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1.6 Application Submission Period (Wiki page: https://community.icann.org/x/Mz2AAw)

1.6.1 - One of the overarching questions in Community Comment 1 focused on whether
applications should be accepted during defined windows of time (also known as “rounds”). If
the WG determines that a system of rounds is the right approach, is three (3) months an
appropriate length of time to accept applications? What considerations should be taken into
account when determining the length of the application window?

1.6.2 - If we have a few next ‘rounds’ followed by a continuous application process, how should
the application submission period be handled in the lead-up rounds?

1.6.3 - Do you think the length of the submission period will impact Applicant Support and
what factors do you think should be considered in determining an appropriate length of time?
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2.4 Closed Generics (Wiki page: https://community.icann.org/x/UT2AAw)

2.4.1 - In the 2012 round, the operation of a TLD where the string was considered “generic”
could not be closed to only the Registry Operator and/or its Affiliates. Originating from GAC
Advice on the subject, this rule was promulgated by ICANN’s New gTLD Program Committee of
the ICANN Board, but was never adopted as a policy by the GNSO. This rule was subject to public
comment and input from the community. Should this rule be enforced for subsequent
application windows? Why or why not?

2.4.2 - Do you have suggestions on how to define “generic” in the context of new gTLDs? A
“generic string” is currently defined in the Registry Agreement under Specification 11.3.d as
meaning, “a string consisting of a word or term that denominates or describes a general class of
goods, services, group, organization or things, as opposed to distinguishing a specific brand of
goods, services, groups, organizations or things from those of others.” Are any modifications
needed to the definition? If so, what changes? If the exclusion of closed generic TLDs is to be
maintained, are there any circumstances in which an exemption to the rule should be granted?
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3.4 String Similarity (Evaluations) (Wiki page: https://community.icann.org/x/VT2AAw)

3.4.1 - There was a perception that consistency and predictability of the string similarity
evaluation needs to be improved. Do you have examples or evidence of issues? If so, do you have
suggested changes to the policy recommendations or implementation that may lead to
improvement? For instance, should the standard of string confusion that the evaluation panel
used be updated or refined in any way?

3.4.3 - The WG and the wider community have raised concerns specifically related to singles and
plurals of the same word. Do you have suggestions on how to develop guidance on singles and
plurals that will lead to predictable outcomes? Would providing for more predictability of
outcomes unfairly prejudice the rights of applicants or others?

3.4.5 - Do you feel that the contention resolution mechanisms from the 2012 round (i.e., CPE and
lastresort auctions) met the needs of the community in a sufficient manner? Please explain.

3.4.6 — Do you believe that private auctions (i.e., NOT the auctions of last resort provided by
ICANN) resulted in any harm? Could they lead to speculative applications seeking to participate
in a private auction in future application processes? Should they be allowed or otherwise

restricted in the future?
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4.1 Internationalized Domain Names (Wiki page: https://community.icann.org/x/XT2AAw)

4.1.1 - Do you agree or disagree with allowing 1-char IDN TLDs, in specific combinations of scripts
and languages where a single character can mean a whole idea or a whole word (ideograms or
ideographs)?

4.1.2 - Do you have any general guidance or would you like to flag an issue requiring policy work
for subsequent procedures regarding IDNs?

4.1.3 - How do you envision the policy and process to allow IDN Variant TLDs to be delegated and
operated? Possible options include but are not limited to bundling (allowing but requiring
procedures similar to .ngo/.ong where only the same registrant can register a name across TLDs),
disallowing (as it was in the 2012-round) or allowing without restrictions. Must there be a
solution established prior to launching subsequent procedures?

4.1.4 - Should the process of allowing 1-char IDN TLDs and IDN Variant TLDs be coordinated
and/or harmonized with ccTLDs? If so, to what extent?
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