Poll Results
​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​1.      Definition of the ‘Morality’ & ‘Public Order Objection’ in AGBv4.

Recommendation 1.1 (Use of Morality & Public Order Terms): 20/20
Recommendation 1.2 (Change of Terms): 11/20

a. 
"Objections Based on the Principles of Ordre Public": 7/20
b.
"Public Order Objections": 0/20
c.
"Public Interest Objections": 8/20
d.
"Objections Based on General Principles of International Law': 14/20

e.
 “Objections based on the General Principles of Ordre Public or International Law”: 9/20
2. International Principles of Law.   
Recommendation No. 2.1 (Adding other treaties as examples): 20/20
Recommendation No. 2.2 (Allow individual gov to file objections based on national interest): 3/20

Recommendation No. 2.3 (Allow individual gov to file notification): 16/20
Recommendation No. 2.4 (not allow individual gov to file objection based on national interest): 13/20
Recommendation No 2.5 (principles of international law): 20/20
3. Quick Look Procedure.

Recommendation 3.1 (Adding of further and explicit guidelines): 10/20
Recommendation 3.2 (Further guidance on abusive objection): 18/20
Recommendation 3.3 (Evaluation of the grounds for objection): 12/20
4.      Outsourcing of Dispute Resolution Process
Recommendation 4.1 (DRSP appointed by the Board and ultimate decision by Board): 20/20
Recommendation 4.2 (Not refer to it as DRSP): 17/20
5.     Threshold for Board decisions to reject an application based on objections.

Recommendation 5.1 (Supermajority required for vote against advice of DRSP): 4/20
Recommendation 5.2 (Supermajority required to reject a new gTLD application): 12/20
6.      Expertise of the ICC as DRSP
Statement 6.1 (ICC not appropriate body): 13/20
Statement 6.2 (ICC not affiliated with types of disputes): 1/20
Statement 6.3 (Permanent Court of Arbitration to be assigned):  13/20
Recommendation 6.4 (Expertise in interpreting law instruments of public international required): 19/20
7.     Incitement to discrimination criterion.

Recommendation 7.1 (Criteria should be retained but rephrased):  20/20
8.      The use of ‘incitement’ as a term for the determination of morality and public order.
Statement 8.1 (Use of term incitement acceptable):  6/20
Statement 8.2 (Incitement should be supplemented with instigation)): 16/20
Statement 8.3 (New proposed language for incitement): 19/20
9.     String only?   

Recommendation 9.1 (Analysis based on string only): 17/10
10.      Universal Accessability Objective with Limited Exceptions.

Statement 10.1 (Blocking should be exceptional):  19/20
11.      Independent Objector

Recommendation 11.1 (Modifications to mandate and scope): 16/20

12.      Timing of Rec6 Dispute Resolution

Recommendation 12.1 (Identify sensitivities before applying): 10/20
Recommendation 12.2 (Sooner resolution of dispute): 20/20
Recommendation 12.3 (Inform applications as early as possible): 20/20
13.     Standing of Governments to file objections.
Recommendation 13.1 (Government to be able to file community objections and go through same process as any other community objection): 14/20
Recommendation 13.2 (Government to be able to file community objections and go through same process as any other community objection and meet standard for eligibility):  13/20
14.      Expanded use of the Community Objections.

Recommendation 14.1 (Fee structure to be clarified): 16/20

Recommendation 14.2 (Lowering threshold for GAC / ALAC): 9/20
Recommendation 14.3 (ACs file without fee): 18/20
15.     Guidebook Criterion 4.

Recommendation 15.1 (Revise current language): 13/20
Recommendation 15.2 (No longer needed): 13/20
16.  Next Steps for Rec6.

Recommendation 16.1 (Implementation Support Team): 18/20
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