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1​ Introduction 
 
 

1.1​General Instructions 
 
This document provides an overview of the Request for Proposal (RFP) for the Geographic 
Names Panel (GNP) and the Reserved Names Panel (RNP) for the New Generic Top-Level 
Domains (gTLD) Program: 2026 Round (the Program). This RFP overview offers respondents 
background information and key details about the evaluation process, as outlined in the 
Applicant Guidebook (AGB), which defines the Program’s rules, procedures, and guidance for 
applicants and community participants.  
 
Indications of interest are to be submitted by emailing 
2026-rnd-geo_rsvd.nms.pnl-rfp@icann.org with the following information, upon which access to 
the RFP portal will be provided: 
 

1.​ Name of the organization 
2.​ Contact name 
3.​ Contact email address 

 
While this document is the overview to the RFP, the complete RFP details including instructions 
and questions are available via the RFP portal, accessible per the above. 
 
Responses to the RFP should be electronically submitted by 23:59 UTC on 13 March 2026 
using ICANN’s sourcing tool. Responses to the RFP will not be accepted via other means. 
ICANN will only accept responses provided in English.  
 
 

1.2​About the Internet Corporation for Assigned 
Names and Numbers (ICANN) 

 
ICANN’s mission is to ensure the stable and secure operation of the Internet's unique identifier 
systems. To reach another person on the Internet, you have to type an address into your 
computer - a name or a number. That address has to be unique so computers know where to 
find each other. ICANN helps coordinate and support these unique identifiers across the world.  
 
See www.icann.org for more information. 
 
 

1.3​About the New Generic Top-Level Domain (gTLD) 
Program: 2026 Round 

 
The New gTLD Program is a community-driven initiative that is enabling the continued 
expansion of the Domain Name System (DNS). Through the introduction of new gTLDs, 
including domain names in a variety of scripts and languages, the Program aims to encourage 
innovation, competition, and consumer choice. 
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Every computer on the Internet has a unique numerical address called an Internet Protocol 
address. The DNS makes the Internet more 'user-friendly' by allowing users to enter names, 
rather than having to remember a long string of numbers for the website they wish to visit. 
Top-level domains (TLDs) form the last part of a domain name, appearing after the dot. For 
example, in the domain name icann.org, the characters 'org' identify the TLD. 
 
Through the 2012 round of the New gTLD Program, more than 1,200 new unique names like 
.futbol and .pizza, and names in other alphabets and languages were added to the Internet, 
which has helped to encourage innovation, competition, and consumer choice in the domain 
name industry. The Program gives businesses, communities, governments and other 
organizations the chance to apply for new gTLDs tailored to fit their organization, community, 
culture, language, and customer interests. 
 
The 2026 Round of new gTLDs will offer even more domain names in longer lengths and 
different scripts. These are an important part of the expansion of the DNS because they allow 
speakers of non-Latin-based languages to access the Internet using their own language or 
writing system. The application window for the 2026 Round of gTLDs is expected to open in 
April 2026. 
 
The Program is being implemented by ICANN in line with community-developed policy 
recommendations contained in the Generic Names Supporting Organization's Final Report on 
the new gTLD Subsequent Procedures Policy Development Process (“Final Report”). 
 
 

1.4​RFP Objectives 
 
ICANN is conducting this RFP to identify a qualified provider to conduct reviews as the 
Geographic Names Panel (GNP) and Reserved Names Panel (RNP) for the New gTLD 
Program: 2026 Round. The purpose of the RFP is to invite prospective providers to submit 
proposals for ICANN to evaluate capabilities and expertise. Because the work related to the 
GNP and the RNP may be similar, ICANN intends to consolidate the work with a single provider. 
 
The RFP is public and announced on ICANN’s website, and anyone may provide a response.  
 
 

1.5​About Geographic Names 
 
1.5.1​ Geographic Names Evaluation Process 
 
The processing of Geographic Names comprises: 
 

1.​ Geographic Names Identification: a string1-level check which is part of String 
Evaluation. This involves identifying whether a string is a Geographic Name, as 
described in Section 7.5 Geographic Names in the Applicant Guidebook, and will require 
the Geographic Names Review.  

1 The string of characters comprising an applied-for gTLD. 
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2.​ Geographic Names Review: verification and substantive review of application 

responses for strings determined to be geographic. This review takes place during 
Application Evaluation and involves assessing letters of support or non-objection from 
the relevant governments or public authorities.  

 
(NOTE: The String Evaluation Phase is anticipated to begin around January 2027. Application 
and Applicant Evaluations are expected to begin between May and July 2027 depending on the 
number of Applications received.) 
 
Applicants for a Geographic Name TLD string may apply for (1) a primary string, (2) a primary 
string along with allocatable variant string(s)2, or (3) allocatable variant string(s) of an existing 
gTLD.  

Variant strings are calculated using the Root Zone Label Generation Rules (RZ-LGR), which 
also determines whether a string is allocatable. In such cases, all allocatable variant strings 
must adhere to the same application requirements and evaluation criteria as the associated 
primary Geographic Name gTLD string including all documentation requirements. See Section 
2.1.9 Internationalized Domain Names in the Applicant Guidebook for more information. 

1.5.2 Treatment of Country or Territory Names 
Applications for strings that are country or territory names will not be approved under the New 
gTLD Program: 2026 Round3. A string is considered a country or territory name if it meets any of 
the following criteria: 

1.​ It is an alpha-3 code listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard4. 
 

2.​ It is a long-form name listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard, or a translation of the long-form 
name in any language. 
 

3.​ It is a short-form name listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard, or a translation of the 
short-form name in any language. 
 

4.​ It is the short- or long-form name associated with a code that has been designated as 
“exceptionally reserved” by the ISO 3166 Maintenance Agency. 

4 See ISO 3166-1 standard list:  https://www.iso.org/obp/ui.  

3 Country and territory names are excluded from the process based on advice from the Governmental 
Advisory Committee in past communiqués. These communiqués interpret Principle 2.2 of the GAC 
Principles regarding New gTLDs stating that strings which are a meaningful representation or 
abbreviation of a country or territory name should be handled through a ccPDP, and other geographic 
strings could be allowed in the gTLD space if in agreement with the relevant government or public 
authority. 

2 A string that can be registered in different ways due to variations in the spelling of words in a given 
language. The set of rules in the Root Zone Label Generation Rules (RZ-LGR) determines valid top-level 
domain labels and their variant strings. 
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5.​ It is a separable component of a country name designated on the “Separable Country 

Names List,” or is a translation of a name appearing on the list, in any language. See 
Appendix 2: Materials related to Geographic Names in the AGB as well as (also noted in 
Annex 1 at the end of this document). 
 

6.​ Permutations and transpositions of the following strings are reserved and unavailable for 
delegation: 

 
a.​ Long-form names listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard. 
b.​ Short-form names listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard. 
c.​ Short- or long-form names associated with a code that has been designated as 

“exceptionally reserved” by the ISO 3166 Maintenance Agency. 
d.​ Separable component of a country name designated on the “Separable Country 

Names List,” or is a translation of a name appearing on the list, in any language.  
 
Strings resulting from permutations and transpositions of alpha-3 codes listed in the ISO 
3166-1 standard are available for delegation, unless the strings resulting from 
permutations and transpositions are themselves on that list5. 

 
7.​ It is a name by which a country is commonly known, as demonstrated by evidence that 

the country is recognized by that name by an intergovernmental or treaty organization.  
 

1.5.3 Geographic Names Requiring Government or Public 
Authority Documentation  
Certain types of applied-for strings, including their allocatable variant strings, are considered 
Geographic Names and must be accompanied by documentation of support or non-objection 
from the relevant governments or public authorities. These types are: 
  

1.​ Strings that represent, in any language, the capital city name of any country or territory 
listed in the ISO 3166-1 standard. 
 

2.​ City names, where the applicant declares that it intends to use the gTLD for purposes 
associated with the city name. 

 
City names can present challenges because they may also be generic terms or 
brand names, and they are often not unique. Unlike other types of Geographic 
Names, city names do not have established lists for objective references during 

5 Permutations include removal of spaces, insertion of punctuation, and addition or removal of 
grammatical articles like “the.” A transposition is considered a change in the sequence of the long or 
short–form name, for example, “RepublicCzech” or “IslandsCayman.” 
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evaluation. Thus, city names are not universally protected. However, the process 
does provide a means for cities and applicants to work together where desired. 

A city name application will be subject to the Geographic Names requirements 
(that is, will require documentation of support/non-objection from the relevant 
governments or public authorities) if: 

 
a)​ It is clear from applicant statements within the application that the 

applicant will use the gTLD primarily for purposes associated with the city 
name. 

b)​ The applied-for string is a city name as listed on official city documents.6 

 
3.​ Strings that are exact matches of sub-national place names, such as counties, 

provinces, or states, listed in the ISO 3166-2 standard. 

4.​ Strings listed as UNESCO regions7 or appearing on the Geographic Regions section of 
the “Standard country or area codes for statistical use (M49)”.8 

Translations of regions included on the list mentioned above will be limited to the 
languages specified on that list. Region names that do not conform to the framework of 
DNS permissible characters will be converted into DNS labels that contain only letters, 
digits and hyphens as noted in the Root Zone Label Generation Rules (RZ-LGR).9 

For strings on these lists, documentation of support will be required from at least 60% of 
the respective national governments in the region, with no more than one written 
objection to the application from relevant governments in the region or public authorities 
associated with the continent or the region. 

When the 60% rule is applied and regions are common to both lists, the regional 
composition contained in the “Standard country or area codes for statistical use (M49)” 
takes precedence. 

An applied-for gTLD string that falls into any of the types 1 through 4 listed above is considered 
to represent a Geographic Name. In cases of uncertainty, ICANN has encouraged applicants to 
consult with relevant governments and public authorities to enlist their support or non-objection 

9 See Root Zone Label Generation Rules Version 6: 
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/root-zone-lgr-2015-06-21-en.  

8 See Standard country or area codes for statistical use (M49): 
https://unstats.un.org/unsd/methodology/m49/ published as of December 2025. 

7 ​​The five regions recognized by UNESCO (in the six UN languages) include: Africa, Arab States, Asia 
and the Pacific, Europe and North America, Latin America and the Caribbean (as of May 2025).  

6 City governments with concerns about strings that are duplicates, nicknames or close renderings of a 
city name should not rely on the evaluation process as the primary means of protecting their interests in a 
string. Rather, relevant concerned parties may elect to file a formal objection to an application that is 
opposed to by the relevant community, or may submit its own application for the string. 
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prior to submission of the application. This proactive approach can help prevent possible 
objections and clarify any ambiguities concerning the string and applicable requirements. 

Strings that include but do not exactly match a Geographic Name as defined in the AGB will not 
be considered Geographic Names. Therefore, they will not require documentation of 
government support or non-objection during the evaluation process. 

For each application, the GNP will determine which governments or public authorities are 
relevant based on the inputs of the applicant, governments, and its own research and analysis. 
If there is more than one relevant government or public authority for the applied-for gTLD string, 
the applicant must provide documentation of support or non-objection from all the relevant 
governments or public authorities. It is anticipated that this may apply to the case of a 
sub-national place name. 

Note: The level of government and which administrative agency is needed for the filing of letters 
of support or non-objection is a matter for each national administration to determine.  

Documentation Requirements 

As part of the Geographic Names Review, the GNP will evaluate the documentation of support 
or non-objection, which should include a signed letter from the relevant government(s) or public 
authority(ies). Recognizing that this will differ across jurisdictions, the letter could be signed by 
the minister responsible for domain name administration, ICT, foreign affairs, or the Office of the 
Prime Minister or President of the relevant jurisdiction or, alternatively, a senior representative of 
the agency or department responsible for domain name administration, ICT, foreign affairs, or 
the Office of the Prime Minister. To assist in identifying the relevant government(s) or public 
authority(ies) for a potential Geographic Name, the applicant may have consulted with the 
relevant Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) representative.  

The letter must clearly express the government’s or public authority’s support for or 
non-objection to the applicant’s application and demonstrate the government’s or public 
authority’s understanding of the string being requested and its intended use.  
 
The letter should also 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, that is, entry into a Registry 
Agreement with ICANN requiring compliance with consensus policies and payment of fees.  
 
ICANN has provided a sample letter of support or non-objection from a government entity/public 
authority in Appendix 2 of the AGB, and can also be found in Annex 2 at the end of this 
document. 
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1.5.3 Processing of Geographic Names 

Geographic Names Identification 

As part of the Geographic Names Identification, the GNP will review all applied-for strings to 
identify which strings may be considered Geographic Names. This process occurs during the 
String Evaluation Phase and is distinct from the more substantive verification process 
conducted during the Geographic Names Review, which occurs as part of Application 
Evaluation. 
 
City names that do not fall under the categories defined in sections 1, 3, and 4 of Geographic 
Names Requiring Government or Public Authority Documentation will not be classified as 
Geographic Names during the Geographic Names Identification. However, if the applicant 
indicates an intent to use the applied-for string as a city name, as described in section 2 of 
Geographic Names Requiring Government or Public Authority Documentation, as noted in the 
AGB, the application will be evaluated by the GNP during Application Evaluation. This 
evaluation will include an assessment of the intended purpose and any required documentation. 

Geographic Names Review 

The GNP will determine whether each applied-for gTLD string represents a Geographic Name, 
and verify the relevance and authenticity of the supporting documentation where necessary. 

The GNP will review all applications received, not only those where the applicant has noted its 
applied-for gTLD string as a Geographic Name. For any application where the GNP determines 
that the applied-for gTLD string is a country or territory name (as defined by the criteria in the 
AGB), the application will not pass the Geographic Names Review and will be denied. No 
additional reviews will be available.  

For any application where the GNP determines that the applied-for gTLD string is not a 
Geographic Name requiring government support or non-objection, the application will pass the 
Geographic Names Review with no additional steps or fees required. 

For any application where the GNP determines that the applied-for gTLD string is a Geographic 
Name requiring government support or non-objection, the GNP will confirm that the applicant 
has provided the required documentation from the relevant governments or public authorities, 
and that the communication from the government or public authority is legitimate and contains 
the required content. ICANN may confirm the authenticity of the communication by consulting 
with the relevant diplomatic authorities or members of ICANN’s Governmental Advisory 
Committee for the government or public authority concerned on the competent authority and 
appropriate point of contact within their administration for communications. 

The GNP may communicate with the signing entity of the letter to confirm their intent and their 
understanding of the terms on which the support or non-objection for an application is given. 
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Extended Evaluation for Geographic Names Review 

Extended Evaluation allows applicants who did not pass specific evaluations to request 
additional time to address the issues and meet the necessary requirements. A Geographic 
Names Review for an application will qualify for Extended Evaluation in the following instances: 

●​ Issues with Documentation Provided: In cases where an applicant has not provided 
the required documentation, the applicant will be contacted and notified of the 
requirement, and given a limited time frame to provide the documentation. If the 
applicant is able to provide the documentation before the close of the evaluation period, 
and the documentation is found to meet the requirements, the applicant will pass the 
Geographic Names Review. If not, the applicant may elect Extended Evaluation where it 
will have additional time to obtain the required documentation; however, if the applicant 
has not produced the required documentation by the required date (at least 90 days from 
the date of notice), the applicant will not have additional time and/or opportunities in the 
current application round to do so. The applicant may reapply in subsequent application 
rounds, if desired, subject to the fees and requirements of the specific application 
rounds.  

●​ Conflicting Support or Non-Objection for the Same Geographic Name: In the event 
that there is more than one application for a string that represents the same Geographic 
Name and has received documentation of support or non-objection from different 
government or public authorities, as determined by the GNP, these applications will also 
undergo Extended Evaluation. If, during Extended Evaluation, the GNP is satisfied that 
the supporting authorities of all relevant applications meet the required criteria, and 
agree that these applications can proceed to contention resolution, then they will either 
proceed to auction or to CPE, if one of the applications is a Community Application and 
elects to undergo CPE. 

 

1.6​About Reserved Names 
 
1.6.1​Reserved Names Overview 
 
Certain names are blocked and therefore not available for use as gTLD strings, as detailed in 
section 7.2 of the AGB. Other names are reserved at the top level based on consensus policy 
and maintained on a list by ICANN10.  
Note: In the 2012 Applicant Guidebook, the list called “Strings Ineligible for Delegation” is now 
referred to as the Reserved Names List, and the list previously called the “Top-Level Reserved 
Names List” is now known as the Blocked Names List. 
 

10 See outcome of PDP Protection of IGO and INGO Identifiers in All gTLDs for more 
information: https://gnso.icann.org/en/group-activities/active/igo-ingo. 
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As part of the Section 3.1.8 Pre-Submission String Validations in the AGB, all applied-for gTLD 
strings and their variant strings are compared with both the Reserved and Blocked Names lists. 
This comparison ensures two outcomes: gTLD strings on the Blocked Names list cannot 
proceed, while strings on the Reserved Names list trigger an exception process. In the latter 
case, applicants must upload supporting documentation to demonstrate they are the entity for 
which the name is Reserved. Applicants will have the ability to enter a proposed string in TAMS 
to check whether it appears on either the Blocked or Reserved Names lists. 
 
In addition, Blocked and Reserved Names that do not conform to the framework of DNS 
permissible characters will be converted into DNS labels that contain only letters, digits, and 
hyphens consistent with consensus policy.11 
 
 
 

1.6.2 Reserved Names Evaluation Process  
 
The Reserved Names evaluation process is divided into two parts; the Reserved Names 
Identification and the Reserved Names Review. 

Reserved Names Identification 

The Reserved Names Identification is an automated check that identifies whether an applied-for 
string appears on the Reserved Names list. As this function is fully automated, the Reserved 
Names Panel is not anticipated to be involved during this phase. 

Reserved Names Review 

Strings identified as Reserved Names during the Reserved Names Identification process will 
undergo further review during the Reserved Names Review during Application Evaluation. This 
review includes both the exception process for an applicant to apply for a Limited International 
Intergovernmental Organization (IGO) or International Non-Governmental Organization (INGO) 
name and the verification of required documentation12. These entities are collectively referred to 
as “Limited International IGO-INGOs” throughout this document. 
 
Exception Process to Apply for Reserved Names 

12 As noted in Section 7.10.1 Scope of String Similarity Evaluation, per GNSO Council motion 
20251113, “[t]he relevant identifiers [associated with the Red Cross Red Crescent Movement 
and the International Olympic Committee and the full names of specific International 
Governmental Organizations and International Non-Governmental Organizations] shall not be 
included in the String Similarity Evaluation in the New gTLD Program and such a relevant 
identifier shall not operate as a bar to an application for a confusingly similar string by another 
applicant, during evaluation.” See the full GNSO Council motion: 
https://gnso.icann.org/en/council/resolutions/2020-current#20251113.  

11 See DNS Label Conversion Rules under “Implementation Notes” for more information: 
https://www.icann.org/en/contracted-parties/consensus-policies/protection-of-intergovernmental-organizati
on-and-international-non-governmental-organization-identifiers-policy/protection-of-igo-and-ingo-identifier
s-in-all-gtlds-policy-21-02-2024-en.  
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When an applicant enters the applied-for string, the system will automatically check whether 
that string, including any allocatable variant strings, appears on the Reserved Names List. If it 
does, the exception process will be triggered, prompting the applicant to upload supporting 
documentation to demonstrate that they are the entity for which the name is reserved. 

In addition to this check, the system will also verify whether the string is a variant of a Reserved 
Name. In such cases, the applicant will only be able to proceed if the Reserved Name itself is 
being applied for as the primary string, or if the applicant provides confirmation that it is the 
registry operator for the TLD matching the Reserved Name. 

Applicants may request a string on the Reserved Names list through the exception process. 
During the Reserved Names Review, the panel evaluates the exception and verifies the 
applicant’s supporting documentation to confirm they are the eligible entity to operate the 
reserved name. 

The following Limited International IGO-INGOs strings are on the Reserved Names list and may 
be applied for through an exception process only by the relevant entity, provided it submits 
appropriate documentation as detailed in Section 7.2.2.2 Reserved Names Identification of the 
AGB.  

●​ Names added based on recommendations from the IGO-INGO PDP Working Group13 
regarding the protections of IGO-INGO identifiers in all gTLDs,1415 including their 
allocatable variant strings, are eligible for delegation upon verification. These include: 
Red Cross Red Crescent (RCRC)16, International Olympic Committee (IOC)17, and 
International Governmental Organization (IGO)18 – International Non-Governmental 

18 See IGO names: 
https://www.icann.org/sites/default/files/packages/reserved-names/ReservedNames.xml#IGOs.  

17 See IOC names: 
https://www.icann.org/sites/default/files/packages/reserved-names/ReservedNames.xml#IOC.  

16 See Red Cross names: 
https://www.icann.org/sites/default/files/packages/reserved-names/ReservedNames.xml#red-cross1. Note 
that this list–and the ones for IOC and IGO names–applies to second-level domain 
names but will also be repurposed to reserve those same names at the top level in the context 
of the New gTLD Program: 2026 Round. Reference the “Name” column of each list linked for 
the relevant names. 

15 See Board Resolution 2019.01.27.19: 
https://www.icann.org/en/board-activities-and-meetings/materials/approved-resolutions-regular-meeting-of
-the-icann-board-27-01-2019-en#2.d.  

14 See Board Resolution 2014.04.30.03: 
https://www.icann.org/en/board-activities-and-meetings/materials/approved-resolutions-regular-meeting-of
-the-icann-board-of-directors-30-04-2014-en#2.a.  
 

13 See Policy Development Process for Protection of IGO and INGO Identifiers in All gTLDs for 
the scope of relevant names: https://gnso.icann.org/en/group-activities/active/igo-ingo.  
See ICANN Board Resolution (2019.01.27.19),  
https://www.icann.org/en/board-activities-and-meetings/materials/approved-resolutions-regular-meeting-of
-the-icann-board-27-01-2019-en#2.d. 
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Organizations (INGO) Names.19 
 
To apply for a Reserved Name through the exception process, applicants must submit the 
following types of documentation at the time of application: 
 

●​ Certification of Incorporation and, if applicable, letter from parent organization. 
●​ Documentation of support or non-objection including a signed letter from the relevant 

public authority (if applicable). 

Verification of Submitted Documentation 

If an applicant from one of the Limited International IGO-INGOs listed above uses the exception 
process to apply for a name from the Reserved Names list, including its allocatable variant 
strings, a verification process will be initiated. This process will confirm that the applicant has 
submitted satisfactory documentation establishing its eligibility to apply for that particular TLD. 
The verification process for the applying organization/entity will occur as part of Application 
Evaluation. 

ICANN may consult with the relevant authorities for further verification. 
 
If applicable, for further assistance in determining who the relevant government or public 
authority may be for a request, the requester may wish to consult with the relevant GAC 
representative. 

Extended Evaluation for Reserved Names Review  

An applicant that does not provide adequate documentation demonstrating its eligibility to apply 
for a TLD listed on the Reserved Names list will fail the Reserved Names Review. 
 
However, if it is determined that an application does not meet the criteria identified for the 
Reserved Names Review, the applicant may request Extended Evaluation. During Extended 
Evaluation, Clarifying Questions may be issued to obtain additional information. To ensure 
timely processing, applicants will be encouraged to respond as soon as possible, but no later 
than 21 days after receiving the Clarifying Questions. If the additional information provided does 
not satisfy the Reserved Names criteria, the application will not pass the review and will not 
proceed. 
 
 
 

19 See “List of non-governmental organizations in consultative status with the Economic and 
Social Council as at 31 December 2022”: https://docs.un.org/en/E/2023/INF/5, found here: 
https://esango.un.org/civilsociety/displayConsultativeStatusSearch.do?method=search.  
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2​ Scope of Work 
 
The scope of work in this section is intended to provide an understanding of ICANN’s current 
expectations of potential service providers. We expect a single provider to demonstrate the 
ability to deliver on the following activities for Geographic Names and Reserved Names: 
 
2.1​Geographic Names Panel (GNP) Scope of Work 
The Geographic Names Panel (GNP) is expected to review and evaluate applied-for gTLD 
strings submitted in the 2026 Round in order to determine whether they constitute a Geographic 
Name as defined in the AGB, and whether appropriate documentation of government or public 
authority support or non-objection has been provided. 

Data from the 2012 application round may provide insight into the potential evaluation workload: 
1,930 applications were submitted, representing 1,388 unique strings. Each unique string 
underwent Geographic Name Identification, with 63 applications advancing to the Geographic 
Names Review process. 

The work may entail the following: 

●​ Conducting Geographic Name Identification for all applied for strings to determine 
which may be considered Geographic Names under the criteria defined in the AGB, 
regardless of whether the applicant has self-identified the string as such. 

●​ Identifying any strings that are country and territory names, which will not be 
approved. 

●​ Determining the relevance of governments or public authorities associated with 
applied-for strings, based on the applicant’s inputs, public comments, and the Panel’s 
own research and analysis. 

●​ Reviewing documentation of government or public authority support or 
non-objection provided by applicants for relevant Geographic Name strings, and 
verifying: 

○​ The legitimacy of the communication; 
○​ The signatory’s authority and intent; and 
○​ The letter’s compliance with AGB requirements (e.g. clarity of support or 

non-objection, understanding of the string’s intended use, and acknowledgment 
of gTLD obligations). 

●​ Engaging with signatories or relevant contacts to confirm support or non-objection 
and to clarify content where necessary, including coordinating with diplomatic authorities 
or ICANN’s Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC) for validation. 

●​ Performing Extended Evaluation for cases where: 
○​ Required documentation is incomplete or missing and the applicant is provided 

additional time to submit it. 
○​ Multiple applications for the same string present conflicting letters of support or 

non-objection and further clarification is needed. 
●​ Providing clarifying questions to applicants in instances where documentation or 

intent require further explanation to meet evaluation standards. 
●​ Documenting determinations with clear, written rationale for each Geographic Names 

Review, including outcomes of any Extended Evaluations. 
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●​ Developing and maintaining guidance and procedures used in the evaluation 
process. 

●​ Retaining all records and documentation used in the GNP’s review and evaluation 
process for a minimum of five years following the completion of evaluations. 

●​ Completing evaluations within timeframes established by ICANN, while adhering to 
required windows for Extended Evaluation. 

●​ Supporting ICANN in responding to inquiries and Accountability Mechanism 
proceedings relating to Geographic Names determinations as needed.  

 

2.1.1​  GNP Deliverables 
 
The deliverables in this section are intended to provide an understanding of ICANN’s current 
expectations of potential service providers. 
 
Evaluation Outputs 

Deliverable 

Geographic Name Identification Results 
●​ Determination for each applied-for string on whether it constitutes a Geographic 

Name per the AGB. 

Geographic Names Review Determinations 
●​ Evaluation outcome for each relevant application, including: 

○​ Whether appropriate documentation of support or non-objection was 
provided. 

○​ Whether the documentation meets all AGB requirements. 
○​ Whether the application passes or fails the Geographic Names Review. 

Extended Evaluation Reports (if applicable) 
●​ Outcome of Extended Evaluation, including final determination and supporting 

rationale. 

Appeal/Challenge Response Memos (if applicable) 
●​ Summary of the GNP’s response to a reconsideration or appeal request from the 

applicant. 

Cross-Panel Consistency Checks 
●​ Internal summary of alignment checks to ensure consistency across multiple 

panels. 

 
Documentation and Rationale 

Deliverable 

Written Rationale for Each Determination 
●​ Transparent explanation of the GNP’s decision, including references to applicable 

criteria and supporting documentation. 

 
 Project Overview | ICANN Geographic Names Panel and Reserved Names Panel RFP | 13 February 2026 | 14 

 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/mechanisms-2014-03-20-en


 

Clarifying Questions (if needed) 
●​ Set of formal questions to applicants or government or public authority contacts to 

help resolve any ambiguities in the documentation or application. 

Final Documentation Packet Per Application 
●​ Complete record of evaluation outputs, rationale, clarifications, supporting 

documentation, and verification memos or logs detailing communication with 
signatories or relevant government authorities to confirm authenticity and intent 

Communication Templates 
●​ Pre-approved templates for outreach to applicants or authorities, used to ensure 

consistency. 

 
Process Documentation 

Deliverable 

Evaluation Procedures and Guidelines 
●​ Internal guidelines and process documentation developed by the GNP to ensure 

consistent application of the AGB criteria. 

Quality Assurance Plan 
●​ Description of internal controls (e.g. peer review, audits, sampling) to ensure 

accuracy and consistency. 

 
Administrative Deliverables 

Deliverable 

Kickoff Project Plan/Timeline 
●​ Initial project timeline with key dates, resource plan, and dependencies. 

Evaluation Tracking Reports/Status Updates 
●​ Periodic reporting to ICANN on the status of evaluations, including regular 

updates on milestones reached and pending items. 

Post-Evaluation Summary Report 
●​ Summary of the evaluation period including volume handled, process 

observations, and recommendations. 

Records Retention 
●​ A complete and securely stored archive of all materials and documentation used 

in the evaluation process, retained for at least five years. 
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2.2​Reserved Names Panel (RNP) Scope of Work 
The Reserved Names Panel (RNP) will manage and conduct the Reserved Names Review for 
all applications in the New gTLD Program: 2026 Round flagged by the automated Reserved 
Names Identification process.  

ICANN anticipates limited volume for Reserved Names Review. The RNP work may entail the 
following: 

●​ Reviewing Applications Flagged as Reserved Names 
○​ Assess applications identified as Reserved Names to verify if they meet the 

criteria for delegation, focusing exclusively on those submitted through the 
exception process by eligible Limited International IGO-INGOs. These include: 

■​ Names added based on recommendations from the IGO-INGO PDP 
Working Group regarding the protections of IGO-INGO identifiers in all 
gTLDs, including their allocatable variant strings. Red Cross Red 
Crescent (RCRC), International Olympic Committee (IOC), and 
International Governmental Organization (IGO) – International 
Non-Governmental Organizations (INGO) Names. 

●​ Verification of Submitted Documentation 
○​ Evaluate the completeness, authenticity, and eligibility of documentation provided 

by applicants, including certification of incorporation, letters of support or 
non-objection from relevant public authorities, and other required/relevant 
evidence. 

●​ Consultation with Relevant Authorities 
○​ When doubts arise regarding documentation authenticity or eligibility, liaise with 

relevant government or public authorities and Governmental Advisory Committee 
(GAC) representatives to verify claims. 

●​ Working with ICANN during Extended Evaluation Process (if applicable) 
○​ Issue clarifying questions to applicants, and work with ICANN to help manage 

responses within defined timelines, etc. 
●​ Documentation and Retention 

○​ Maintain thorough records of all reviews, communications, decisions, and 
relevant materials in accordance with ICANN’s retention policies. 

 
2.3​RNP Deliverables 
 

●​ Eligibility Verification Reports for each application subject to Reserved Names 
Review, including rationale for pass/fail outcome. 

●​ Clarifying Questions (if applicable) issued during Extended Evaluation, along with 
applicant responses and determinations. 

●​ Consultation Memos or Summaries (if applicable) documenting outreach to relevant 
authorities or GAC representatives. 

●​ Evaluation Challenge Support Documentation, as needed, for any application under 
review due to a challenge. 

●​ Record Retention of all evaluation documentation used in the evaluation process, 
retained for at least five years. 
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2.4​Quality Control 
 
To assure all applicants and the community that evaluations are objectively conducted and 
adhere to the processes in the AGB, evaluations and evaluators’ work may be reviewed by an 
independent quality control provider. This provider may request information on how an 
evaluation (or set of evaluations) was performed, how the scoring was determined, work papers, 
etc. for completed evaluations. This is being done at the request of ICANN and is intended 
solely to determine if applications are being evaluated according to the established procedures. 
The provider may recommend process improvements to ICANN that will be reviewed and may 
be passed on to evaluators. 
 

3​ Selection Criteria 
 
The decision to select a supplier as an outcome of this RFP will be based on, but not limited to, 
the following selection criteria: 
 

1.​ Experience and Expertise 
2.​ Time and Resources 
3.​ Evaluation and Assessment 
4.​ Panel Management 
5.​ Methodology and Approach 
6.​ Quality Control and Reporting  
7.​ Information Security and Data Privacy 
8.​ Conflict of Interest Management 
9.​ Pricing 
10.​Reference checks 
11.​Financial Health 

 
3.1​Key Requirements of Provider 
 
The provider must be able to adhere to the complete list of business requirements as listed in 
the Jaggaer Portal. A summary of the key business requirements is set out below: 
 

1.​ The provider must be a well established firm or organization with significant 
demonstrated experience in evaluating compliance frameworks, public policy, consumer 
protection, internet security or regulatory matters. 
 

2.​ The provider must have the ability to recruit, train and calibrate evaluators, manage 
workloads across multiple applications, and maintain consistency and fairness across 
different panelists. 
 

3.​ The provider will collaborate with ICANN to develop an Evaluation Guide that clearly 
documents the processes and decision frameworks for applying AGB criteria for 
Geographic Names and Reserved Names, ensuring consistent and well reasoned 
determinations. The provider will also work with ICANN to define and document 
standardized processes for recording and communicating all evaluation outcomes. 
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4.​ The provider must demonstrate proven ability to manage complex evaluation programs, 
deliver results on schedule, provide timely update and reporting to ICANN, and support 
transparency and accountability requirements. 

 
5.​ The provider must have the ability to manage evaluation processes of international 

projects and organizations.  
 

6.​ The provider must receive ICANN’s approval before engaging any third-party firms / 
independent contractors (i.e., firms/contractors with whom you propose to subcontract) 
related to this project. 
 

7.​ The provider must have the ability to maintain data security and integrity of the process, 
including by incorporating the principles of privacy and security by design into their work, 
to help ensure that privacy and security are considered throughout the project lifecycle, 
and that personal data is processed in a secure and compliant manner. 

 
8.​ The provider must demonstrate a robust conflict of interest policy for the resources in 

place. Eligibility to serve as a provider will be based on an assessment of potential 
conflicts of interest. Should any applicant submit applications that would present a 
conflict of interest, the provider must have an established process for recusal and 
provide an alternative evaluator within a reasonable timeframe. Please refer to the AGB 
Appendix 7 for Conflict of Interest and Appendix 8 for Code of Conduct and Conflict of 
Interest Guidelines for Service Providers which apply to Evaluation Resources.  

 
9.​ The provider must support ICANN in addressing any accountability mechanisms 

described in the AGB for evaluation results and to supply necessary information and 
documentation to ICANN, as needed, on an ongoing basis. 

 
10.​The provider and all employees and/or subcontractors are expected to complete 

ICANN-led provider onboarding prior to engaging in the contracted effort. This will 
include information on ICANN, its mission, the New gTLD Program: 2026 Round as well 
as any system and process training ICANN deems necessary. ICANN will do its best to 
contain training material relevant for the provider's contracted work. ICANN expects this 
to occur just prior to the start of provider’s work. 
 

11.​The provider understands that the Reserved Names Identification process is an 
automated ICANN step and is not a responsibility of the Reserved Names Panel. 
 

12.​Pricing for Geographic Names Identification: For the work identified in Section 1.5.1, 
paragraph 1 and described throughout, ICANN would like to see pricing per string (with 
or without variants) on a tiered basis.  

○​ For example strings 1-500 = price Y per string; strings 500-1000 = Price Z per 
string; etc. (see pricing sheet for additional information) 

○​ ICANN’s planning assumption is to have applications for 2000 strings, but this 
may vary depending on the actual number of applications received. 

 
13.​Pricing for Geographic Names Review (section 1.5.1, paragraph 2) and Reserved 

Names Review (section 1.6.2, paragraph 2): The provider must give ICANN pricing on a 
single flat fee per-application-evaluated basis. Both reviews are conditional evaluations 
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that applicants may choose to go through if the applied-for string is identified as an 
eligible Geographic or Reserved Name.  

○​ ICANN wants to understand the aspects of each respondent's pricing. The 
provider should include all components of their pricing in the pricing worksheet as 
discrete line items for ICANN’s evaluation purposes.  

○​ Final pricing for this work will be stated in an executed agreement on a 
per-evaluation price, which includes the price for the evaluations and any other 
accepted pricing components. 
 

14.​ICANN requires the provider to obtain reference checks. The provider should have 
relevant references available for ICANN to contact.  

 
4​ RFP Timeline  

 
The following dates have been established as milestones for the RFP. ICANN reserves the right 
to modify or change this timeline at any time as necessary. 
 

Activity Estimated Dates 
RFP published  13 February 2026 
Participants submit any questions to ICANN 27 February 2026 23:59 UTC 
ICANN responds to participant questions  6 March 2026 
Participant responses due by 13 March 2026 23:59 UTC 
ICANN reviews responses 27 March 2026 
Final evaluations, and selection 1 April 2026 
Contracting and Award 21 April 2026 
Announcement of Provider 27 April 2026 
Publish Evaluation Guides TBD 
 

5​ Terms and Conditions 
 
General Terms and Conditions 
 
1.​ Submission of a response shall constitute each respondent’s acknowledgment and 

acceptance of all the specifications, requirements and terms and conditions in the RFP. 
 
2.​ All costs of preparing and submitting its response, responding to or providing any other 

assistance to ICANN in connection with the RFP will be borne by the respondent. 
 
3.​ All submitted responses including any supporting materials or documentation will become 

the property of ICANN. If respondent’s response contains any proprietary information that 
should not be disclosed or used by ICANN other than for the purposes of evaluating the 
response, that information should be marked with appropriate confidentiality markings. 

 
4.​ As a requirement for the vendor, we expect that you will comply with all relevant data 

protection laws and regulations and will have policies and procedures in place to protect the 
privacy of any personal information that you collect or process on our behalf. You must 
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respect data subjects' right to control their personal information and ensure that their data is 
kept secure and used only for the purposes for which it was provided. You must never sell, 
rent, or share personal data you process on our behalf with third parties. We expect that 
you will take all necessary steps to ensure the security and confidentiality of any personal 
data that you process on our behalf, including implementing appropriate technical and 
organizational measures to prevent unauthorized access, use, or disclosure. Compliance 
with these requirements will be a key consideration in our selection of a vendor. 

 
Discrepancies, Omissions and Additional Information 

 
1.​ Respondent is responsible for examining the RFP and all addenda. Failure to do so will be 

at the sole risk of respondent. Should respondent find discrepancies, omissions, unclear or 
ambiguous intent or meaning, or should any question arise concerning the RFP, respondent 
must notify ICANN of such findings immediately in writing via e-mail no later than ten (10) 
days prior to the deadline for proposals or responses. Should such matters remain 
unresolved by ICANN, in writing, prior to respondent’s preparation of its response, such 
matters must be addressed in respondent’s response. 

 
2.​ ICANN is not responsible for oral statements made by its employees, agents, or 

representatives concerning the RFP. If respondent requires additional information, 
respondent must request that the issuer of the RFP furnish such information in writing. 

 
3.​ A respondent’s response is presumed to represent its best efforts to respond to the RFP. 

Any significant inconsistency, if unexplained, raises a fundamental issue of the 
respondent’s understanding of the nature and scope of the work required and of its ability to 
perform the contract as proposed and may be cause for rejection of the response. The 
burden of proof as to cost credibility rests with the respondent. 

 
4.​ If necessary, supplemental information to the RFP will be provided to all prospective 

respondents receiving the RFP. All supplemental information issued by ICANN will form 
part of the RFP. ICANN is not responsible for any failure by prospective respondents to 
receive supplemental information. 

 
Assessment and Award 
  
1.​ ICANN reserves the right, without penalty and at its discretion, to accept or reject any 

proposal, withdraw the RFP, make no award, to waive or permit the correction of any 
informality or irregularity and to disregard any non-conforming or conditional proposal. 
 

2.​ ICANN may request a respondent to provide further information or documentation to 
support respondent’s proposal and its ability to provide the products and/or services 
contemplated by the RFP. 
 

3.​ ICANN is not obliged to accept the lowest priced proposal. Price is only one of the 
determining factors for the successful award. 
 

4.​ ICANN will assess proposals based on compliant responses to the requirements set out in 
the RFP, responses to questions related to those requirements, any further issued 
clarifications (if any) and consideration of any other issues or evidence relevant to the 
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respondent’s ability to successfully provide and implement the products and/or services 
contemplated by the RFP and in the best interests of ICANN. 
 

5.​ ICANN reserves the right to enter into contractual negotiations and if necessary, modify any 
terms and conditions of a final contract with the respondent whose proposal offers the best 
value to ICANN. 

 
Use of Artificial Intelligence and related tools and technology 
 
1.​ ICANN would allow use of AI under strictly controlled pre-approved parameters. 

Vendors may propose the use of Artificial Intelligence and related technologies (AI) to 
support the evaluation of applications and/applicants or other contracted work for the New 
gTLD Program: 2026 Round, where such use enhances efficiency and improves the quality 
of work.  

 
2.​ Any proposed use of AI must be approved by ICANN in advance. Vendors will be required 

to meet with ICANN staff to review the model and its data and information security, and 
must satisfy ICANN’s data security and privacy requirements - for example strict controls 
for the processing of personal data, deletion of ICANN-provided data after evaluations, 
having an established AI security framework, ability to respond to an ICANN AI security 
questionnaire, authorized/unauthorized access policies, etc. - before any use of AI tools or 
ICANN-supplied data is allowed. 

 
3.​ AI must not be used to make decisions or determinations for evaluations. Vendors must 

provide a description of the AI tool’s purpose, function, inputs, expected outputs, the quality 
control mechanisms, and how human panelists will use AI-generated outputs to inform a 
panelist’s determination on applications or applicants. Vendors remain fully responsible for 
the accuracy of AI-generated outputs and for the quality, integrity, and compliance of all 
deliverables produced under the contract. 

 
4.​ All data obtained by vendor from ICANN-provided material and any data derived from that 

source must be treated as confidential and may only be used as necessary to perform the 
contracted work. ICANN-provided data may not be used to train, develop, or enhance AI 
tools beyond the intended use for the 2026 Round and for which vendor is contracted. 
Upon completion of provider’s contracted work, all data obtained by vendor from 
ICANN-provided material and any data derived from that source must be purged from the 
provider’s AI data sources.  

 
5.​ Vendors certify that their use of AI tools complies with their agreement with ICANN and will 

be limited to ICANN-approved operations and purposes. No intellectual property is 
transferred from ICANN to the vendor or its subcontractors and suppliers as a result of 
using AI tools.  
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Annex 1: Separable Country and Territory Names List 
 
gTLD application restrictions on country or territory names are tied to listing in property fields of 
the ISO 3166-1 standard. Notionally, the ISO 3166-1 standard has an “English short name” field 
which is the common name for a country and can be used for such protections; however, in 
some cases this does not represent the common name. This list seeks to add additional 
protected elements which are derived from definitions in the ISO 3166-1 standard. An 
explanation of the various classes is included below. 
 
 

Separable Country and Territory Names List 
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Separable Name Alpha-2 Code ISO 3166 Short Name Class 

Abariringa KI Kiribati C 

Agalega Islands MU Mauritius C 

Åland AX Åland Islands B 

Aldabra Islands SC Seychelles C 

Alderney GG Guernsey C 

America US United States of America (the) B 

Amindivi Islands IN India C 

Amirante Islands SC Seychelles C 

Amsterdam Island TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Andaman Islands IN India C 

Anegada VG Virgin Islands (British) C 

Anjouan KM Comoros (the) C 

Annobón Island GQ Equatorial Guinea C 

Antigua AG Antigua and Barbuda A 

Antipodes Islands NZ New Zealand C 

Ascension SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha A 

Ashore Island AU Australia C 

Auckland Islands NZ New Zealand C 

Austral Islands PF French Polynesia C 

Babelthuap PW Palau C 

Baker Island UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Banaba KI Kiribati C 

Barbuda AG Antigua and Barbuda A 

Bassas da India TF French Southern Territories (the) C 
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Bear Island SJ Svalbard and Jan Mayen C 

Bequia VC Saint Vincent and the Grenadines C 

Bioko Island GQ Equatorial Guinea C 

Bird Island VE Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) C 

Bismarck Archipelago PG Papua New Guinea C 

Bolivia BO Bolivia (Plurinational State of) B 

Bonaire BQ Bonaire, Sint Eustatius and Saba A 

Bonaire NL Netherlands (Kingdom of the) C 

Bosnia BA Bosnia and Herzegovina A 

Bougainville PG Papua New Guinea C 

Brecqhou GG Guernsey C 

Brunei BN Brunei Darussalam B 

Burhou GG Guernsey C 

Cabinda AO Angola C 

Caicos Islands TC Turks and Caicos Islands (the) A 

Campbell Island NZ New Zealand C 

Cargados Carajos Shoals MU Mauritius C 

Caroline Islands FM Micronesia (Federated States of) C 

Caroline Islands PW Palau C 

Carriacou GD Grenada C 

Caribbean Netherlands BQ Bonaire, Sint Eustatius and Saba C 

Cartier Island AU Australia C 

Chagos Archipelago IO British Indian Ocean Territory (the) C 

Chatham Islands NZ New Zealand C 

Chuuk FM Micronesia (Federated States of) C 

Clipperton Island FR France C 

Coco Island CR Costa Rica C 

Cocos Islands CC Cocos (Keeling) Islands (the) A 

Coral Sea Islands AU Australia C 

Cosmoledo Islands SC Seychelles C 

Crozet Archipelago TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Diego Garcia IO British Indian Ocean Territory (the) C 

Ducie Island PN Pitcairn C 

Easter Island CL Chile C 

Efate VU Vanuatu C 

Emirates AE United Arab Emirates (the) B 

Enderbury Island KI Kiribati C 
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Europa Island TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Falkland Islands FK Falkland Islands (the) [Malvinas] B 

Faroe FO Faroe Islands (the) A 

Farquhar Islands SC Seychelles C 

Fernando de Noronha Island BR Brazil C 

French Guiana FR France C 

French Polynesia FR France C 

French Southern Territories FR France C 

Funafuti TV Tuvalu C 

Futuna WF Wallis and Futuna A 

Galápagos Islands EC Ecuador C 

Gambier Islands PF French Polynesia C 

Gilbert Islands KI Kiribati C 

Glorioso Islands TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Gough Island SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha C 

Grand Cayman KY Cayman Islands (the) C 

Grande Comore KM Comoros (the) C 

Great Britain GB 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland (the) A 

Grenadines VC Saint Vincent and the Grenadines A 

Guadalcanal SB Solomon Islands C 

Guadeloupe FR France C 

Heard Island HM Heard Island and McDonald Islands A 

Henderson Island PN Pitcairn C 

Herm GG Guernsey C 

Herzegovina BA Bosnia and Herzegovina A 

Holy See VA Holy See (the) A 

Hoorn Islands WF Wallis and Futuna C 

Howland Island UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Inaccessible Island SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha C 

Iran IR Iran (Islamic Republic of) B 

Jaluit MH Marshall Islands (the) C 

Jan Mayen SJ Svalbard and Jan Mayen A 

Jarvis Island UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Jethou GG Guernsey C 

Johnston Atoll UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 
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Jost Van Dyke VG Virgin Islands (British) C 

Juan de Nova Island TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Juan Fernández Islands CL Chile C 

Kaliningrad Region RU Russian Federation (the) C 

Keeling Islands CC Cocos (Keeling) Islands (the) A 

Kerguelen Islands TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Kermadec Islands NZ New Zealand C 

Kingman Reef UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Kiritimati KI Kiribati C 

Kosrae FM Micronesia (Federated States of) C 

Kwajalein MH Marshall Islands (the) C 

la Désirade GP Guadeloupe C 

La Réunion FR France C 

Laccadive Islands IN India C 

Laos LA Lao People's Democratic Republic (the) B 

les Saintes GP Guadeloupe C 

Lihou GG Guernsey C 

Line Islands KI Kiribati C 

Little Sark GG Guernsey C 

Lord Howe Island AU Australia C 

Loyalty Islands NC New Caledonia C 

Macquarie Island AU Australia C 

Mahé SC Seychelles C 

Majuro MH Marshall Islands (the) C 

Malpelo Island CO Colombia C 

Malvinas FK Falkland Islands (the) [Malvinas] B 

Mariana Islands MP Northern Mariana Islands (the) C 

Marie-Galante GP Guadeloupe C 

Marion Island ZA South Africa C 

Marquesas Islands PF French Polynesia C 

Martim Vaz Islands BR Brazil C 

Martinique FR France C 

Mayotte YT France C 

McDonald Islands HM Heard Island and McDonald Islands A 

Metropolitan France FR France C 

Midway Islands UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Minicoy Island IN India C 
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Miquelon PM Saint Pierre and Miquelon A 

Mohéli KM Comoros (the) C 

Moldova MD Moldova (the Republic of) B 

Mount Athos GR Greece C 

Musandam Peninsula OM Oman C 

Navassa Island UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Negara Brunei Darussalam BN Brunei Darussalam C 

Netherlands NL Netherlands (Kingdom of the) B 

Nevis KN Saint Kitts and Nevis A 

New Caledonia FR France C 

Nicobar Islands IN India C 

Nightingale Island SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha C 

North Korea KP Korea (the Democratic People's Republic of) C 

Northern Grenadine Islands VC Saint Vincent and the Grenadines C 

Northern Ireland GB 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland (the) A 

Northern Solomon Islands PG Papua New Guinea C 

Oecussi TL Timor-Leste C 

Oeno Island PN Pitcairn C 

Palestine PS Palestine, State of B 

Palmyra Atoll UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Penghu Islands TW Taiwan (Province of China) C 

Pescadores TW Taiwan (Province of China) C 

Phoenix Islands KI Kiribati C 

Pohnpei FM Micronesia (Federated States of) C 

Prince Edward Island ZA South Africa C 

Principe ST Sao Tome and Principe A 

Providencia Island CO Colombia C 

Rarotonga CK Cook Islands (the) C 

Redonda Island AG Antigua and Barbuda C 

Rio Muni GQ Equatorial Guinea C 

Rodrigues Island MU Mauritius C 

Rotuma Island FJ Fiji C 

Russia RU Russian Federation (the) B 

Saba BQ Bonaire, Sint Eustatius and Saba A 

Saba NL Netherlands (Kingdom of the) C 
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Sabah MY Malaysia C 

Saint Barthélemy FR France C 

Saint Croix VI Virgin Islands (U.S.) C 

Saint Helena SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha A 

Saint John VI Virgin Islands (U.S.) C 

Saint Kitts KN Saint Kitts and Nevis A 

Saint Martin FR France C 

Saint Martin MF Saint Martin (French part) B 

Saint Paul Island TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Saint Pierre and Miquelon FR France C 

Saint Pierre PM Saint Pierre and Miquelon A 

Saint Thomas VI Virgin Islands (U.S.) C 

Saint Vincent Island VC Saint Vincent and the Grenadines C 

Saint Vincent VC Saint Vincent and the Grenadines A 

Saipan MP Northern Mariana Islands (the) C 

Sala y Gómez Island CL Chile C 

San Ambrosio Island CL Chile C 

San Andrés Island CO Colombia C 

San Félix Island CL Chile C 

Santa Cruz Islands SB Solomon Islands C 

Santo VU Vanuatu C 

São Tiago CV Cabo Verde C 

Sao Tome ST Sao Tome and Principe A 

São Vicente CV Cabo Verde C 

Sarawak MY Malaysia C 

Sark GG Guernsey C 

Savai'i WS Samoa C 

Sint Eustatius BQ Bonaire, Sint Eustatius and Saba A 

Sint Eustatius NL Netherlands (Kingdom of the) C 

Society Archipelago PF French Polynesia C 

Socotra Island YE Yemen C 

South Georgia GS 
South Georgia and the South Sandwich 
Islands A 

South Korea KR Korea (the Republic of) C 

South Sandwich Islands GS 
South Georgia and the South Sandwich 
Islands A 

Southern Grenadine Islands GD Grenada C 
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Southern Solomon Islands SB Solomon Islands C 

Stoltenhoff Island SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha C 

Svalbard SJ Svalbard and Jan Mayen A 

Swain's Island AS American Samoa C 

Swan Islands HN Honduras C 

Syria SY Syrian Arab Republic (the) B 

Tahiti PF French Polynesia C 

Taiwan TW Taiwan (Province of China) B 

Tanzania TZ Tanzania, the United Republic of B 

Tarawa KI Kiribati C 

Tobago TT Trinidad and Tobago A 

Tongatapu TO Tonga C 

Tortola VG Virgin Islands (British) C 

Trindade Island BR Brazil C 

Trinidad TT Trinidad and Tobago A 

Tristan da Cunha SH 
Saint Helena, Ascension and Tristan da 
Cunha A 

Tromelin Island TF French Southern Territories (the) C 

Tuamotu Islands PF French Polynesia C 

Turks Islands TC Turks and Caicos Islands (the) A 

Tutuila AS American Samoa C 

Upolu WS Samoa C 

Uvea WF Wallis and Futuna C 

Vanua Levu FJ Fiji C 

Vatican VA Holy See (the) A 

Venezuela VE Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) B 

Virgin Gorda VG Virgin Islands (British) C 

Virgin Islands VG Virgin Islands (British) B 

Virgin Islands VI Virgin Islands (U.S.) B 

Viti Levu FJ Fiji C 

Wake Island UM United States Minor Outlying Islands (the) C 

Wallis and Futuna FR France C 

Wallis Islands WF Wallis and Futuna C 

Wallis WF Wallis and Futuna A 

Yap FM Micronesia (Federated States of) C 



 

Methodology: 
 
This Separable Country and Territory Names List is produced by ICANN Staff through analysis 
of the ISO 3166-1 standard, in accordance with the eligibility criteria below. This version of the 
list was produced based on the data published by ISO on 2025-05-05. 
 
Codes reserved by the ISO 3166 Maintenance Agency do not have any implication on this list, 
only entries derived from normally assigned codes appearing in ISO 3166-1 are eligible. 
  
If an ISO code is struck off the ISO 3166-1 standard, any entries in this list deriving from that 
code must also be struck. 
  
 
Eligibility: 
 

●​ Class A: The ISO 3166-1 English Short Name is composed of multiple, separable parts 
whereby the country or territory comprises distinct sub-entities. Each of these separable 
parts is eligible in its own right for consideration as a country or territory name. For 
example, “Antigua and Barbuda” is composed of “Antigua” and “Barbuda.” 

 
●​ Class B: The ISO 3166-1 English Short Name (1) or the ISO 3166-1 English Full Name 

(2) contains additional language that describes the type of country or territory the entity 
is, which is often not used in common usage when referencing the country or territory. 
For example, one such short name is “The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela” for a 
country in common usage referred to as “Venezuela.” 

 
●​ Class C: The ISO 3166-1 Remarks column contains synonyms of the country or territory 

name, or sub-national entities, as denoted by “often referred to as,” “includes”, 
“comprises”, “variant” or “principal islands”.  
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Annex 2: Sample Letter of Support or Non-Objection from a Government 
Entity/Public Authority 

[This letter should be provided on official letterhead] 

Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers 
12025 Waterfront Dr 
Los Angeles, CA 90094 
United States of America   
 
Attention: New gTLD Program Team   
 
Subject: Letter of support/non-opposition for [Requested TLD]   
 
This letter [confirms that the Government Entity/Public Authority fully supports][expresses the 
Government Entity/Public Authority’s non-opposition to] the application for [Requested gTLD(s)] 
submitted to the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN) by [Applicant] 
under the New gTLD Program. As the [Minister/Secretary/Title], I am authorized by the 
[Government Entity/Public Authority] to provide this formal letter of support. [Government 
Entity/Public Authority], through the [Department/Division/Office], is responsible for [brief 
summary of functions and responsibilities]. The [Government Entity/Public Authority] is confident 
in [Applicant’s] capacity to manage the gTLD in a responsible and effective manner.  
 
The [Government Entity/Public Authority] understands that the gTLD will be used to [Insert 
understanding of how the name will be used by the applicant. This could include policies 
developed regarding who can register a name, pricing model and management structures.]  
 
The [Government Entity/Public Authority] supports the application for [Requested gTLD(s)], and 
understands that if it is successful, [Applicant] will be required to enter into a Registry 
Agreement with ICANN. In the event of a dispute between [Government Entity/Public Authority] 
and [Applicant], we understand that ICANN will comply with a legally binding order from a court 
within our jurisdiction.  
 
[Optional] This application is being submitted as a community-based application. The 
[Government Entity/Public Authority] understands that the Registry Agreement will incorporate 
the community registration policies proposed in the application that are approved, as-is or with 
modifications, by ICANN. Following the delegation of the gTLD, if the [Government Entity/Public 
Authority] determines that the registry is not adhering to these registration policies, we may seek 
recourse through the Registry Restrictions Dispute Resolution Procedure (RRDRP).   
 
[Optional] If this application is successful the [Government Entity/Public Authority] will enter into 
a separate agreement with the applicant. This agreement will define the terms of the 
[Government Entity/Public Authority] support for the operation of the gTLD, and any conditions 
under which that support may be withdrawn. ICANN will not be a party to this agreement, and its 
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enforcement will rest solely with the [Government Entity/Public Authority].  
 
The [Government Entity/Public Authority] understands that the Geographic Names Panel 
engaged by ICANN will conduct due diligence to verify the authenticity of this documentation. 
Should additional information be required, please contact [Name, Title, Contact Details] as the 
primary point of contact. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to support this application.   
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
[Full Name] 
[Official Title] 
[Government Entity/Public Authority Department] 
[Contact Information] 
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