Rec6 CWG Poll 16 Sep 2010
In cases where there are multiple choices, it is okay to say that you support more than one if it doesn’t go against any other responses you made.
Repeat of Recommendation 2.2
2.2: If individual governments have objections based on contradiction with specific national laws, such objections should be submitted through the Community Objections procedure.
Proposed by Evan for Issue 4
4.1e Ultimate resolution of the admissibility of a TLD subject to a Rec6 objection rests with the Board alone and may not be delegated to a third party.


4.2e Under its authority to obtain independent expertise as stated in Article XI-A of the ICANN Bylaws, the Board shall contract appropriate expert resources capable of providing objective advice on the applicability of principles of international law, in regard to objections received through this process.

4.3e Such experts advising the ICANN Board are to be independent of any conflict with ICANN-affiliated bodies in accordance with other provisions in the AGB. Their advice will be limited in scope to analysis of objections, based upon the criteria as expressed within this policy. 

4.4e The number of experts to be consulted, the method of their selection and terms of their engagement, are to be determined by the Board subject to these policies.
Proposed by Mary for Issue 4
4.m
The Board should seek the advice of eminent jurists well-versed in international law for all Rec. 6 objections, following the procedures outlined in Article XI.A of the Bylaws. In addition, the CWG recommends that the Board appoint a third party entity to administer the purely procedural aspects of an objection that has been filed, including suggesting appropriate persons who can serve as experts. Any such third party provider shall be appointed under contract for a fixed period of time appropriate for the application timetable. In no event will any such provider give expert advice or recommendations regarding the outcome of an objection, it being understood that such decision lies with the Board alone and may not be delegated to a third party. As in all other areas of ICANN policy, the Board will ultimately decide whether to adopt or reject the advice of any external experts it consults in relation to a Rec. 6 objection.

Proposed by Chuck to determine level of support for elements related to Issue 5
5.1  A higher threshold of the Board should be required to uphold an objection.
5.2  A higher threshold of the Board should be required to approve a string.
5.3  The higher threshold should be at least 2/3.
5.4   Approval of a string should only require a simple majority of the Board regardless of the input from the experts.
5.5  Approval of a string should only require a simple majority of the Board except when the expert input indicates otherwise, in which case a higher threshold should be required.
Proposed by Chuck in response to Avri’s comment

17.
International legal expertise should be complemented with other needed expertise such as linguists.  
