
 

 

USE OF 3-LETTER COUNTRY/ TERRITORY CODES AS TOP-LEVEL DOMAINS 

 

Procedural Background 

 The Cross Community Working Group on the Use of Country and Territory 

Names as top-level domains (“CCWG-UCTN”) had sent a communication to the 

GAC chair/ co-chairs on 9 September 2015, which was forwarded to the larger 

GAC group on 25 September. 

 The communication asks a series of questions related to the use of 3-letter country 

and territory codes (“3-letter codes”). 

 The CCWG-UCTN has asked for a formal response  

What are 3-letter country/ territory codes? 

 ISO 3166 is a standard published by the International Organization for 

Standardization (“ISO”) that defines codes for the names of countries, dependent 

territories, special areas of geographical interest, and their principal subdivisions 

(e.g., provinces or states). These codes are for general use, and may be adopted by 

any organization. 

 At present, ccTLDs have been allotted 2-letter codes on the basis of the ISO 3166-

1 alpha-2 codes (such as ‘IN’ for India, or ‘NZ’ for New Zealand) which are 

contained within ISO 3166. ISO 3166 also contains a standardized list of 3-letter 

codes for countries, known as ISO 3166-1 alpha-3 (such as ‘IND’ for India, or 

‘NZL’ for New Zealand). 

 As part of the new gTLD program, it is now possible for anyone to apply for new 

generic top level domains (“gTLDs”) which consist of 3 or more characters. 

 The question being considered is broadly whether the ISO 3166-1 alpha-3 codes 

should all be reserved within the gTLD namespace, thereby preventing any party 

from registering a new gTLD which is the same as these 3-letter country codes. 

 The precise questions put forward by the CCWG-UCTN are below :  



 

 

 

Questions by the CWG-UCTN on 3-character codes with regard to the use of country and 

territory names as top-level domains 

  1.      In future, should all three-character top-level domains be reserved as ccTLDs only 

and be ineligible for use as gTLDs? What would be the advantage or disadvantage of 

such a policy?  

2.      In future, should all three-character top-level domains be eligible for use as gTLDs 

as long as they are not in conflict with the existing alpha-3 codes from the ISO 3166-1 

list; i.e. the three-character version of the same ISO list that is the basis for current 

ccTLD allocation? What would be the advantage or disadvantage of such a policy? 

3.      In future, should three-character strings be eligible for use as gTLDs if they are not 

in conflict with existing alpha-3 codes form the ISO 3166-1 list and they have received 

documentation of support or non-objection from the relevant government or public 

authority? What would be the advantage or disadvantage of such a policy? 

4.      In future, should there be unrestricted use of three-character strings as gTLDs if 

they are not conflicting with any applicable string similarity rules? What would be the 

advantage or disadvantage of such a policy? 

5.      In future, should all IDN three-character strings be reserved exclusively as ccTLDs 

and be ineligible as IDN gTLDs? What would be the advantage or disadvantage of such a 

policy?  

6.      In future, should there be unrestricted use of IDN three-character strings if they are 

not in conflict with existing TLDs or any applicable string similarity rules? What would 

be the advantage or disadvantage of such a policy? 

7.      Do you have any additional comments that may help the CWG-UCTN in its 

discussion on three-character strings as top-level domains?



 

 

 


