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Designation Notes
Full Consensus on 2.1, 2.2, 2.4-2.8; Consensus on 2.3

Full Consensus on 3.1-3.5, and 3.7; Consensus on 3.6

Full Consensus on 4.2 and 4.3; Consensus on 4.1

Full Consensus on 9.1-9.8, 9.13, and 9.14; Consensus on 9.9-
9.12 and 9.15

Full Consensus on 12.1-12.8; Consensus on 12.9 and 12.10

Full Consensus on 15.2-15.6; Consensus on 15.1 and 15.7

Full Consensus on 17.2, 17.3, 17.5-17.14; Consensus on 17.1,
17.4,17.15-17.18

Full Consensus on 18.1, 18.2 and 18.4-18.7; Consensus on 18.3
Consensus

Full Consensus on 21.1-21.3 and 21.5-21.6; Consensus on 21.4

Leadership Notes

Full Consensus on the importance of ongoing
important work in the community on the topic of DNS
abuse and a holistic solution is needed to account for
DNS abuse in all gTLDs; Consensus on referring the
topic outside of the SubPro PDP and Consensus on
the inclusion of ccTLDs in the process.

Full Consensus on the fact that the Guidebook be
translated into at least the 6 UN languages and that
the translated versions should be publishes at or as
close as possible in time to the English version.
There is Consensus on the fact that "other translated
version, including in the 6 UN languages must be
available no later than two (2) months prior to the
commencement of the application submission
period." The reason this is not Full Consensus is due
to the fact that a couple of members commented that
the translated versions should be made available
earlier than two (2) months prior to commencement
of the application submission period.

- In general, Full Consensus on 17.1 and having the
applicant support program, except to the extent that
it has language related to the bid credit/multiplier

- Full Consensus on the restrictions on assignments
if Bid Credits/Multipliers are applied

- Full Consensus on giving unsucessful applicants for
Applicant Support the ability to keep their application
alive by paying the remainder of the fee.

- However, there is only Consensus on the gaming
exception to being able to keep application alive;
more specifically who can evaluate gaming and how
that evaluation would be done.

Full consensus that there be appeals/challenge
mechanisms, but Consensus on whether the Ts and
Cs should have a covenant not to sue even with
those Appeals/challenge mechanisms.

Agree as Consensus; only opposition is to 21.4
reserving "PTI". 21.1-21.3 and 21.5-21.6 Full
Consensus
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Strong Support but Significant Opposition
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Consensus on the Work Track 5 Final Report

Full Consensus on 24.1-24.2; Consensus on 24.3-24.6
Consensus

Full Consensus on 27.1-27.17, and 27.18(i) and (ii); Consensus
on 27.18(iii).

Full Consensus on 29.1 and 29.3-29.6; Consensus on 29.2

Full Consensus on 30.1, 30.5, and 30.7-30.19 ; Consensus on
30.2, 30.4 and 30.6.

Full Consensus on 34.2, 34.3, 34.5-34.10, 34.13-34.22;
Consensus on 34.1, 34.4, 34.11 and 34.12

35.1, 35.3, 35.5 Consensus; 35.2* and 35.4 Strong Support buty
significant opposition*

*There is Consensus on Recommendation 35.2 and each of the
bullet points contained therein except to the extent that it mentions
“private auctions”. There is significant opposition to the use of

Private Auctions as a means of private resolution of contention sets.

Full Consensus on 41.1; Consensus on 41.2

Full consensus on not allowing plurals/singulars. Just
consensus on whether plurals/singulars should be
allowed if intended use is different.

The only element that was opposed by one member
was allowing incumbent registry operators use their
incumbency to automatically qualify financially during
an evaluation of another TLD.

There was only one member that opposed the
language on GAC Advice and removal of the "strong
presumption”

Although one person objected to giving Communities
any priority, Leadership determined that many of the
other elements had full consensus if Communities
were given priority. In other words, although that
member objected to communities in general, if there
were communities, then a number of the outputs
would be supported.



