Comparative Analysis — GNSO / ccNSO Policy Development Process

Please find below a schematic comparison between the GNSO and ccNSO Policy Development

Process. Note that the GNSO overview is based on the draft proposal that is under discussion by

the Policy Development Process Work Team as many elements as described in the by-laws are

no longer relevant and/or are deemed unworkable.

Some important differences to note are:

Requesting an Issues Report: No matter who requests an Issues Report, it is possible for the
ccNSO Council to request further information or undertake further research or investigation
for the purpose of determining whether or not the requested Issues Report should be
created. If an Issues Report is requested by the Board or Advisory Committee, it has to be
created no matter what the GNSO thinks.

Timelines: in a ccNSO PDP the proposed timeline is included as part of the Issues Report and
can therefore be adapted depending on the issue while in a GNSO PDP the timelines are
fixed and not dependent on the issue (note, more flexibility is being proposed as part of the
review of the GNSO PDP).

Scope (1): in the GNSO PDP, the scope assessment is made by the ICANN General Counsel
and cannot be challenged, while in the ccNSO PDP the scope assessment is also made by the
ICANN General Counsel but can be challenged.

Scope (2): ccNSO scope for policy making is very narrowly described in Annex C of the ICANN
by-laws, while the GNSO scope is interpreted as meaning any issue related to generic TLDs
(although only certain issues qualify for so called consensus policies).

Adoption of recommendations: it is the ccNSO members (not Council members) that have
the final say whether a recommendation is adopted or not. In the GNSO, it is the GNSO

Council members that adopt a recommendation or not.
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Council Report to the ccNSO Members
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