  which	
  is	
  clearly	
  not	
  the	
  case.	
  	
  

• In	
  particular,	
   it	
   is	
  contended	
  that	
  the	
  amended	
  DCA’s	
   .Africa	
  application	
  does	
  not	
  sufficiently	
  
differentiate	
  itself	
  from	
  the	
  AUC’s	
  endorsed	
  dotAfrica	
  (.Africa)	
  geographic	
  application	
  and	
  will	
  
therefore	
  confuse	
  and	
  deceive	
  the	
  public.	
  

	
  

Possible	
  Remediation	
  steps	
  for	
  Applicant	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
  

GAC	
  Member(s)	
  to	
  identify	
  possible	
  remediation	
  steps	
  to	
  be	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  applicant	
  
	
  

• The	
  applicant	
  should	
  withdraw	
  the	
  application	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  information	
  provided	
  above.	
  

• The	
   applicant	
   should	
   engage	
   in	
   a	
   discussion	
  with	
   the	
   AUC	
   to	
   agree	
   on	
   how	
   the	
   applicant's	
  
experience	
  in	
  the	
  Internet	
  field	
  can	
  be	
  utilized	
  to	
  further	
  benefit	
  the	
  African	
  continent	
  in	
  ways	
  
that	
  will	
  not	
  conflict	
  with	
  positions	
  taken	
  by	
  the	
  African	
  Governments.	
  

	
  

Further	
  Notes	
  from	
  GAC	
  Member(s)	
  (Optional)	
  –	
  This	
  will	
  be	
  posted	
  publicly:	
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INFORMATION	
  FOR	
  APPLICANTS	
  

About	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

The	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  is	
  a	
  notice	
  only.	
  It	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  formal	
  objection,	
  nor	
  does	
  it	
  directly	
  lead	
  to	
  a	
  process	
  
that	
  can	
  result	
  in	
  rejection	
  of	
  the	
  application.	
  However,	
  a	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  should	
  be	
  taken	
  seriously	
  
as	
  it	
  raises	
  the	
  likelihood	
  that	
  the	
  application	
  could	
  be	
  the	
  subject	
  of	
  GAC	
  Advice	
  on	
  New	
  gTLDs	
  or	
  of	
  a	
  
formal	
  objection	
  at	
  a	
  later	
  stage	
  in	
  the	
  process.	
  Refer	
  to	
  section	
  1.1.2.4	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook	
  
(http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/agb)	
  for	
  more	
  information	
  on	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  
	
  

Instructions	
  if	
  you	
  receive	
  the	
  Early	
  Warning	
  	
  

ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  work	
  with	
  relevant	
  parties	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  possible	
  to	
  address	
  the	
  concerns	
  
voiced	
  in	
  the	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning.	
  

Asking	
  questions	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning	
  

If	
  you	
  have	
  questions	
  or	
  need	
  clarification	
  about	
  your	
  GAC	
  Early	
  Warning,	
  please	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  As	
  highlighted	
  above,	
  ICANN	
  strongly	
  encourages	
  you	
  to	
  contact	
  
gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  practicable	
  regarding	
  the	
  issues	
  identified	
  in	
  the	
  Early	
  
Warning.	
  	
  	
  

Continuing	
  with	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  continue	
  with	
  the	
  application,	
  then	
  the	
  “Applicant’s	
  Response”	
  section	
  below	
  should	
  be	
  
completed.	
  In	
  this	
  section,	
  you	
  should	
  notify	
  the	
  GAC	
  of	
  intended	
  actions,	
  including	
  the	
  expected	
  
completion	
  date.	
  This	
  completed	
  form	
  should	
  then	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org.	
  If	
  your	
  
remediation	
  steps	
  involve	
  submitting	
  requests	
  for	
  changes	
  to	
  your	
  application,	
  see	
  the	
  change	
  request	
  
process	
  at	
  http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/change-­‐requests.	
  

In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  a	
  response,	
  ICANN	
  will	
  continue	
  to	
  process	
  the	
  application	
  as	
  submitted.	
  

Withdrawing	
  your	
  application	
  

If	
  you	
  choose	
  to	
  withdraw	
  your	
  application	
  within	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  window	
  to	
  be	
  eligible	
  for	
  a	
  refund	
  of	
  80%	
  
of	
  the	
  evaluation	
  fee	
  (USD	
  148,000),	
  please	
  follow	
  the	
  withdrawal	
  process	
  published	
  at	
  
http://newgtlds.icann.org/en/applicants/customer-­‐service/withdrawal-­‐refund.	
  Note	
  that	
  an	
  application	
  
can	
  still	
  be	
  withdrawn	
  after	
  the	
  21-­‐day	
  time	
  period;	
  however,	
  the	
  available	
  refund	
  amount	
  is	
  reduced.	
  
See	
  section	
  1.5	
  of	
  the	
  Applicant	
  Guidebook.	
  	
  

For	
  questions	
  please	
  contact:	
  gacearlywarning@gac.icann.org	
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Public Interest Registry Assumes Control of
.ORG Domain Name Registry

Largest Domain Redelegation in the History of the Internet Commences

Reston, VA - January 2, 2003 - The Public Interest Registry (PIR) today
announced that it has assumed the role of registry operator for the .ORG top-level
domain in a smooth handoff from former operator VeriSign Global Registry
Services. This historic transition, which commenced yesterday when PIR officially
assumed control of registry operations, marks the beginning of the largest transfer
of data from one registry to another in the history of the Internet.

"We are pleased to begin the transition process," said David Maher, chairman of
the PIR board. "We have put together a solid transition team and are working
together toward a smooth, stable transition resulting in no interruption of service for
.ORG registrants."
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In order to minimize disruption, a 25-day phase-in period has begun during which
VeriSign will still provide back-end technical services. This will allow those that sell
.ORG domain names more time to prepare for the transition. On January 25, 2003,
the technical services for the registry will be cutover from VeriSign to Afilias
Limited, PIR's chosen back-end service provider.

The .ORG domain, which has come to be associated with noncommercial
organizations, is the Internet's fifth largest top-level domain, housing over 2.4
million domain names worldwide. PIR was created to manage the .ORG registry by
the Internet Society (ISOC), and is committed to setting a new standard for registry
services in its management of .ORG that will meet the unique needs and interests
of noncommercial organizations around the world.

Earlier this year, the Board of Directors of the Internet Corporation for Assigned
Names and Numbers (ICANN) selected ISOC's proposal from among 11
organizations bidding to operate the .ORG top-level domain. VeriSign's contract as
registry operator for .ORG expired on December 31, 2002. As such, it is
relinquishing .ORG to comply with an agreement entered into with the ICANN and
the U.S. Department of Commerce in May 2001.

About PIR
Public Interest Registry (www.PIR.org) is a not-for-profit corporation created to
manage the .ORG domain. PIR's mission is to manage the .ORG domain in a way
that supports the continuing evolution of the Internet as a research, education and
communications infrastructure, and educates and empowers the noncommercial
community to most effectively utilize the Internet. PIR is based in Reston, VA.

PIR was created by the Internet Society (www.ISOC.org). ISOC is a not-for-profit,
open membership organization founded in 1991 and is dedicated to ensuring the
open evolution, development and use of the Internet for the benefit of all people. It
provides leadership in addressing issues that confront the future of the Internet,
and is the organizational home for the groups responsible for Internet infrastructure
standards.

For additional information on PIR and the .ORG registry, please visit www.PIR.org.

BLOG
.WEB is ICANN’s First Test of Accountability
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You might be surprised how many new gTLDs have
changed hands already
Kevin Murphy, July 1, 2015, 16:15:05 (UTC), Domain Registries

At least 86 new gTLD registry contracts have changed hands
since the end of 2013, I have discovered.

ICANN calls the transfer of a Registry Agreement from one
company to another an “assignment”. Global Domains Division
staff said in Buenos Aires last week that it’s one of the more
complex and time-consuming tasks they have to perform.

So I thought I’d do a count, and I discovered some interesting
stuff.

Donuts/Rightside

The biggest beneficiary of incoming assignments so far is of
course Rightside, aka United TLD Holdco, which has so far taken
over 23 of the gTLDs applied for by Donuts.

The two companies have had an agreement since the start that
allows Rightside to take on as many as 107 of Donuts’ original
307 applications.

Interestingly, Rightside sold .fan to AsiaMix Digital after Donuts
had transferred the gTLD to it.

Amazon

We also discover that Amazon is repatriating its gTLD contracts
en masse.

So far, 21 gTLDs applied for by Amazon EU Sarl — the
Luxembourg-based company Amazon uses to dodge tax in other
European countries — have been transferred to US-based
Amazon Registry Services Inc.

Amazon EU has made money losing new gTLD auctions.

Given the company’s usual MO, I have to wonder whether
Amazon Registry Services, under the US tax regime, plans to
make any money at all from its new raft of gTLDs.

Subsidiary changes

Speaking of tax, four gTLDs associated with the Hong Kong-
based Zodiac group of applicants have been transferred to new
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Cayman Islands companies with similar names.

A bunch of the other assignments appear to be registries shifting
contracts between various subsidiaries.

IG Group, a large UK derivatives trader, has assigned seven
gTLDs (such as .forex, .markets and .spreadbetting) to newly
created UK subsidiaries, for example.

Also, Ireland-based Afilias transferred the .green RA to a new Irish
subsidiary, while Germany-based .srl applicant mySRL has sent
its contract to a Florida-based sister company from the InternetX
stable.

There are several other example of this kind of activity.

Actual acquisitions

As best as I can tell, there have been only eight actual post-
contracting acquisitions so far: .trust, .fan, .meet, .reise, .xn--
ses554g, .rent, .theatre, and .protection.

The only one of those I didn’t know about — and haven’t seen
reported anywhere — was .meet, which Afilias seems to have
sold to Google back in February.

It should be noted that while I’ve counted 86 assignments, I may
have missed some. At least one — XYZ.com’s acquisition of
.security from Symantec, does not appear have been completed
yet, judging by ICANN’s web site.

Related posts (automatically generated):

Generics versus brands as two more gTLDs are sold

Donuts snatches four new gTLDs at auction, beating Amazon to .video

Eight more new gTLDs delegated

Tweet

+2   Recommend this on Google

Tagged: .meet, acquisitions, ICANN, new gTLDs

COMMENTS (3)

Acro
July 1, 2015 at 4:26 pm

Great research! Such “behind the scenes” transactions generate extra millions in capital
shifting.

Reply

Ruben Couto
July 2, 2015 at 11:25 am

Interesting info!

Reply
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Volker Greimann:
(speaking in french) I am sure there will be live translators
for all these languages at future ICANN meetings.... read
more

Rubens Kuhl:
Considering the number of languages in India, we also
have plenty of room in LGR (Label Generation Rules)
panels to defi... read more

Volker Greimann:
I am looking forward to seeing all these new volunteers
starting to participate in the PDP processes in the
future...... read more

George Eblacker:
There go all the 4 number domains! Should be a huge
boost for the registry's though.... read more

ARBEL ARIF:
Congrats to the .Club extension :-) !... read more

Richard Hearne:
Sounds like an interesting read. Another pre-orderer here
:)... read more

Ryan:
Dropcatch has lots of people who bid crazy numbers, and
don't pay, yet they don't get suspended, I would watch for
shill... read more
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Joseph Peterson
July 6, 2015 at 1:08 am

Thanks for doing that digging, Kevin. My own to-do list just got 1 item shorter.

It would be interesting to identify nTLDs in advance – the isolated registries or registry
applicants – that seem poised or vulnerable for buyout.

That way, we’d have a hypothetical picture of the future consolidated nTLD landscape.
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Mark Thorpe:
I am not surprised DropCatch bought more registrars, I just
don't know where they got the money to buy more! They
buy re... read more

Volker Greimann:
Not necessarily. It could just turn into an arms race.... read
more

Charley:
I'll buy the book, Christopher. ... read more
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Minds + Machines dumps back-end and registrar in
Nominet, Uniregistry deals
Kevin Murphy, April 8, 2016, 08:35:22 (UTC), Domain Registries

Minds + Machines is to get out of the registrar and back-end
registry services markets in separate deals with Nominet and
Uniregistry.

The cost-saving shake-up will lead to about 10 job losses, or
about 25% to 30% of its current headcount, CEO Toby Hall told DI
this morning.

Under the Nominet deal, M+M will outsource the back-end registry
functions for 28 new gTLDs, currently managed in-house, to the
.uk ccTLD manager.

The deal covers all the gTLDs for which M+M is the contracted
party (such as .law, .cooking and .fashion), as well as the four it
runs in partnership (eg .london) and the five where it currently acts
as back-end for a third party registry (eg .broadway).

The company also plans to dump its “unprofitable” registrar
entirely, migrating its existing customers to Uniregistry’s
Uniregistrar business.

About 49,000 domains will be affected by this move, Hall said.

Uniregistry will pay M+M a commission over the lifetime of the
accounts.

Focusing on the registry business was the plan from the moment
Hall took over M+M, following a shareholder coup that kicked out
founding CEO Antony Van Couvering in January.

Hall told DI:

It [previously] had a very ambitious plan. It wanted to be
vertically integrated, but the considered view is there are
people out there who are far better able to run parts of the
exercise than ourselves, both on the RSP piece and likewise
the registrar piece. The strategy from day one was to rapidly
evolve into becoming a business-to-business marketing-led
registry business and radically overhauling our cost structure at
the same time.
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The company is currently in a financial quiet period and will not
yet disclose the amount of savings it expects to reap, Hall said.
He added:

Reducing cost isn’t a strategy for growth, and as a business
that will be where we will be judged. Growing our portfolio,
growing our domains under management, growing our revenue
within those domains. That’s what the business has to be
focused on. We see within the industry that the highest value is
in the [TLD] ownership part.

The job losses are expected to be largely on the technical side of
the house.

The RSP outsourcing means that Nominet significantly boosts its
stable of managed TLDs. While it’s in the top five back-ends in
terms of DUM (due to the 11 million in .uk) its portfolio of clients
there is relatively small, largely limited to a handful of dot-brands.

Nominet CEO Russell Haworth said in a statement:

This partnership takes us into the top tier of registry operators
globally by volume of TLDs and compliments the brands we
currently manage, such as .BBC, .Bentley and .Comcast. It
also underlines our long-term strategy to provide a more
diversified range of services to gTLDs and registrars.”

With the Uniregistry registrar deal, Hall said that competing with
its own channel “was just not right for us”.

It might be worth noting that Uniregistry is actually a vertically
integrated triple-play along the lines of M+M, also, managing its
own back-end, registry and registrar businesses.

Hall said that the M+M registrar had sold mainly to domain
investors with little interest in buying value-added services such
as email and hosting, which is often where much of the profit lies.

Both deals are subject to ICANN approvals, and client approval in
case of the back-end transition, will be phased in over many
months, and are expected to be finalized by the end of the year.

UPDATE: M+M said later this morning that it is changing its official
company domain to mmx.co from mindsandmachines.com.

Related posts (automatically generated):

Uniregistry doing private new gTLD auctions? Company deals with Donuts on five
strings

Even without Al Gore, don’t count Minds + Machines out of the .eco race
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Volker Greimann:
(speaking in french) I am sure there will be live translators
for all these languages at future ICANN meetings.... read
more

Rubens Kuhl:
Considering the number of languages in India, we also
have plenty of room in LGR (Label Generation Rules)
panels to defi... read more

Volker Greimann:
I am looking forward to seeing all these new volunteers
starting to participate in the PDP processes in the
future...... read more

George Eblacker:
There go all the 4 number domains! Should be a huge
boost for the registry's though.... read more

ARBEL ARIF:
Congrats to the .Club extension :-) !... read more

Richard Hearne:
Sounds like an interesting read. Another pre-orderer here
:)... read more

Ryan:
Dropcatch has lots of people who bid crazy numbers, and
don't pay, yet they don't get suspended, I would watch for
shill... read more
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Mark Thorpe:
I am not surprised DropCatch bought more registrars, I just
don't know where they got the money to buy more! They
buy re... read more

Volker Greimann:
Not necessarily. It could just turn into an arms race.... read
more

Charley:
I'll buy the book, Christopher. ... read more
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Delegating a generic top-level domain 

This document provides a guide to the generic top-level domain (gTLD) delegation process.   

What is a delegation request? 

As part of the responsibilities for managing the root zone, ICANN’s IANA department is 
responsible for receiving requests to delegate domains in the DNS root zone. Note that this 
process is distinct from the process used to apply to be eligible for a new gTLD. 

The delegation process results in the “NS” records being placed in the DNS root zone to make 
the domain active in the domain name system. This then facilitates the registry operator to 
commence the process to bring the registry service into production. 

Submitting a delegation request 

At the conclusion of the evaluation process for a new gTLD, i.e. following contract execution 
and pre-delegation testing by ICANN, a the registry operator will be provided with a unique 
delegation token and URL to ICANN’s IANA Root Zone Management (RZM) site for new 
gTLD delegations. 

Registry operators that are ready to commence a request for delegation must visit the RZM site 
and enter their token in order to commence the procedure. 

At the start of the procedure, the registry operator or its agent (requestor) is asked to provide an 
email address to serve as a contact point for the life of the request. This email address will be 
validated to ensure it works correctly. 

Following this, the requestor will be asked to provide details on the sponsoring organisation (i.e. 
contracted party), its designated administrative and technical contacts, and its technical 
configuration. The requirements for these elements are the same as for other types of root zone 
changes.  The request will follow the routine change processing steps as defined below.  In 
addition to following the routine steps, a delegation report will be sent to the ICANN Board and 
the Root Zone Administrator. 

Tracking status 

Once a request has been lodged, an applicant can revisit the delegation page with their token in 
order to be provided with a view of the current status of their requests. Any questions regarding 
the process can be directed to root-mgmt@iana.org. 

Review of Delegation Steps 

Step 1 After Pre-Delegation testing has been successfully completed, the requester receives 
unique, secure credentials to initiate a request within the automated Root Zone 
Management (RZM) System. 

Step 2 Requester uses provided credentials and URL to login to the RZM System. 
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Step 3 Requester provides a contact email address for use with the request. In order to confirm 
the email address works, a link will be emailed to it, and the requestor should follow the 
link to proceed. 

Step 4 Requester completes form in RZMS including the fields for the following: 

Manager: Also known as the “Registry” or “Sponsoring Organization”, this is 
the organization to which responsibility for the domain is delegated.  

Administrative and Technical Contacts: These are contact points for the domain, 
responsible for responding to pubic enquiries concerning the domain, and also 
for authorising routine updates to the domain. 

Name servers/DS Records:  This is the list of authoritative name servers 
maintained by the registry to serve the top-level domain, along with the 
delegation signer records for DNSSEC. 

Registration Information: Additional information pertaining to the domain, such 
as the location of its WHOIS server, and a web address where registration can 
be found. 

Step 5 The request will go through the steps described in the “Routine Root Zone Change 
Request” described below. 

 

Redelegating a generic top-level domain 

This is a guide to the generic top-level domain (gTLD) redelegation process. This process is used 
when the IANA Root Zone Database must be updated to reflect a change in the management of a 
gTLD. The primary requirement of this process is to have an existing contract with ICANN, 
which reflects the changes related to the management of the gTLD.  

To update the Root Zone Database to reflect a change to the registry operator for a gTLD, the 
registry must first secure an executed amendment to its Registry Agreement in accordance with 
its contractual obligations with ICANN.  Once completed, a root zone change request should be 
filed according to the routine change process defined below. 

During processing of the change request, ICANN’s IANA department will confirm with 
ICANN’s new gTLD team that the request accurately reflects the currently contracted party for 
the given gTLD. (Note that this process differs from the redelegation process for a country-code 
top-level domain.)  The request will follow the routine change processing steps as defined below.  
In addition to following the routine steps, a delegation report will be sent to the ICANN Board 
and the Root Zone Administrator. 
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Review of Redelegation Steps 

Step 1 Complete necessary contract amendments reflecting the change with ICANN 

Step 2 Requester submits a root zone change request changing the relevant fields for the TLD in 
the Root Zone Database with new information. These include: 

Manager: Also known as the “Registry” or “Sponsoring Organization”, this is 
the organization to which responsibility for the domain is delegated.  

Administrative and Technical Contacts: These are contact points for the domain, 
responsible for responding to pubic inquiries concerning the domain, and also 
for authorising routine updates to the domain. 

Name servers/DS Records:  This is the list of authoritative name servers 
maintained by the registry to serve the top-level domain, along with the 
delegation signer records for domains that are DNSSEC secured. 

Registration Information: Additional information pertaining to the domain, such 
as the location of its WHOIS server, and a web address where registration can 
be found, can also be listed for a top-level domain. 

The root zone change request can be initiated through the RZM System if the requester 
has credentials. If not, the Delegation Request Form (link to form in document) can be 
used. 

Step 3 The request will go through the steps described in the “Routine Root Zone Change 
Request” described below. During processing, Root Zone Management staff will verify 
that the proposed changes match the current contractual language for the TLD. 
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Routine Root Zone Change Request Process 

Methods for submitting a routine request 

An online interface is provided at https://rzm.iana.org for TLD managers to submit change 
requests. ICANN recommends that all TLD managers use this method if possible, as it will guide 
you through the process, provide immediate online feedback of potential issues, and offer the 
fastest processing time. 

Processing a routine request 

Once a request is received, it will go through the following processing steps: 

Pre-review The request is reviewed to ensure it is complete and clear. If it is not clear, 
clarification is sought from the requestor. 

Technical testing Any changes that are technical in nature will be validated against the relevant 
technical requirements. Any deficiencies are reported back to the requestor to fix. 
See: Technical requirements for root zone changes 

Contact confirmation The contact persons for the domain will be asked to agree to the changes.  

Manual review ICANN staff will review the request to ensure it is in accordance with any 
special obligations and other known regulatory requirements.  

Delegation evaluation If the request is deemed to represent a substantial change of control of the TLD, 
it is considered a redelegation request, and must be assessed according to the 
criteria of that process.  

Supplemental 
technical testing 

The technical tests are performed a second time, to ensure no new technical 
issues have arisen during the time the request was being processed 

Authorisation The details of the request are transmitted to the U.S. Department of Commerce 
for authorisation. 
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Implementation Once implementation of a change request is authorised, the changes are 
implemented in the Root Zone and the Root Zone Database. 

During processing of the request, the requestor will receive email updates relating to the status of 
the request. At any time, the contacts for the domain can log in to our web interface to check the 
status of the request. 
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Delegation Request Form 

This is to be used as part of submitting a delegation or redelegation of a country-code top-level 
domain.   

IANA TLD MODIFICATION TEMPLATE 2010-02-17 
 
** This should be completed and submitted to root-mgmt@iana.org. 
** In most cases, this can be completed online. For more information 
** visit http://www.iana.org/domains/root/ or contact IANA for 
** assistance. 
 
1.  Top-Level Domain Name...........: 
 
2.  Purpose of change...............: 
 
Manager 
3a. Organisation Name...............: 
3b. Street Address..................: 
3c. City............................: 
3d. State...........................: 
3e. Postal Code.....................: 
3f. Country Code (2 letter).........: 
 
Administrative Contact 
4a. Contact Person's Name...........: 
4b. Job Title.......................: 
4c. Organisation Name...............: 
4d. Street Address..................: 
4e. City............................: 
4f. State...........................: 
4g. Postal Code.....................: 
4h. Country Code (2 letter).........: 
4i. Phone Number....................: 
4j. Fax Number......................: 
4k. Email Address...................: 
4l. Treat as role acct? (y/n).......: 
 
Technical Contact 
5a. Contact Person's Name...........: 
5b. Job Title.......................: 
5c. Organisation Name...............: 
5d. Street Address..................: 
5e. City............................: 
5f. State...........................: 
5g. Postal Code.....................: 
5h. Country Code (2 letter).........: 
5i. Phone Number....................: 
5j. Fax Number......................: 
5k. Email Address...................: 
5l. Treat as role acct? (y/n).......: 
 
Authoritative Name Server 
6a. Hostname........................: 
6b. IP Address(es)..................: 
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Authoritative Name Server (duplicate for additional name servers) 
6a. Hostname........................: 
6b. IP Address(es)..................: 
 
Delegation Signer Record (for DNSSEC signed zones only) 
7a. Key Digest......................: 
7b. Key Tag.........................: 
7c. Key Algorithm...................: 
7d. Key Digest Type.................: 
 
Delegation Signer Record (duplicate for additional DS records) 
7a. Key Digest......................: 
7b. Key Tag.........................: 
7c. Key Algorithm...................: 
7d. Key Digest Type.................: 
 
Domain Information 
8a. URL for Registration Services...: 
8b. WHOIS Server....................: 
 
Special notes (for staff processing change, does not appear publicly) 

9.  Notes...........................: 
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Technical requirements for authoritative name servers 

This article describes the baseline technical conformance criteria for authoritative name servers. 
These are evaluated by ICANN as the IANA functions operator for changes to delegations in the 
DNS root zone. 

Definitions 

1. For purposes of this document, an authoritative name server is a DNS server that has been 
designated to answer authoritatively for the designated zone, and is being requested to be listed 
in the delegation. It is recorded by its fully-qualified domain name, potentially along with its IP 
addresses. 

2. Name server tests are completed against each unique tuple of a hostname, an IP address, and a 
protocol. If a hostname has multiple IP addresses, for example, the tests will be conducted 
against each IP address. 

Detailed requirements 

Minimum number of name servers 

There must be at least two NS records listed in a delegation, and the hosts must not resolve to the 
same IP address. 

Valid hostnames 

The hostnames used for the name servers must comply with the requirements for valid 
hostnames described in RFC 1123, section 2.1. 

Name server reachability 

The name servers must answer DNS queries over both the UDP and TCP protocols on port 53. 
Tests will be conducted from multiple network locations to verify the name server is responding. 

Answer authoritatively 

The name servers must answer authoritatively for the designated zone. Responses to queries to 
the name servers for the designated zone must have the “AA”-bit set. 

This will be tested by querying for the SOA record of the designated zone with no “RD”-bit set. 

Network diversity 

The name servers must be in at least two topologically separate networks. A network is defined 
as an origin autonomous system in the BGP routing table. The requirement is assessed through 
inspection of views of the BGP routing table. 

Consistency between glue and authoritative data 

For name servers that have IP addresses listed as glue, the IP addresses must match the 
authoritative A and AAAA records for that host. 
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Consistency between delegation and zone 

The set of NS records served by the authoritative name servers must match those proposed for 
the delegation in the parent zone. 

Consistency between authoritative name servers 

The data served by the authoritative name servers for the designated zone must be consistent. 

All authoritative name servers must serve the same NS record set for the designated domain. 

All authoritative name servers must serve the same SOA record for the designated domain. 

If for operational reasons the zone content fluctuates rapidly, the serial numbers need only be 
loosely coherent. 

No truncation of referrals 

Referrals from the parent zone's name servers must fit into a non-EDNS0 UDP DNS packet and 
therefore the DNS payload must not exceed 512 octets. 

The required delegation information in the referral is a complete set of NS records, and the 
minimal set of requisite glue records. The response size is assessed as a response to a query with 
a maximum-sized QNAME. 

The minimal set of requisite glue records is considered to be: 

 One A record, if all authoritative name servers are in-bailiwick of the parent zone; and, 

 One AAAA record, if there are any IPv6-capable authoritative name servers and all IPv6-
capable authoritative name servers are in-bailiwick of the parent zone. 

Prohibited networks 

The authoritative name server IP addresses must not be in specially designated networks that are 
either not globally routable, or are otherwise unsuited for authoritative name service. 

0.0.0.0/8 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

10.0.0.0/8 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

100.64.0.0/10 Not globally routable RFC 6598 

127.0.0.0/8 Not globally routable RFC 5735 
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169.254.0.0/16 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

172.16.0.0/12 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

192.0.2.0/24 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

192.88.99.0/24 6to4 RFC 3068 

192.168.0.0/16 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

198.18.0.0/15 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

198.51.100.0/24 Not globally routable RFC 5737 

203.0.113.0/24 Not globally routable RFC 5737 

224.0.0.0/3 Not globally routable RFC 5735 

::/128 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

::1/128 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

::FFFF:0:0/96 IPv4 mapped addresses RFC 4291 

2001:2::/48 Not globally routable RFC 5156 
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2001::/32 Teredo RFC 4380 

2001:10::/28 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

2001:DB8::/32 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

2002::/16 6to4 RFC 3056 

FC00::/7 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

FE80::/10 Not globally routable RFC 5156 

 

No open recursive name service 

The authoritative name servers must not provide recursive name service. This requirement is 
tested by sending a query outside the jurisdiction of the authority with the “RD”-bit set. 

Same source address 

Responses from the authoritative name servers must contain the same source IP address as the 
destination IP address of the initial query. 

DS record format 

Trust anchors must be provided each with the four attributes of a DS record — the key tag, the 
key algorithm, the digest hash type, and the digest hash. They must be provided with legal values 
for each of the DS record fields. For the hash digest, ICANN supports two types — SHA1 (value 
1), and SHA256 (value 2). 

Matching DNSKEY 

At the time of the listing request, there must be a DNSKEY that matches the DS record present 
in the child zone. This will be tested for as part of the implementation of the record. As with 
most technical conformance criteria for the root zone, if a top-level domain operator has a 
situation where this is not the case, but this is by design and can be demonstrated not to affect the 
stability of the TLD or the root zone, it is possible to request that the DS records be listed 
regardless. 
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Validation of RRSIG 

ICANN must be able to validate the RRSIG records returned for the zone based upon the DS 
record set that has been provided for the root zone. We test this by querying the apex SOA for 
the top-level domain with the DO bit set, and validating the SOA record against the proposed DS 
resource set. 

Useful References 

For more information on some of the key DNS technical concepts referenced by these technical 
tests, please look at the following references: 

 Domain Names — Concepts and Facilities (RFC 1034) 

 Domain Names — Implementation and Specification (RFC 1035) 

 Preventing Use of Recursive Nameservers in Reflector Attacks (RFC 5358) 

 Operational Considerations and Issues with IPv6 DNS (RFC 4472) 

 Extension Mechanisms for DNS (EDNS0) (RFC 2671) 

 DNS Referral Response Size Issues 

 DNS Transport over TCP - Implementation Requirements (RFC 5966) 

 IANA IPv6 Special Purpose Address Registry 

 Special-use IPv6 Addresses (RFC 5156) 

Special-use IPv4 Addresses (RFC 5735)	
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