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It is a ‘given’ that today’s post-modern global society is heavily dependent on the utilization of 
information technologies, that the economic and other crises are omnipresent and that EU integration is 
seriously questioned. This challenging situation has a myriad of long and short term causes and not all 
of them receive appropriate attention. Similarly, there is no consensus about potential methods, and 
forms of its solution. Still, in this global complexity remain constants, desirable venues to successfully 
develop a healthy competitive environment, such as a suitable use of the Internet. 
While the EU faces many challenges, there are many ongoing EU projects designed to support 
integration and enhance competitiveness and the sustainable development of EU businesses vis-á-
vis the external global business world. A potential cynosure in this regard is the EU top level domain 
TLD.eu and its economic, legal, and technical pro-integrating framework. A good virtual integration 
method can help lead to a way to better integrate even on a more material level. 
More than ever before, scientia potentia est.1 If we understand the historic facts about the global crisis 
and integration, especially within the EU, as well as about the TLD.eu project, then we may be able to 
see the current situation from a diff erent perspective and perhaps fi gure out new ways about how to 
reconcile prima facie contradictory interests and be able to proceed further with EU integration. So, 
let the Internet mirror do its task – Internet, Internet on my desk, is the EU integration á la TLD.eu the 
best?

European Union (EU), EURid, integration, top level domain, TLD.eu

Today’s big challenge for both private and 
professional business conduct isn’t a lack of 
information, but rather it’s quantity, disorganization 
and reduced relevancy.2 One can’t “See the forest for 
the trees”. However, it is clear that over time the idea 
of a national society with strictly it’s own politics 
and economy has declined somewhat, and the idea 
of a single global society has grown in the context 
of the exponential spread of information systems 
and information technologies (IS/IT), including 
the Internet. Sociologists and other schools quarrel 

over the study of these trends, particularly on 
the meaning of society and the delimitation of 
mutual expectations in this context.3 The common 
denominator seems to be the omnipresent 
integration as a joining of separate elements to 
create a whole unit, with naturally many faces and 
phases. For six decades, European integration 
as a complex and inter-disciplinary process of 
industrial, political, legal, and economic unifi cation, 
or at least harmonization and standardization, of 
policies of states, has met close scrutiny. Recent 

1 Knowledge is power In: BACON, F., 1597: Meditationes Sacrae – Religious Meditations, Of Heresies.
2 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2012: Ekonomické, právní a technické aspekty doménových jmen v globální perspektivě. 1. v. 

Ostrava: KEY Publishing, p. 229–230. ISBN 978-80-7418-165-8.
3 SHAWN, M., 1994: Global Society and International Relations. Cambridge: Polity Press. ISBN 0745612121.
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events in Europe, especially the fi nancial crisis 
in the Eurozone, have been studied extensively 
while comparatively exposing the European and 
American point of view.4 The revolving emerging 
question goes to the core and concerns the chosen 
integration modus and its application. The common 
tenor regarding the EU and Eurozone is highly 
critical, if not condemning, and it may be broached 
that the integration approach either was wrongly 
selected or implemented or both, and other options 
should be off ered. One is considering as a role model 
a rather positively ranked European integration 
project closely linked to the Internet, i.e. to consider 
the integration aspects of the TLD.eu project.

The overriding phenomenon of the last six 
decades, the Internet, is a global system built up by 
computers and their networks which communicate 
based upon relevant protocols – Transmission 
Control Protocol (TCP) and Internet Protocol (IP). 
Its huge economic and social impact and need for 
integration features requires selecting, applying 
and enforcing an optimal economic, as well as 
legal, regime.5 This is critical for states as well 
businesses and in our knowledge-based economy 
the intellectual property rights should lie at the very 
heart of strategies for value creation.6 

The space on the Internet consists of top level 
domains (TLDs) and their (sub-domains) carrying 
a code address (IP numeric address) which is, for 
convenience, converted through the Domain Name 
System (DNS), i.e. the DNS database placed on 
special name computer servers,7 into a verbal (literal) 
form – domain name. Such a unique and symbolic 
name8 performs many more functions than merely 
serving as an address and undeniably has a strong 
signifi cance for successful business conduct.9

TLD regimes and the DNS setting and application 
are on the edge of International law and National 
law as well as between Public law and Private law. 
They are products neither of the state’s will nor of 
a private organization’s will. They manifestly have 
supported the perception of industrial property as 
a conglomerate of public and private elements, i.e. 
as it has been done consistently by certain authors.10

Conventionally, all TLDs can be classifi ed as 
either generic, gTLDs, or national, ccTLDs. Since 
2005, the EU has off ered a third alternative – TLD.
eu. Also, since 2012 there have been globally 
launched new gTLDs. Each TLD has it’s own 
regime, governance, administration and way of 
operation, including a set of rules and policies, 
technical and fi nancial requirements. Each TLD 
generates diff erent opportunities and challenges 
and in the competitive environment tries to 
allure entrepreneurs, enterprises as well as other 
individuals and make them establish their virtual 
presence under the auspices of the concerned TLDs. 
Since TLD.eu is not neglected and o� en selected, the 
vox populi, maybe even vox dei, manifestly approves 
the integration model and type introduced by the 
EU and EURid. Could this positive experience be 
transported as well to a higher, more general and 
more political level? Does the European integration 
enjoy such a strong endorsement as well? If not, 
why and how can the European integration use the 
TLD.eu experience, implement, perhaps improve 
on it to become a positively perceived environment 
for private as well as business purposes as TLD.eu? 
Who should take the lead – politicians, economists, 
lawyers, or technicians? Should it be done from 
above or beneath? Actions in this matter are 
necessary, because the avoidance of discussion and 
lack of initiative to off er solution ultimately mean 
endorsing existing problematic structures and 
frameworks.11

RESOURCES, MATERIALS, AND 
METHODS

A large number of resources and materials give 
data on integration itself as well as integration 
models and types applied for the EU and TLD.
eu. A much smaller number of them engage in 
a comparative analysis and open dialogue while 
only a few process the information while using 
appropriate investigating techniques, working with 
empirical and measurable evidence, conducting 
reasoning based on well established principles, 

4 PACLÍK, M., 2012: Krize Eurozóny – Eurocrisis. Právo, Ekonomie, Management, 2/2012, p. 224–302. ISSN 1211-6378.
5 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2012: New top level domains – pending success or disaster? Legal and Economic Issues 

of Central Europe, 3, 1/2012, p. 75–81. ISSN 2043-085X.
6 MUNARI, F., ORIANI, R., 2011: The economic value of Patents – Methods and Applications. 1st ed. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar 

Publishing Limited, p.xi. ISBN 978-1-84844-548-2.
7 KOŠČÍK, M., Doménové spory – Diplomová práce. Brno: Právnická fakulta Masarykovy univerzity – Katedra právní 

teorie, 2006/2007, s. 8.
8 AUGUSTIN, A.. Doménová jména a jejich užití při podnikání – Diplomová práce. Praha: Metropolitní univerzita Praha, 

2009, s. 2–4.
9 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2012: And the best top level domain for European Enterprises is … International and 

Comparative Law Review, 12, 2: 41–58. ISSN 1213-8770.
10 SLOVÁKOVÁ, Z., 2006: Průmyslové vlastnictví. 2. dopl. a rozš. vydání. Praha: LexisNexis CZ s.r.o., s. 14. ISBN 80-86920-

08-9 a MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2009: Jakou defi nici průmyslového vlastnictví potřebujeme? Právní fórum, 
2/2009, s. 45 a násl. ISSN 1214-7966.

11 MUNIR, K. A., 2011: Financial Crisis 2008–2009: What Does the Silence of Institutional Theorists Tell Us? Journal of 
Management Inquiry, 20, 2: 114–117. ISSN 1056-4926.
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correcting previous knowledge, and pro-actively 
off ering well explained solutions. 

Since the European integration represents 
a concept predominantly understood as 
a procedure for unifi cation on an economic level, 
including the fi eld of information technology, 
the TLD.eu integration project can be perceived 
as a prime component. Unlike other subjects and 
subject matters, the employment of conventional 
methodology is here challenging and the so called 
“mathematization” hardly to be performed in a rigid 
manner.

Certainly, European integration is to be 
systematically observed and evaluated. 
Nevertheless, it’s measurement and testing are 
faced with a dearth of clear and well accepted 
measurement units. Yet European integration needs 
to be tested and appraised, even if this is rather more 
subjective than objective, a stark dichotomy of views 
exists,12 and relevant hypotheses have to undergo 
modifi cation and updates.

More precisely, European integration should be 
perceived as a complex intangible phenomenon 
entailing an abundance of complicated processes in 
various fi elds.13 The economic area is at the center 
and the Internet issues, including domains and 
domain names are its critical points. The integration 
requirements contributed to the fact that European 
law, as the EU law (or law of the EU) and the law 
of EURATOM,14 and European institutions have 
been heavily endorsing the Europeanization of the 
domain portfolio of Entrepreneurs from the EU. 
The Europeanization should advocate towards the 
decision of Europeans and European enterprises to 
be for the EU infrastructure, e.g. TLD.eu. 

The methodological approach to the domain 
name spectrum and its integration aspects and to 
TLD.eu is much easier than the study of the multi-
faceted overfl owing European integration. The 
TLDs world, including TLD.eu and its regime,15 is 
well described internationally as well as nationally, 
and thus there is an abundance of monographs 

and professional articles explaining the economic, 
legal, and technical aspects of domain names, 
including the integration features, published abroad 
as well as in the Czech Republic.16 These resources 
and materials provide research reports, suggest 
hypothesis, off er comparative, deductive as well 
as inductive analysis, arguments and the resulting 
conclusions. Their observation and description 
of the pertinent logical interference necessarily 
involves the use of deductive reasoning, occasionally 
even the employment of the abductive reasoning, 
leading to conclusions about the regime and 
fundamental models, including integrating patterns. 
The review of such information about TLD.eu is 
highly instructive and has the potential to become 
a legitimate starting point for a methodological and 
self-refl ecting study of sundry and o� en neither well 
founded nor reconciled comments and evaluations 
about European integration per se.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The aborted EU Constitution, the crisis of 2008 

and the problems in the Eurozone led to a new 
depth of talks about European integration. The 
correctly suggested theory of interaction of law and 
politics based on rational motivation and choice17 
remains more a theory. The penetration of European 
institutions by player allegedly slows down or even 
reverses the process of European integration, and 
the Euro skeptic views are increasing in volume.18 

The outlook of domain names looks brighter. 
Currently, it consists of 22 gTLDs, 250 ccTLDs and 30 
international ccTLDs (IDN country code) bringing 
the total number of TLDs to about 300.19 Many 
TLDs vigorously compete over and for business 
and the number of registered (sub)domains and 
domain names is one of the key criteria to evaluate 
the success of the particular TLD. And the TLD.eu 
grows and has more and more domains.

As conventionally neither international treaties 
nor national statutes20 regulated the admin and 

12 GARRETT, G., KELEMEN, R. D., SCHULZ, H., 1998: The European Court of Justice, National Governments, and Legal 
Integration in the European Union. International Organization, 52, 1: 149–176. ISSN 0020-8183. The existing literature on 
legal integration in the EU poses a stark dichotomy … legal autonomy and political power perspective.

13 VEČEŘA, M., 2012: The Process of Europenization of law in the context of Czech law. Acta universitatis agriculturae 
et silviculturae Mendelianae Brunensis, 60, 2: 459–464. ISSN 1211-8516.

14 POREMSKÁ, M., VÍTEK, B., 2012: European Law as terminological issue. Acta universitatis agriculturae et silviculturae 
Mendelianae Brunensis, 60, 2: 517–522. ISSN 1211-8516.

15 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2011: Právní a ekonomický úspěch domény nejvyšší úrovně .eu – pravda či mýtus 
roku 2011? Právo, ekonomika, management, 2, 4: 2–10. ISSN 1804-3550. MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2011: Právní 
a ekonomické aspekty domény nejvyšší úrovně .eu. Acta MUP, 2, 2/2011: 14–37. ISSN 1804-6932.

16 MacGREGOR, R., 2004: Pravda o doménových jménech – The truth about generic domain names. Právní rozhledy. 
Prague: Beck, ISSN 1210-6410, 14/2004, 542–545. PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., ČERMÁK, K., 2000: Právní aspekty doménových 
jmen – Legal Aspects of Domain Names. 2. v. Prague: Linde, 2000, ISBN 80-7201-245-2.

17 BURLEY, A.-M., MATTLI, W., 1993: Europe Before the Court: A Political Theory of Legal Integration. International 
Organization, 47, 1: 41–76. ISSN 0020-8183.

18 MEDRANO, J. D., 2012: The Limits of European Integration. European Integration, 34, 2: 191–204. ISSN 0703-6337.
19 BECKSTROM, Rod. Speech – Opening Remarks. Seminar on New Generic Top-Level Domains, 8th December 2011, Beijing, 

China, p. 4. Available at http://www.icann.org/en/presentations/beckstrom-speech-new-gtlds-beijing-08dec11-en.
pdf.

20 The only long lasting exception is the American Anticybersquatting Consumer Protection Act.
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distribution of domains and domain names, and 
states exercised little or no infl uence,21 various 
instruments began to be formed by the coordinator 
ICANN, a private corporation entrusted by the U.S. 
government to do so, along with private Registry and 
Registrars. 

From integration’s viewpoint, TLDs operate 
on various models sharing common features and 
similar structures so to comply with the fundamental 
policies implemented by contractual instruments 
transposing certain clauses, e.g. a standardized 
Uniform Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP) and 
reference to 4 listed ADR providers, including 
the WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center. The 
backbone contractual instruments share these 
clauses, i.e. they exist in Registry Agreements, 
Registrar Agreements and Registration Agreements. 
Along with these “standard” clauses, the Registry for 
each TLD and its own Registrars develops it’s own 
policies and rules and includes them in Registrar 
Agreements and Registration Agreements. 

Typically, a TLD has a designated Registry 
operator, o� en just called Registry. ICANN and 
each Registry enters into a Registry Agreement 
regarding a particular TLD and charging the 
Registry with the duty to exercise a public service for 
the Internet community. Each Registry can partially 
delegate its functions based on its own boiled-
form Registrar Agreement to be concluded with 
(by ICANN accredited) Registrars. Each of these 
Registrars develops its own strategies, including the 
determination of prices and other charges.22 Based 
on Registration Agreements, Registrars deal with 
Registrants, holders and, other end-users. 

The project of a TLD for the EU offi  cially started 
in 2000 with the ICANN decision to grant the 
numeric code alfa-2 “eu” and the Regulation (EC) 
No. 733/2002 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on the implementation of the .eu Top Level 
Domain (Regulation 733/2002). Considering the 
initiative eEurope approved by the Lisbon strategy23 
and the Council resolution 2000/C 293/02 on the 
organization and management of the Internet,24 
the Commission selected the European Registry 
for the Internet Domain „EURid“ to be the Registry 
for TLD.eu. The Commission Regulation (EC) No. 

874/2004 laid down public policy rules concerning 
the implementation and functions of TLD.eu and 
the principles governing registration (Regulation 
874/2004).25 

Based on these two highly important regulations 
for TLD.eu, Regulation 733/2002 and Regulation 
874/2004, the European Commission entered, 
with EURid, in an agreement on TLD.eu and 
TLD.eu was launched. The traditional triangular 
contractual framework was extended and ICANN, 
Registry (EURid), and Registrars were joined by 
EU institutions. Hence, the normally Private law 
decentralized structure for a TLD is signifi cantly 
yet reasonably modifi ed for TLD.eu. The sources 
for the pertinent legal regime are rules issued 
by the EU, especially both Regulations, also 
by ICANN and EURid, particularly Domain 
Name Registration General Conditions (General 
Conditions) and Registration Rules. According to 
Regulation 874/200426 and General conditions, 
disputes are decided by the provider named for 
TLD.eu – the Arbitration Court attached to the 
Economic Chamber of the Czech Republic and the 
Agricultural Chamber of the Czech Republic (Czech 
Arbitration Court). Alternative Dispute Resolution 
Rules (ADR Rules) and Supplemental ADR Rules 
of the Czech Arbitration Court27 govern dispute 
proceedings. A complementary so� -law regulation 
is represented by the EURid code of conduct from 
2007. 

According to EURid’s Quarterly Progress Report 
of 3/2012, TLD.eu keeps growing over 7% reaching 
3.7 million domain names. Particularly noteworthy 
is the fact that the popularity of TLD.eu extends 
even to states not showing pro-EU enthusiasm, 
and actually battling with European integration 
in the fi nancial and monetary fi eld, like Greece 
and Spain.28 The management of TLD.eu closely 
follows the function and performance of other 
TLDs, especially the very pro-active and innovative 
TLD.tk and new gTLDs, and accordingly implement 
improvements to their own processes and policies, 
while maintaining a down-to-earth approach 
and focus on Europe’s small to medium-sized 
enterprises (SMEs). A fi nancial analysis of TLD.
eu sounds prima facie positive. Reportedly, TLD.eu 

21 As a matter of fact, traditionally the only state directly involved in these types of issues, the USA, has been criticized for 
the interference and was requested to withdraw. Even the recent involvement of the EU has a rather moderate extent.

22 ICANN. gTLD Applicant Guidebook – Preamble, version 2012-01-11, 11th January 2012. Available at http://newgtlds.
icann.org/en/applicants/agb.

23 The initiative eEurope approved by the European council in Lisbon on 23rd and 24 th 2000.
24 „6. …. to set up a European network bringing together the scientifi c, technical and legal skills that currently exist in the Member States with 

regard to domain name,address and Internet protocol management.“
25 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2011. Právní a ekonomický úspěch domény nejvyšší úrovně .eu – pravda či mýtus 

roku 2011? Právo, ekonomika, management, 2, 4: 2–10. ISSN 1804-3550.
26 Article 22 Alternative dispute resolution (ADR) procedure 1. An ADR procedure may be initiated by any party where: (a) the 

registration is speculative or abusive within the meaning of Article 21; or(b) a decision taken by the Registry confl icts with this Regulation 
or with Regulation (EC) No 733/2002. 2. Participation in the ADR procedure shall be compulsory for the holder of a domain name and 
the Registry.

27 http://eu.adr.eu/adr/adr_rules/index.php
28 http://www.eurid.eu/fi les/quarterly_2012_Q3.pdf.
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is an instrument of European identity which does 
not destroy national registrations, i.e. the increase 
of domain name registrations within TLD.eu does 
not cause a decrease of registrations within ccTLD 
in the member states (TLD.de, TLD.uk, TLD.nl, etc.). 
Czechs prefer the national TLD.cz and have over 
one million domains registered within TLD.cz.29 
They also use extensively as well the TLD.eu, over 
150 thousand domain names within TLD.eu are 
registered for Czechs.30 

One third of the holders of domain names from 
TLD.eu are involved in business, and it is probably 
instructive to study how they perceive the EU and 
the EU’s economic viability and how important (and 
worthy) it is for them to promote their European 
identifi cation. Pursuant to survey data off ered by 
EURid, 45% of respondents consider a domain 
within TLD.eu as a good investment and 82% of 
respondents perceive a domain within TLD.eu as an 
added value for a SME.31 Slightly less laudatory are 
data about Internationalized Domain Names (IDN) 
within TLD.eu, but this can be easily explained by 
general circumstances, such as the Eurozone crisis 
and lack of economic growth.32

In sum, there is a wealth of data and proof 
showin that the TLD.eu framework is set correctly, 
involved institutions run it properly and changes 
are introduced as appropriate. The principal pre-
set goals are met, e.g. it meets the expectations of 
the EU’s public and trust in TLD.eu is established, 
including its effi  cient, eff ective and aff ordable 
dispute settlement mechanism addressing and 
resolving confl icts regarding domain names 
and intellectual property rights within weeks, 
or just a few months. Strategic and marketing 
considerations prompt businesses to protect their 
portfolio by the registration of “preventive” domain 
names within TLD.eu. 

This sounds much more favorable than a report 
of the large European integration project, of which 

TLD.eu is a complementary part. The diversity of 
views on European integration are increasingly 
pronounced, most EU member states and their 
citizens are against further transfers of competences 
and sovereignty and any agreement has become 
more diffi  cult.33 It seems that Brussels, or maybe 
Berlin-Paris, should seriously consider leaner 
and more democratic patterns, especially if their 
appraisal and evaluation signifi cantly exceeds the 
bad notes given by the general public to the self-
indulging EU and Eurozone integration model. 

CONCLUSIONS
In today’s rapidly changing, tension-fi lled world, 

we are faced with increasing numbers of various 
concepts of knowledge, methods, etc., hampering 
eff orts of communications, unifi cations and/
or integration.34 While there are many issues, 
challenges, there exists a healthy potential for 
selecting and employing corrected models.

Virtualization and dematerialization of both 
private and business life, including the conduct of 
business, are noticeable features of the 21st century. 
The biggest and fastest growing market in the 
world is e-commerce.35 Sixty years of integration 
makes Europe particularly aware of this trend 
with the understanding of intellectual property 
rights, including denomination rights,36 as an 
important instrument for integration, (de)regulation 
and support of all four cornerstone freedoms – 
movement of people, goods, services, and capital.37 
Thus, the EU off ers and endorses the TLD.eu 
operated by EURid and accredited Registrars, 
without allowing EU politicians and lawyers to 
smother it by their sometimes ham-handed well, 
and less well, meant initiatives and (de)regulation 
policies and rules. Despite the lack of professional 
interest, or maybe due to the lack, TLD.eu has been 
developing successfully in recent years and it will be 

29 More information available at http://www.nic.cz/.
30 http://www.eurid.eu/en/about/facts-fi gures/statistics.
31 Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on the implementation, functioning, and 

eff ectivness of the .eu Top Level Domain COM/2011/0616 availalbe at http://eur-lex.europa.eu/smartapi/cgi/sga_
doc?smartapi!celexplus!prod!DocNumber&lg=EN&type_doc=COMfi nal&an_doc=2011&nu_doc=616.

32 EURid UNESCO World Report on Internationalised Domain Names deployment 2012 available at http://www.eurid.
eu/fi les/EURid_IDN_Report_2012.pdf - There is a strong correlation between domain name growth and economic growth. During 
2011, the Eurozone crisis is likely to have aff ected general growth of .eu domains. Greece, for example, saw its share of IDNs as a percentage 
of the .eu domains by country decline from 9.7% in 2010 to 7.6% in 2011. Against this hypothesis, in the same period, Greece’s general .eu 
registrations remained steady at 1% of the register and grew by 10.5%. There is a correlation between local infrastructure and local content. 
Greece and Bulgaria, two of the EU Member States with the greatest affi  nity between local language and IDNs, are signifi cantly below the 
EU average in many Digital …

33 MEDRANO, J. D., 2012: The Limits of European Integration. European Integration. 34, 2: 191–204. ISSN 0703-6337.
34 URBANOVÁ, M., DUNDELOVÁ, J., ROZBOŘIL, B., 2012: Knowledge society in 21st centruy. Acta universitatis agriculturae 

et silviculturae Mendelianae Brunensis, 60, 2: 533–537. ISSN 1211-8516.
35 CORTÉS, P., 2011: Developing Online Dispute Resolution for Consumers in the EU: A Proposal for the Regulation of 

Accredited Providers. International Journal of Law and IT. 3/1/2011, 19, 1:1. ISSN 0967-0769.
36 MacGREGOR PELIKÁNOVÁ, R., 2010: Intellectual property rights and their enforcement in the Czech Republic. 

Journal on Legal and Economic Issues of Central Europe, 1, 1: 15. ISSN 2043-085X.
37 VOJČÍK, P. Priemyselné práva na označenie a podnikanie. In: JAKL, L. (Ed.). Právní ochrana duševního vlastnictví při 

podnikání – Soubor vědeckých prací. Praha: Metropolitní univerzita Praha, 2011, ISBN 978-80-86855-71-4, s. 30–31.
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extremely interesting to observe what the future will 
bring. 

TLD.eu provides a number of indications that the 
decentralization and actions from the low level, i.e. 
from the forum closer to individuals and entities, 
are, at least, for technically partially pre-set projects, 
such as those from the IS/IT world, integration, 
completion and entrepreneurial friendly. 
Truly, TLD.eu is a domain worth considering 
by entrepreneurs from the EU along with the 
traditional fi rst business domain option and that it is 
not a target of irate statements, such as are directed 
by many EU members states regarding EU general 
policies or Eurozone politics in particular, and even 
unto the so far employed integration model.

The search, analysis, and evaluation of integration 
concepts and integration models and types 
themselves and their implementation within the EU 
per se, as well as within a special EU project, TLD.eu, 

don’t imply or proff er a clear and fi nal one-size-fi ts-
all recommendation. Yet they off er a great resource 
to generate lines of thoughts about appropriate 
attitudes, approaches, and strategies in one part 
(EU) and one fi eld (DNS) of the globalized world. 
The awareness of integration modus and manners 
is a must for successful business conduct in the 
EU and a European enterprise seeking a strategic 
advantage should not fail to enhance its knowledge in 
this respect and reduce the quality and quantity of 
unknowns.

So, European integration, who are you and quo 
vadis? What does the Internet and our general 
knowledge, our intuition and scientifi c data, the 
general public and top academics and leading 
professionals tell us? At least certain aspects 
and features are worthy to be included in the re-
modeling attempts with respect to the lately less 
famous European integration. 

38 Luke 6:44.
39 MARINO, I. M., LICATA, G., 2009: The Law of Integration: An Introduction. Transylvanian Review of Administrative 

Sciences, 28 E SI/2009, p. 236–248. ISSN 2247-8310.
40 Obvious does not need a proof – Legal principle of Roman law.

SUMMARY 
The current manner and type of European integration is under the critics microscope and arguments 
based upon the Eurozone crisis, lack of economic growth, political diffi  culties, etc. suggest that serious 
changes should be introduced. Instead of repeating gloomy data, sour comments, and shoving guilt 
onto someone else, this presentation reviews a good, if not excellent, small European project with 
solid ratings by insiders as well as outsiders, and suggests it for further consideration. The prosperous 
TLD.eu takes advantage of the global engine, the Internet, and the fl ourishing DNS and combines 
the best from the ICANN Private law contractual system and from the EU law and institutions. The 
resulting system is highly competitive, technically correct and individual as well as businesses friendly. 
A comparative review of data from various sources inevitably leads one to think that the autocratic 
and rigid European integration from above is less welcome in 2013 and that the general preference is 
more for a leaner and more technical model mixing Public law and Private law features. Ostentatious 
but fairly empty Lisbon political proclamations about a more democratic and competitive EU closer 
to citizens bring unimpressive results. A low profi le model employed by TLD.eu, which relies on 
delegation and contractual instruments operated by private players and which respects economic, 
legal and technical aspects needs is much more fruitful. The EU integration á la TLD.eu is maybe not 
the best, but it is defi nitely more alluring and friendly from the perspective of Europeans. For each 
tree is known by its fruit.38 The most important feature of legal and integration model in the age of 
globalization remains what it is for, rather than how it presents itself,39 i.e. the law and integration are 
to be for people. Manifesta non egent probatione,40 integration á la TLD.eu should without any further ado 
deserve more appreciation and consideration, particularly from Brussels, Paris, and Berlin. 
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