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"Acronyms"

 ACDR: Arab Center For Dispute Resolution.

 ACPA: Anti-cybersquatting Consumer Protection Act.

 ADNDRC: Asian Domain Name Dispute Resolution Center. 

 CAC: Czech Arbitration Court.

 ccTLDs: Country Code Domain Names.

  DNS: Domain Name System. 

 FAA: Federal Arbitration Act.

 FTDA: Federal Trademark Dilution Act.

 gTLDs: Generic Top Level Domain Names.

 IANA: Internet Assigned Numbers Authority.

 ICANN: Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and 

Numbers. 

 IDNs: Internationalized Domain Names.

 IP: Internet Protocol. 

 ISI: Information Sciences Institute.

 ISO: International Organization for Standardization.

 NAF: National Arbitration Forum. 

 NSF: The National Science Foundation.

 NSI:  Network Solutions, Inc.

 PTI:  Public Technical Identifier.

 SLD: Secand Level Domain Name.

 TCP: Transfer Control Protocol.

 TDRA: Trademark Dilution Revision Act.

 TLD: Top Level Domain Name.  

 TRIPS: Agreement on Trade Related Aspects of Intellectual 

Property Rights. 
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 UDRP:  Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy.

 URL: Uniform Resource Locator.

 USC: University of Southern California.

 WIPO: World Intellectual Property Organization.

 WWW: World Wide Web.
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Paul Baran

Transfer Control Protocol/ Internet Protocol TCP/IP

Packets

Routers

                                                           
(1)

 

(2 )–
Protocol

ar-04-02-2014-https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/glossary

 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/glossary-2014-02-04-ar
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Internet 

Protocol AddressIP

IP

Domain Name 

System "DNS"

www.wipo.int

                                                           
(1)

(2 )

arabic-domains.org/docs/byte-art.doc

http://www.wipo.int/
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DNS

Domain names system- DNS

                                                           
(1 )

 

(2)

AZ09

ASCII

Internationalized country code TLDs

DNS

IDN

http://icannwiki.com/IDN

http://icannwiki.com/IDN
http://icannwiki.com/IDN
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Google mapswww.maps.google.com.

root

TLD.com

SLD

.google

maps

www.maps.google.com.

DNS

IP

IP

DNS server
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root servers

cacheIP

Recursiveroot servers

IP

.comDNS server

.com

google.com

IP

google.com

google.commaps.google.com

google.comIP

maps.google.com

IP

                                                           
(1 )– 

A  MIP

 

Root Server System Advisory Committee- available on:  

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/rssac-4c-2012-02-25-en- Accessed in 17/4/2016. 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/rssac-4c-2012-02-25-en-
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Uniform Resource Locator

URL

www.wipo.inthttp

http

PrefixRootsuffix

wwwThird 

Level DomainWorld wide web

wipo

Wipo

World Intellectual Property 

Organization

Second Level Domain, SLD

int

Top Level 

http://www.wipo.int/
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Domain "TLD"

DNS

 gTLDs

characters

DNS

                                                           
(1)

 - http://www.nans.gov.sy

(2)
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.com,.org, .net, int, edu ,gov, and 

.mail

ccTLDs) 

ISO 3166-1

International Organization for Standardization -ISO

                                                           
(1)

Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers, 

ICANN

biz, 

.info, .name, .pro, .museum, .aero, .coop

asia, .cat, 

.jobs, .mobi, travel, .post, .xxx

New gTLD Program

Closed 

Generic Strings

  GTLD- Available at: http://icannwiki.com/GTLD?setlang=en- Accessed in 20/11/2015.  

(2 )–
ISO 3166-1 

alpha-2ISO 3166-1 alpha-3

ISO 3166-1 numeric

= 

http://icannwiki.com/GTLD?setlang=en-
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Internationalized Domain Names "IDNs

.gov.edu.co

.com

Internet Assigned Numbers 

Authority "IANA"

                                                                                                                                                      

SY, SYR,760

 

  ISO 3166-1- Available at : https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISO_3166-1- Accessed in 

8/1/2016. 

(1)-For more information see: Internationalized Domain Names- Available at: 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/idn-2012-02-25-en- Accessed in 8/3/2019.  

 (2)- For more information see: Country code top-level domain at: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Country_code_top-level_domain- Accessed in 8/1/2016.   

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISO_3166-1-
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/idn-2012-02-25-en-
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Country_code_top-level_domain-
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Information Sciences Institute "ISI"

University of Southern California "USC"

Defense Advance Research Project Agency "DARPA"

The National 

Science Foundation "NSF"

Network Solutions, Inc. "NSI"

.com, .net, 

and .org

IP

United States 

Department of Commerce "DoC"

Internet Corporation for Assigned 

                                                           
(1)

 -  

(2)- National Telecommunications and Information Administration (NTIA), Management of 

Internet Names and Addresses, 63 Fed Reg 31,741 (June 1998) (commonly known as the 

Magaziner Report or White Paper)- Available at: https://www.ntia.doc.gov/federal-register-

notice/1998/statement-policy-management-internet-names-and-addresses- Accessed in 8/3/2019. 

https://www.ntia.doc.gov/federal-register-notice/1998/statement-policy-management-internet-names-and-addresses-
https://www.ntia.doc.gov/federal-register-notice/1998/statement-policy-management-internet-names-and-addresses-
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Names and Numbers "ICANN"

DoCNSI

IANA

Memorandum of Understanding "MOU'

IANA

Affirmation of Commitments "AoC"

IANA

                                                           
(1)- David Lindsay- Internet Domain Name Dispute Resolution- Paper presented to BLEC 

Congress 2002- Melbourne- 30 April 2002- p.3.  

(2)- See: Purchase Order NO.40SBNT067020- NTIA- Available at:  

https://www.ntia.doc.gov/files/ntia/publications/ianacontract.pdf-  Accessed in 8/3/2019. 

(3)- See: Memorandum of Understanding Between the US Department of Commerce and 

Internet Corporation for Assigned Name and Numbers- Amendment 1 (November 4, 1999), 

available at: https://www.ntia.doc.gov/page/1999/icann-ammendment-1- Accessed in 

2/4/2019. 

(4)- See: AFFIRMATION OF COMMITMENTS BY THE UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND THE INTERNET CORPORATION FOR 

ASSIGNED NAMES AND NUMBERS- (September 30, 2009)- available at: 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/affirmation-of-commitments-2009-09-30-en- 

Accessed in 2/4/2019. 

https://www.ntia.doc.gov/files/ntia/publications/ianacontract.pdf-
https://www.ntia.doc.gov/page/1999/icann-ammendment-1-
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/affirmation-of-commitments-2009-09-30-en-
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Public Technical Identifier "PTI

IANA

IANA

NSI

IP

NSI

Registry AgreementNSI

com, .net, and .org

Registrar Accreditation Agreement

NSI

.com, .net and 

.org

                                                           
(1)- See: ICANN Announcements- (11 Aug 2016)- available at: 

 https://www.icann.org/news/announcement-2-2016-08-11-en- Accessed in: 2/4/2019. 

(2)- See: DoC-NSI Cooperative Agreement, Amendment 19 (November 4, 1999), available 

at: https://archive.icann.org/en/nsi/coopagmt-amend19-04nov99.htm- Accessed in: 8/3/2019. 

(3)- See: See ICANN-NSI Registry Agreement (November 4, 1999), available at:  

https://archive.icann.org/en/nsi/nsi-registry-agreement-04nov99.htm- Accessed in: 8/3/2019. 

https://www.icann.org/news/announcement-2-2016-08-11-en-
https://archive.icann.org/en/nsi/coopagmt-amend19-04nov99.htm-
https://archive.icann.org/en/nsi/nsi-registry-agreement-04nov99.htm-
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DNS

IP

Regional Internet registry"RIR"

IP

gTLD

ccTLD

                                                           
(1)

 IPv6  

https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/files/factsheet-ipv6-03feb11-ar.pdf  

(2)
 – 

IANA

lhttps://archive.icann.org/tr/arabic.htm  

(3)
 – DNS Root

L

 

https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/files/factsheet-ipv6-03feb11-ar.pdf
https://archive.icann.org/tr/arabic.html-


 

 31 

  

UDRP

Registry Operator

Registry Agreement

TLD

                                                           
(1)- See: GTLD- op.cit. 

(2)- Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP)- (As Approved by ICANN 

on October 24, 1999)- Available at: https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/policy-2012-02-

25-en-  Accessed in: 3/4/2019. 

(3)- See: Registry Agreement- Available at: 

 https://newgtlds.icann.org/sites/default/files/agreements/agreement-approved-31jul17-

en.pdf- Accessed in: 3/4/2019. 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/policy-2012-02-25-en-
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/policy-2012-02-25-en-
https://newgtlds.icann.org/sites/default/files/agreements/agreement-approved-31jul17-en.pdf-
https://newgtlds.icann.org/sites/default/files/agreements/agreement-approved-31jul17-en.pdf-
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Name servers

Root zone file

IP

DNS

ccTLDs

                                                           
(1)

 – Name server

IPRoot zone file

IPDNS

TLDscomorgedu 

For more information See: Name server- Available at: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Name_server-  Accessed in: 3/4/2019. 

(2)- See: Registry Agreement- op.cit. 

(3)
 – s.y

.sy

http://www.nans.gov.sy- 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Name_server-
http://www.nans.gov.sy/-
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IANA

Registrar

Registry

Registrar Accreditation Agreement

                                                           
(1)-For more information see: What Does ICANN Do?- Available at: 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/what-2012-02-25-en- Accessed in: 5/4/2019. 

(2)
 – 

ar-12-09-2018-industry-name-https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/domain

 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/what-2012-02-25-en-
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/domain-name-industry-2018-09-12-ar-
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Whois

Whois

UDRP

gTLDs

Resellers

                                                           
(1)

 - WHOIS

ICANN WHOIS- Available at: https://whois.icann.org/en- Accessed in: 5/4/2019. 

(2)- See: 2013 Registrar Accreditation Agreement- Available at: 

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/approved-with-specs-2013-09-17-en#raa- Accessed 

in: 5/4/2019. 

(3)- Ibid. 

https://whois.icann.org/en-
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/approved-with-specs-2013-09-17-en#raa-
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(1)- See in this opinion: George Dimitrov- Intellectual Property the Internet Electronic 

Commerce- Legale Protection of Domain Name- international conference organized by the 

World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) in cooperation with the National 

Intellectual Property Association of Bulgaria- Boyana Government Residence- Sofia, May 

29 to 31, 2001- p 3-4- Available at: 

http://www.law.kuleuven.be/citip/en/docs/publications/362speech-wipo2f90.pdf- Accessed 

in- 4/9/2017. 

http://www.law.kuleuven.be/citip/en/docs/publications/362speech-wipo2f90.pdf-
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(1)

 - UK

 

See: Terms and conditions of (.UK) domain  name registrations- Art 7.1 - Available at: 

https://nominet-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-

content/uploads/2016/03/Terms_and_Conditions_of_Domain_Name_Registration.pdf- 

Accessed in- 7/9/2017. 

http://www.pnina.ps/ar/falasteen/policies

(2)
 – 3.abe

 

See: Terms and conditions for (.be)  domain name registrations – Version 6.0- 31 October 

2016- Art 3.a- Available at:  

https://www.dnsbelgium.be/sites/default/files/generated/files/documents/Enduser_Terms_an

d_Conditions_en_v6.0.pdf  - Accessed in- 7/9/2017. 

https://nominet-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Terms_and_Conditions_of_Domain_Name_Registration.pdf-
https://nominet-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Terms_and_Conditions_of_Domain_Name_Registration.pdf-
http://www.pnina.ps/ar/falasteen/policies/-
https://www.dnsbelgium.be/sites/default/files/generated/files/documents/Enduser_Terms_and_Conditions_en_v6.0.pdf
https://www.dnsbelgium.be/sites/default/files/generated/files/documents/Enduser_Terms_and_Conditions_en_v6.0.pdf
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NANS/DNS/10

http://www.nans.gov.sy/images/stories/doc/oldns1.pdf  



 

 38 

  

Network Solutions, 

Inc. v. UmbroInternational, Inc, et al. 

                                                           
(1)

 - Umbro International, Inc.

Canada, Inc

Network Solutions, Inc. 

"NSI"gov,” “com,” “.org,” “.net,” “.edu

 

 Supreme Court of Virginia- Network Solutions, Inc. v.  Umbro International, Inc, et al. 

Record No. 991168- 1999- Decided in April 21, 2000. 

(2)
 – 

Network Solutions, Inc- "NSI"
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NANS

 "NANS/DNS/10" 

                                                                                                                                                      

http://caselaw.findlaw.com/va-supreme-court/1462313.html-   

(1)
 – 

 

(2)-

ebay.com

Ebay

cars.com, travel.com

sex.com

See: Louise Davidsson and Sara Thulin- The Legal Status of Domain Names in Sweden A 

Business Context- Master’s thesis within Intellectual Property and IT law - Jönköping 

University- 18/1/2008- p18- Available at:   

= 

http://caselaw.findlaw.com/va-supreme-court/1462313.html
http://caselaw.findlaw.com/va-supreme-court/1462313.html
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https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:3529/FULLTEXT01.pdf - Accessed in: 7/9/2017. 

(1)- Supreme Court of Virginia- Network Solutions, Inc. v.  Umbro International, Inc, et al op.cit.  

(2)
 – 

 

https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:3529/FULLTEXT01.pdf
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(2)
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(1)- Garrett Breen, Rosaleen Byrne, Louise Carey, Maureen Daly, Tara MacMahon, James 

Murray,  Andrew Parkes, Ken Parkinsonm, and  Carol Plunkett - Intellectual Property Law- 

No edition number- Cavendish Publishing Limited- London- United Kingdom-  2003- p2. 
(1)

 - 
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(1)
 – 

. 

(2)
 – 

 

(3)
 – 
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Lumiservice / Thierry P.

lumipharma.com

Lumipharma

                                                           
(1)

 – 

 

(2 )–
Lumiservice

Lumipharma

lumipharma.com
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 Tribunal de grande instance de Marseille Jugement- Lumiservice / Thierry P.- 18 décembre- 

1998- disponible sur: https://www.legalis.net/jurisprudences/tribunal-de-grande-instance-de-

marseille-jugement-du-18-decembre-1998/-  la date de mise en ligne est: 29/29/2017.    
(1)

 – 

 

https://www.legalis.net/jurisprudences/tribunal-de-grande-instance-de-marseille-jugement-du-18-decembre-1998/-
https://www.legalis.net/jurisprudences/tribunal-de-grande-instance-de-marseille-jugement-du-18-decembre-1998/-
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Agreement on Trade Related Aspects of 

Intellectual Property RightsTRIPS

                                                           
(1)
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(2)
 – 
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 http://www.spo.gov.sy/pdetails.php?id=9-  

(1)
 – 

= 

http://www.spo.gov.sy/pdetails.php?id=9-
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(1)- Lynda J Oswald- Tarnishment and Blurring under the Federal Trademark Dilution Act 

of 1995- American Business Law Jounral-vol 36- Issue 2- December 1999- PP 255- 300- 

p256- Available at: https://www.deepdyve.com/lp/wiley/tarnishment-and-blurring-under-the-

federal-trademark-dilution-act-of-P5te607nDO#bsSignUpModal- Accessed in- 7/4/2019. 

https://www.deepdyve.com/lp/wiley/tarnishment-and-blurring-under-the-federal-trademark-dilution-act-of-P5te607nDO#bsSignUpModal-
https://www.deepdyve.com/lp/wiley/tarnishment-and-blurring-under-the-federal-trademark-dilution-act-of-P5te607nDO#bsSignUpModal-
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NANS/DNS/10
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Fanciful, or Coined Mark
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(2)
 - 

 

(3)
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KodakExxon

www.goole.com

Arbitrary Mark

Apple

Apple

www.amazon.com

Visa International 

Service Association v. JSL Corp.

JSL 

Corpevisa.com

VisaVisa

                                                           
(1)- For more information see: Brian Hall- What is a Fanciful Tradmark?- Traverse Legal-     

January 13, 2012-  Available at: https://www.traverselegal.com/blog/what-is-a-fanciful-

trademark/- Accessed in 11/2/2018.   

(2)- Jonathan Rosenoer- Cyber Law- The Law of The Internet- Springer- Verlag NewYork, 

Inc- U.S.A- 1997- p 96. 

(3)
 -  

http://www.amazon.com/
https://www.traverselegal.com/blog/what-is-a-fanciful-trademark/-
https://www.traverselegal.com/blog/what-is-a-fanciful-trademark/-


 

 57 

  

Visa

Visa

evisa.com

Visa

Visa

Descriptive Mark

                                                           
(1)- US Court of Appeals,Ninth Circuit. - Visa International Service Association v. JSL 

Corp.- No. 08-15206, D.C. No. CV-01-00294- Decided in: January 14, 2010-  Available at: 

http://cdn.ca9.uscourts.gov/datastore/opinions/2010/06/28/08-15206.pdf- Accessed in 

16/2/2018.       

http://cdn.ca9.uscourts.gov/datastore/opinions/2010/06/28/08-15206.pdf-
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Advertise.com v. 

AOL Advertising Inc

advertising.com

advertising.com

advertising

com

.com,.org,.biz….

                                                           
(1)- US Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit. - Advertise.com v. AOL Advertising Inc - Nos. 10-

55069, 10-55071. Decided in: August 03, 2010 -  Available at: 

 http://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-9th-circuit/1533655.html- Accessed in 11/2/2018.         

(2)
 – 

= 

http://caselaw.findlaw.com/us-9th-circuit/1533655.html-
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Zatarains, Inc. v. Oak Grove Smokehouse, Inc

Fish-Fri

                                                                                                                                                      

 

(1)
 - Lanham Act

 Lanham Act-15 U.S.C.- §1115- 33(b)(4). 

(2)- US Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit- Pebble Beach Co. v. Tour 18 I Ltd., 155 F.3d 526, 

545 n.12 (5th Cir. 1998)- Decided in: Sep 14, 1998 -  Available at: 

 https://casetext.com/case/pebble-beach-co-v-tour-18-i-ltd- Accessed in 10/4/2019.    

https://casetext.com/case/pebble-beach-co-v-tour-18-i-ltd-
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Apple

apple.biz
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 246 

  

4UDRP

                                                           
(1)

 – 

(2)- WIPO Overview of WIPO Panel Views on Selected UDRP Questions- op.cit P7. 

(3)- Assurances Premium SARL .v. Whois Privacy Shield Services / Daisuke Yamaguchi- 

WIPO Case No. D2016-1425- (mascotte-assurances.com)- (September 6, 2016). 



 

 247 

  

UDRP

                                                           
(1)- Tinynova LLC v. Chris Edwards, Orion Interactive- WIPO Case No. D2016-0804- 

(backit.com)- (June 10, 2016). 

(2)- WIPO Overview of WIPO Panel Views on Selected UDRP Questions- op.cit- P7. 
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Administrator / Jumeira.com- WIPO Case No. D2009-0203- (jumeira.com)- (May 21, 2009). 

(4)- WIPO Overview of WIPO Panel Views on Selected UDRP Questions- op.cit- P14. 



 

 251 

  

madonna

UDRP

Julia roberts

Tom CruiseDave 

                                                           
(1)- Madonna Ciccone, p/k/a Madonna v. Dan Parisi and “Madonna.com”- WIPO Case No. 

D2000-0847- (madonna.com)- (October 12, 2000). 

(2)- WIPO Overview of WIPO Panel Views on Selected UDRP Questions- op.cit- P14. 
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