
a) Foreign Translation – Issue still outstanding is how to ensure that doing the translations when recommended by PDP-WT do not slow down PDP process or ensure that all comments received can be considered.

b) Voting thresholds

Are the voting thresholds as adopted as part of the new GNSO structure appropriate and effective?  Are there any others?

1.  Raising an Issue:  Council initiation: 25% of the members of the Council of each house or a majority of one house.
2. Initiating PDP:  
a. More than 33% of the Council members of each House; or More than 66% vote of one House if within scope
b. GNSO Supermajority Vote required if not in scope (75% of one House and a majority of the other house)
3. Vote on Approving the Charter (Does this apply to modifications to the Charter as well)
a. More than 33% of the Council members of each house;  or More than 66% of one House if within Scope
b. GNSO Supermajority vote required if not in scope
4. Vote of Council	(From Article 10, Section 3, #9)
a. Approve a PDP Recommendation without a GNSO Supermajority – requires an affirmative vote of majority of each House and further requires that one GNSO Council member representative of at least 3 of the 4 Stakeholder Groups supports the Recommendation
b. Approve a PDP Recommendation with a GNSO Supermajority – requires an affirmative vote of a GNSO Supermajority; and
c. Approve a PDP Recommendation Imposing New obligations on certain Contracting Parties: where an ICANN contract provision specifies that “a two-thirds vote of the council” demonstrates the presence of a consensus, the GNSO Supermajority vote threshold will have to be met or exceeded with respect to any contracting party affected by such contract provision.
5. Board Vote
a. In the event that the Council reached a GNSO Supermajority Vote, the Board shall adopt the policy according to the GNSO Supermajority Vote recommendation unless by a vote of more than sixty-six (66%) percent of the Board determines that such policy is not in the best interests of the ICANN community or ICANN.
[bookmark: AnnexA-13c]
b. In the event that the Board determines not to act in accordance with the GNSO Supermajority Vote recommendation, the Board shall (i) articulate the reasons for its determination in a report to the Council (the "Board Statement"); and (ii) submit the Board Statement to the Council.

c. [bookmark: AnnexA-13d]In the event that the Board determines not to act in accordance with the GNSO Supermajority Vote recommendation, the Board shall (i) articulate the reasons for its determination in a report to the Council (the "Board Statement"); and (ii) submit the Board Statement to the Council.

d. [bookmark: AnnexA-13e]The Council shall review the Board Statement for discussion with the Board within twenty (20) calendar days after the Council's receipt of the Board Statement. The Board shall determine the method (e.g., by teleconference, e-mail, or otherwise) by which the Council and Board will discuss the Board Statement.

e. [bookmark: AnnexA-13f]At the conclusion of the Council and Board discussions, the Council shall meet to affirm or modify its recommendation, and communicate that conclusion (the "Supplemental Recommendation") to the Board, including an explanation for its current recommendation. In the event that the Council is able to reach a GNSO Supermajority Vote on the Supplemental Recommendation, the Board shall adopt the recommendation unless more than sixty-six (66%) percent of the Board determines that such policy is not in the interests of the ICANN community or ICANN.

f. [bookmark: AnnexA-13g]In any case in which the Council is not able to reach GNSO Supermajority vote, a majority vote of the Board will be sufficient to act [NOTE – The PDP-WT should discuss what this means? How does this affect contracted parties? In other words, if there is no supermajorit y in the GNSO, but it falls within picket fence, can this be enforced against contracted parties?]

g. When a final decision on a GNSO Council Recommendation or Supplemental Recommendation is timely, the Board shall take a preliminary vote and, where practicable, will publish a tentative decision that allows for a ten (10) day period of public comment prior to a final decision by the Board [Does anyone understand what this means?]

6. Other Item to discuss if time:  Thresholds within a Working Group from WG WT Report along with comments received (incl. Goaddy)
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