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The boxes highlighted in red indicate the primary work product(s) output from the Policy Development Process (PDP) as a result of working group deliberations on an issue approved for consideration by the GNSO Council.  Boxes noted with dashes represent the drafting stages of the Issue Report and WG’s Final Report.
The following pages detail the sub-phases of the PDP.  Note that non-PDP working groups utilize this same process despite not making any consensus policy recommendations.
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If the Board determines that the policy is not in the best interest of the ICANN Approval of
ccommunity or ICANN, the Board can reject the GNSO Recommendation by a vote of PDP Recommendation
2/3 of the Board (in case the PDP Recommendation was adopted by a GNSO
Supermajority) or majority vote (in case the PDP recommendation was adopted by
less than a GNSO Supermajority).

{1
Board articulates the reasons for rejection and submits this Board Statement to the
GNSO Council.

GNSO Council to review statement by the Board and schedule meeting to discuss.

Council shall meet to affirm or modify its recommendation and communicate that
conclusion (the "Supplemental Recommendation) to the Board.

Board can reject Supplemental Recommendation f it determines !
that such policy is not in the interests of the ICANN community
or ICANN (by 2/3 of the Board in case of GNSO Supermajority on Supplemental
Vote on Supplemental Recommendation or majority vote of the Recommendation
Board in case of less than GNSO Supermajority Vote).
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« ICANN Staff should inform
the GNSO of proposed
implementation of a new
GNSO recommended policy.

« Implementation must
conform to GNSO recom-
mendation.
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