
ICANN BOARD SUBMISSION No. 2019-01-16-1a 

TITLE: Establishment of Board Working Group on Anti-

Harassment 

PROPOSED ACTION: For Board Consideration and Approval 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

As the Board is aware, following the adoption of the Community Anti-Harassment 

Policy (https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/files/community-anti-harassment-policy-

24mar17-en.pdf) there have been some ongoing discussions among community 

members and various members of the Board regarding the issue of harassment.  As part 

of those discussions, the Board has come determined that it is appropriate to create a 

Board Working Group on Anti-Harassment, which is what the Board is being asked to 

establish by way of the resolution below. 

BOARD GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE (BGC) RECOMMENDATION: 

The BGC recommends that the Board establish the Board Working Group on Anti-

Harassment with the following members:  Becky Burr, Sarah Deutsch (Chair), Chris 

Disspain, Avri Doria, Lito Ibarra, Manal Ismail, Merike Kaeo and Tripti Sinha. 

PROPOSED RESOLUTION: 

Whereas, the ICANN Board takes the issue of harassment very seriously and is 

committed to taking all appropriate and reasonable steps to help create a harassment 

free environment for the ICANN Community. 

Whereas, as part of the Board’s commitment, the Board has determined to establish a 

Board Working Group on Anti-Harassment. 

Resolved (2018.01.16.xx), the Board hereby establishes a Board Working Group on 

Anti-Harassment with the following members:  Becky Burr, Sarah Deutsch (Chair), 

Chris Disspain, Avri Doria, Lito Ibarra, Manal Ismail, Merike Kaeo and Tripti Sinha. 

PROPOSED RATIONALE: 

The ICANN Board takes the issue of harassment very seriously and is committed to 

taking all appropriate and reasonable steps to help create a harassment free environment 

for the ICANN Community.  As part of the commitment, in March 2017, following 
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community discussion, the Board adopted the Community Anti-Harassment Policy 

(https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/files/community-anti-harassment-policy-

24mar17-en.pdf).  Following the adoption of this Policy, there have been some ongoing 

discussions among community members and various members of the Board regarding 

the issue of harassment.  As part of those discussions, the Board has determined to 

create a Board Working Group on Anti-Harassment to focus on this issue. 

Accordingly, the Board has established the Board Working Group on Anti-Harassment 

with the following Board members (including voting directors and non-voting liaisons):  

Becky Burr, Sarah Deutsch (Chair), Chris Disspain, Avri Doria, Lito Ibarra, Manal 

Ismail, Merike Kaeo and Tripti Sinha.   

Creating this working group also is intended to help support the Core Value of 

“[s]eeking and supporting broad, informed participation reflecting the functional, 

geographic, and cultural diversity of the Internet at all levels of policy development and 

decision-making to ensure that the bottom-up, multistakeholder policy development 

process is used to ascertain the global public interest and that those processes are 

accountable and transparent.”  (Bylaws, Art. 1, § 1.2.(b)(ii).)   

This decision is clearly in the public interest and the interests of the ICANN 

Community as taking all appropriate steps to help create a harassment free environment 

is important for those who participate in the ICANN multistakeholder model.  To that 

end, this decision also falls squarely in support of ICANN’s mission, as a focused 

group of Board members can be part of a group that is trying to help create an 

environment where the ICANN community is free to focus on the mission and not on 

behaviors that should not be a part of the working environment. 

This decision will not have a fiscal impact on ICANN and will not have an impact on 

the security, stability or resiliency of the domain name system. 

This action is an Organizational Administrative Function that does not require public 

comment. 

 

Submitted by: 

 

Amy A. Stathos, Deputy General Counsel  

Date:  11 December 2018 

Email: amy.stathos@icann.org   

 



ICANN BOARD SUBMISSION NO. 2019.01.16.2a 

TITLE: Consideration of Reconsideration Request 18-10  

PROPOSED ACTION: For Consideration and Approval  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

The Requestor, the Amazon Cooperation Treaty Organization (ACTO),1 seeks reconsideration 

on behalf of the ACTO member states of ICANN Board Resolution 2018.10.25.18 (Resolution), 

which directed ICANN organization “to remove the ‘Will Not Proceed’ status and resume 

processing of the .AMAZON applications according to the policies and procedures governing the 

2012 round of the New gTLD Program.”2  The Requestor claims that the Board relied on 

inaccurate information when it adopted the Resolution, and that the Resolution contravenes 

ICANN org’s commitments and core values.”3  

On 18 and 20 November 2018, the Board Accountability Mechanisms Committee (BAMC) 

evaluated Request 18-10 and all relevant materials and recommended that the Board deny 

Request 18-10 because the Board adopted the Resolution based on accurate and complete 

information and because the Board’s adoption of the Resolution was consistent with ICANN’s 

commitments and core values.  Nevertheless, the BAMC acknowledged that Request 18-10 

reflects a difference in interpretation by the Requestor of the Resolution, and thus, the BAMC 

recommended that the Board reiterate that the Resolution was taken with the clear intention to 

grant the President and CEO the authority to progress the facilitation process between the ACTO 

member states and the Amazon corporation with the goal of helping the involved parties reach a 

mutually agreed solution, but in the event they are unable to do so the Board will make a 

decision at ICANN 64 on the next steps regarding the potential delegation of .AMAZON and 

related top-level domains.  The BAMC further encouraged a high level of communication 

between the President and CEO and the relevant stakeholders, including the representatives of 

the Amazonian countries and the Amazon corporation, between now and ICANN 64.   

                                                 
1 The ACTO member States include Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Guyana, Peru, Suriname, and Venezuela.  

Request 18-10, § 1, at Pg. 1. 
2 Request 18-10, § 3, at Pg. 1. 
3 Id. § 8, at Pgs. 5-6. 
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The BAMC also recommended that the Board continue receiving updates on the facilitation 

process from the President and CEO in anticipation of revisiting the status of the .AMAZON 

applications at its meeting at ICANN64. 

Pursuant to Article 4, Section 4.2(q), the Requestor has 15 days from the receipt of the BAMC’s 

Recommendation on Request 18-10 to submit a rebuttal.  No rebuttal was filed by the 5 January 

2019 deadline and none has been received to date.  

BOARD ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMS COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION:  

The BAMC recommended that Request 18-10 be denied and that no further action be taken in 

response to the Request because the Board adopted the Resolution based on accurate and 

complete information and because the Board’s adoption of the Resolution was consistent with 

ICANN’s commitments and core values.   Because Request 18-10 reflects a difference in 

interpretation by the Requestor of the Resolution, the BAMC recommended:  (i) that the Board 

reiterates that the Resolution was taken with the clear intention to grant the President and CEO 

the authority to progress the facilitation process between the ACTO member states and the 

Amazon corporation with the goal of helping the involved parties reach a mutually agreed 

solution, but in the event they are unable to do so the Board will make a decision at ICANN 64 

on the next steps regarding the potential delegation of .AMAZON and related top-level domains; 

(ii) a high level of communication between the President and CEO and the relevant stakeholders, 

including the representatives of the Amazonian countries and the Amazon corporation, between 

now and ICANN 64; and (iii) the Board continues receiving updates on the facilitation process 

from the ICANN President and CEO in anticipation of revisiting the status of the .AMAZON 

applications at its meeting at ICANN64. 

PROPOSED RESOLUTION: 

Whereas, Amazon Cooperation Treaty Organization (ACTO) (Requestor), submitted 

Reconsideration Request 18-10 seeking reconsideration on behalf of the ACTO member states of 

ICANN Board Resolution 2018.10.25.18 (Resolution). 
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Whereas, the Requestor claims that the Board relied on inaccurate information when it adopted 

the Resolution, and that the Resolution contravenes ICANN organization’s commitments and 

core values established in the Bylaws.   

Whereas, the Requestor asks the Board to cancel the Resolution and restore the “Will Not 

Proceed” status of the .AMAZON applications. 

Whereas, the Board Accountability Mechanisms Committee (BAMC) previously determined that 

Request 18-10 is sufficiently stated and sent the Request to the Ombudsman for review and 

consideration in accordance with Article 4, Section 4.2(j) and (k) of the ICANN Bylaws.   

Whereas, the Ombudsman recused himself from this matter pursuant to Article 4, Section 

4.2(l)(iii) of the Bylaws. 

Whereas, the BAMC carefully considered the merits of Request 18-10 and all relevant materials 

and recommended that Request 18-10 be denied because the Board adopted the Resolution based 

on accurate and complete information and because the Board’s adoption of the Resolution was 

consistent with ICANN’s commitments and core values.   

Whereas, the BAMC acknowledged that Request 18-10 reflects a difference in interpretation by 

the Requestor of the Resolution, and thus, the BAMC recommended that the Board reiterate that 

the Resolution was taken with the clear intention to grant the President and CEO the authority to 

progress the facilitation process between the ACTO member states and the Amazon corporation 

with the goal of helping the involved parties reach a mutually agreed solution, but in the event 

they are unable to do so, the Board will make a decision at ICANN 64 on the next steps 

regarding the potential delegation of .AMAZON and related top-level domains.   

Whereas, the BAMC also recommended that the Board continue receiving updates on the 

facilitation process from the ICANN President and CEO in anticipation of revisiting the status of 

the .AMAZON applications at its meeting at ICANN64. 

Whereas, the Requestor did not file a rebuttal to the BAMC Recommendation on Request 18-10 

within the allotted time under Article 4, Section 4.2(q) of the Bylaws.  
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Resolved (2019.01.16.XX), the Board adopts the BAMC Recommendation on Reconsideration 

Request 18-10. 

Resolved (2019.01.16.XX), the Board hereby reiterates that Resolution 2018.10.25.18 was taken 

with the clear intention to grant the President and CEO the authority to progress the facilitation 

process between the ACTO member states and the Amazon corporation with the goal of helping 

the involved parties reach a mutually agreed solution, but in the event they are unable to do so, 

the Board will make a decision at ICANN 64 on the next steps regarding the potential delegation 

of .AMAZON and related top-level domains. 

Resolved (2019.01.16.XX), the Board encourages a high level of communication between the 

President and CEO and the relevant stakeholders, including the representatives of the Amazonian 

countries and the Amazon corporation, between now and ICANN 64, and directs the President 

and CEO to provide the Board with updates on the facilitation process in anticipation of 

revisiting the status of the .AMAZON applications at its meeting at ICANN64. 

PROPOSED RATIONALE:   

1. Brief Summary and Recommendation  

The full factual background is set forth in the BAMC Recommendation on Request 18-10 

(BAMC Recommendation), which the Board has reviewed and considered, and which is 

incorporated here. 

On 18 and 20 November 2018, the BAMC evaluated Request 18-10 and all relevant materials 

and recommended that the Board deny Request 18-10 because the Board adopted the Resolution 

based on accurate and complete information and because the Board’s adoption of the Resolution 

was consistent with ICANN’s commitments and core values.  Nevertheless, the BAMC 

acknowledged that Request 18-10 reflects a difference in interpretation by the Requestor of the 

Resolution, and thus, the BAMC recommended that the Board reiterate that the Resolution was 

taken with the clear intention to grant the President and CEO the authority to progress the 

facilitation process between the ACTO member states and the Amazon corporation with the goal 

of helping the involved parties reach a mutually agreed solution, but in the event they are unable 

to do so, the Board will make a decision at ICANN 64 on the next steps regarding the potential 
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delegation of .AMAZON and related top-level domains.  The BAMC further encouraged a high 

level of communication between the President and CEO and the relevant stakeholders, including 

the representatives of the Amazonian countries and the Amazon corporation, between now and 

ICANN 64.   

The BAMC also recommended that the Board continue receiving updates on the facilitation 

process from the ICANN President and CEO in anticipation of revisiting the status of 

the .AMAZON applications at its meeting at ICANN64. 

Pursuant to Article 4, Section 4.2(q), the Requestor has 15 days from the receipt of the BAMC’s 

Recommendation on Request 18-10 to submit a rebuttal.  No rebuttal was filed by the 5 January 

2019 deadline and none has been received to date.  

The Board has carefully considered the BAMC’s Recommendation and all relevant materials 

related to Request 18-10, and the Board agrees with the BAMC’s Recommendation. 

2. Issue 

The issues are as follows:  

• Whether the Board adopted the Resolution based on false or inaccurate relevant 

information, or without consideration of material information; and 

• Whether the Board adopted the Resolution contrary to ICANN’s commitments 

and core values, which recognize that ICANN must duly take into account the 

public policy advice of governments and public authorities.   

3. Analysis and Rationale 

A. The Board Resolution Did Not Direct the Delegation of the .AMAZON and 

Related TLDs Without Further Consultation with the ACTO Member States 

or the Board Itself. 

As a preliminary matter, the Board notes that Request 18-10 appears to be based on the 

Requestor’s interpretation that the Resolution directed ICANN’s President and CEO to delegate 

.AMAZON and the related TLDs without further consultation with the ACTO member states and 

without further consideration by the Board.  This is perhaps the result of language that could 

have been clearer, but this interpretation was not the intent of the Resolution. 
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Contrary to the Requestor’s apparent interpretation, however, as reiterated above, the Resolution 

was passed with the intention that further discussions among the parties take place before the 

Board takes a final decision on the potential delegation of .AMAZON and related TLDs.  The 

language of the Resolution itself does not approve delegation of .AMAZON or support any 

particular solution.  Rather, the Resolution simply “directs the President and CEO, or his 

designee(s), to remove the ‘Will Not Proceed’ status.  The removal of the “Will Not Proceed” 

status4 was a necessary procedural prerequisite to ICANN org renewing formal consideration of 

the .AMAZON applications and the processing of the proposed Public Interests Commitments 

(PICs) by the Amazon corporation.      

Moreover, the circumstances surrounding the Resolution confirm that further negotiations were 

expected and welcomed by the Board.  Specifically, during the discussion by the Board of the 

Resolution, the ICANN President and CEO stated on the record that he planned to meet with 

ACTO representatives to discuss these issues.5  In the time since the Resolution was adopted, 

both the ICANN President and CEO and the Chair of the ICANN Board have confirmed the 

intent of the Resolution and have reiterated that they maintained the intent to continue facilitating 

the discussion between the ACTO member states and the Amazon corporation in correspondence 

to the Chair of the Governmental Advisory Committee (GAC)6 and to ACTO.7   

B. The Board Adopted the Resolution Based on Accurate and Complete 

Information and Did Not Fail to Consider Any Material Information. 

The Request suggests that the Resolution should be reconsidered because it was adopted:  (1) 

based on a misunderstanding by the Board of the position of the Amazon countries; (2) without 

consideration of the 19 October 2018 letter from the Requestor; and (3) without consideration of 

                                                 
4 The meaning and impact of a “Will Not Proceed” application status is explained on the Applicant Advisory page 

of the New gTLD microsite. 
5 Transcript of the 25 October 2018 Board Meeting, Pg. 15 

((https://static.ptbl.co/static/attachments/192259/1540518957.pdf?1540518957); Letter from C. Chalaby to J. 

Mendoza, 3 December 2018 (https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/correspondence/chalaby-to-mendoza-03dec18-

en.pdf).  
6 Letter from G. Marby to M. Ismail, 28 Nov. 2018 (https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/correspondence/marby-

to-ismail-28nov18-en.pdf).   
7 Letter from G. Marby to J. Mendoza, 20 November 2018 

(https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/correspondence/marby-to-mendoza-20nov18-en.pdf); Letter from C. 

Chalaby to Ambassador Mendoza, 3 Dec. 2018 (https://www.icann.org/en/system/files/correspondence/chalaby-to-

mendoza-03dec18-en.pdf).    



 7 

the GAC’s follow-up advice adopted on 24 October 2018.  However, as explained below and in 

the BAMC Recommendation, the Board considered all available material information and had an 

accurate understanding of the facts.  The BAMC concluded, and the Board agrees, that all 

available material information was considered by the Board in adopting the Resolution and that 

the Board had an accurate understanding of the facts.  

With respect to the its first suggestion, the Requestor claims that the Rationale for the Resolution 

states that “‘the ICANN org has informed the Board that the parties have identified a path 

forward.’”8  The Requestor suggests that “[t]his information is inaccurate,” based on its 

conclusion that the Board “ha[d] considered that the Amazon countries had been informed of a 

proposal for the delegation of the ‘.AMAZON’, and that they would have agreed to that 

delegation pending only final discussions on a limited number of elements.”9  Here, the BAMC 

concluded, and the Board agrees, that the Requestor’s interpretation of the “path forward” 

language appears to have been based on a different interpretation than the Board’s regarding the 

effect of the Resolution.  As discussed above, the Resolution was taken with the intent that 

further discussions with the relevant parties, including the ACTO member states would continue 

and that no decisions regarding delegation of the .AMAZON applications would be taken 

without further Board consideration of the relevant outcome of the continued facilitation process.  

As such, the Board’s “path forward” language did not refer to a final agreement regarding 

delegation or a specific solution.   

With respect to the Requestor’s second claim that the Board failed to consider material 

information because the 19 October 2018 letter is not included in the list of “Items considered by 

the Board” in the Resolution, the BAMC determined, and the Board agrees, that the facts 

demonstrate the Board did consider 19 October 2018 prior to passing the Resolution.  The 19 

October 2018 letter invited the ICANN President and CEO to meet with the ACTO state member 

representatives to discuss a possible solution.  As noted above, the ICANN President and CEO 

specifically mentioned the meeting invitation from the ACTO member states and his acceptance 

                                                 
8 Request 18-10, § 8.1, at Pg. 3. 
9 Id. 
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of the invitation in introducing the 25 October 2018 Resolution.10 

Finally, the Requestor suggests that the Board “overlooked GAC’s follow-up on previous advice 

about the .AMAZON applications, which the GAC adopted on 24 October 2018.”11  As an initial 

matter, it is not clear whether the Board could have considered the GAC’s follow-up advice, as it 

was contained in the Barcelona Communiqué, which was not published until 25 October 2018.  

The Board adopted the Resolution on the morning of 25 October 2018.  In any event, the 

“follow-up” did not contain any new advice, but instead expressed approval of the 16 September 

Board resolution and restated advice from the Abu Dhabi Communiqué.12  Thus, even if the 

Barcelona Communiqué was available prior to the adoption of the Resolution, it did not contain 

any material information that the Board failed to consider because the Board had expressly 

considered the same information. 

C. The Board’s Adoption of the Resolution Was Consistent with ICANN’s 

Commitments and Core Values. 

The Requestor suggests that the Resolution was “contrary to ICANN’s commitments and core 

values, which recognize that ‘governments and public authorities are responsible for public 

policy’ and that ICANN must duly take into account the public policy advice of governments 

and public authorities.”13  The Requestor grounds this idea in the conclusion that the Resolution 

was inconsistent with the relevant GAC advice.  The BAMC determined, and the Board agrees, 

that the Requestor’s position is premised on an apparent different interpretation of the Resolution 

by the Requestor (as discussed above). 

First, with respect to the Requestor’s suggestion that the Board was wrong to interpret the Abu 

Dhabi Communiqué’s advice to “supersede” the advice in the Durban Communiqué,14 the 

BAMC concluded, and the Board agrees, that this argument does not support reconsideration.  

The Durban Communiqué advised the Board of the GAC’s position that the .AMAZON 

                                                 
10 Transcript of the 25 October 2018 Board Meeting, Pg. 15. 
11 Request 18-10, § 8.2, at Pg. 5-6. 
12 Barcelona Communiqué at Pg. 10-11. 
13 Request 18-10, § 8.2, at Pg. 5. 
14 Id. 
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applications should “not proceed beyond Initial Evaluation.”15  As explained in the BAMC 

Recommendation16 and incorporated herein by reference, the Board accepted the advice from the 

Durban Communique in 2014, but the Amazon corporation prevailed in an Independent Review 

Process (IRP) challenging that 2014 decision.  In light of the .AMAZON IRP Final Declaration, 

the Board asked the GAC for additional information on that advice.  Subsequently, the Abu 

Dhabi Communiqué advised the Board to facilitate negotiations between the ACTO member 

states and the Amazon corporation.17  The Abu Dhabi Communiqué was more recent advice that 

took into account a change in circumstances and that was materially different from the advice 

contained in the Durban Communiqué.  The BAMC concluded, and the Board agrees, that the 

Abu Dhabi Communiqué could fairly be described as superseding the earlier advice from the 

Durban Communiqué. 

Next, the Requestor suggests that the Resolution is inconsistent with the GAC’s advice, even as 

embodied in the Abu Dhabi and Barcelona Communiqués.  The Requestor notes that GAC’s 

most recent consensus statement “reiterated” the “possibility of delegation of the .AMAZON 

applications” if the parties reach a “mutually acceptable solution.”18  As explained above, the 

Resolution is designed to allow the parties to try to reach such a solution through ICANN org 

facilitation.  There is therefore no inconsistency between the GAC advice and the Resolution. 

As noted in the BAMC Recommendation, the Requestor’s perspective on this issue is informed, 

in part, by its suggestion that the Amazon countries’ “consent must be previously obtained if the 

.AMAZON strings are to” be delegated.19  The Board agrees with the BAMC that while the 

Requestor has consistently maintained this position throughout correspondence with ICANN 

representatives, nothing in ICANN’s Bylaws or procedures provides a third party or the GAC 

with authority to stop the Board from making its decision.  Instead, the Bylaws require that the 

Board “recogniz[e] that governments and public authorities are responsible for public policy and 

duly tak[e] into account the public policy advice of governments and public authorities.”20  

                                                 
15 Durban Communiqué at Pgs. 3-4. 
16 BAMC Recommendation, Pgs. 6-8.  
17 Abu Dhabi Communiqué at Pg. 13. 
18 Request 18-10, § 8.2, at Pgs. 5-6 (emphasis omitted). 
19 Id. § 6, at Pg. 2. 
20 ICANN Bylaws, 18 June 2018, Art. 1 § 1.2(b). 
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When the ICANN Board previously accepted the GAC’s advice on this issue, the Amazon 

corporation prevailed in an IRP challenging that decision.21  The Final Declaration recommended 

that “the Board should make an objective and independent judgment regarding whether there are, 

in fact, well-founded, merits-based public policy reasons for denying Amazon’s application.”22  

Further, the Board has previously received independent, third-party expert analysis that 

concluded there was “no rule of international, or even regional or national, law” which obligated 

ICANN to either reject or accept the .AMAZON applications.23  Thus, while the Resolution does 

not indicate that .AMAZON and its related TLDs will be delegated without further discussion 

and negotiation, as noted above, nothing in ICANN’s Bylaws or procedures provides a third 

party or the GAC with authority to stop the Board from making its decision.   

As the Requestor noted, ICANN’s commitments and core values “recognize that ‘governments 

and public authorities are responsible for public policy’ and that ICANN must duly take into 

account the public policy advice of governments and public authorities.”24  The history of the 

.AMAZON applications demonstrates that the Board has consistently done just that.  In adopting 

the Resolution, the Board followed the advice of the GAC to “continue facilitating negotiations 

between the…ACTO[] member states and the Amazon corporation with a view to reaching a 

mutually acceptable solution to allow for the use of .amazon as a top level domain name.”25  This 

approach acknowledges the public policy interests of the ACTO member states and ensures that 

the ICANN org will continue to take those interests into account, and is therefore fully consistent 

with ICANN’s commitments and core values. 

For these reasons, the Board concludes that reconsideration is not warranted.  

This action is within ICANN's Mission and is in the public interest as it is important to ensure 

that, in carrying out its Mission, ICANN is accountable to the community for operating within 

the Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws, and other established procedures, by having a process in 

place by which a person or entity materially affected by an action of the ICANN Board or Staff 

                                                 
21 IRP Panel Declaration ¶¶ 124-26, at Pgs. 52-53 
22 Id. ¶ 125, at Pgs. 52-53 
23 https://www.icann.org/resources/board-material/resolutions-new-gtld-2014-05-14-en#/2.b. 
24 Request 18-10, § 8.2, at Pg. 5. 
25 Abu Dhabi Communiqué at Pg. 13 
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may request reconsideration of that action or inaction by the Board.  Adopting the BAMC's 

Recommendation has no financial impact on ICANN and will not negatively impact the security, 

stability and resiliency of the domain name system. 

This decision is an Organizational Administrative Function that does not require public 

comment. 

Submitted By: Amy A. Stathos, Deputy General Counsel 

Date Noted:  8 January 2019 

Email: amy.stathos@icann.org 

 



AGENDA – 16 JANUARY 2019 SPECIAL BOARD MEETING – 90 minutes 

   Time, etc. Agenda Item Shepherd 

Assembly, 
Roll Call & 
Consent 
Agenda Vote 

1. Consent Agenda  

 
30 min 

1.a. Establishment of Board 
Working Group on Anti-
Harassment 

Becky Burr and 
Sarah Deutsch 

 
Discussion 
& Decision 

 
 
 

30 min 
 

2.  Main Agenda  

2.a. Consideration of 
Reconsideration Request 18-
10:  The Amazon 
Cooperation Treaty 
Organization 

Chris Disspain 

2.b. AOB  

 3. Executive Session - 
Confidential 

 

30 min 3.a. President and CEO At-
Risk Compensation for First 
Half of FY19 

Cherine Chalaby 

 3.b. Officer Appointment and 
Compensation 

Cherine Chalaby 

 



Directors and Liaisons, 

 

Attached below please find Notice of date and time for a Special Meeting 

of the ICANN Board.   

 

16 January 2019 – Special Meeting of the ICANN Board of Directors - at 

21:00 UTC.  This Board meeting is estimated to last approximately 90 

minutes.   

 

https://www.timeanddate.com/worldclock/fixedtime.html?msg=Special+Meeti

ng+of+the+ICANN+Board+-

+16+January&iso=20190116T21&p1=1440&ah=1&am=30 

 

Some other time zones: 

16 January 2019 – 1:00 pm PST Los Angeles 

16 January 2019 – 4:00 pm EST Washington, D.C.  

16 January 2019 – 10:00 pm CET Brussels 

17 January 2019 – 6:00 am JST Tokyo 

 

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE ICANN BOARD 

Consent Agenda 
 

• Establishment of Board Working Group on Anti-Harassment 
 
Main Agenda 

 

• Consideration of Reconsideration Request 18-10:  The Amazon 
Cooperation Treaty Organization 
 

• AOB 
 

Executive Session 

• President and CEO At-Risk Compensation for First Half of FY19 



 

• Officer Appointment and Compensation 
 

 
MATERIALS – You can access the Board Meeting materials, when 
available, in Google Drive here: 

If you have trouble with access, please let us know and we will work with 

you to assure that you get access to the documents. 

If call information is required, it will be distributed separately. 

If you have any questions, or we can be of assistance to you, please let us 
know. 
 
John Jeffrey 
General Counsel & Secretary, ICANN 
John.Jeffrey@icann.org  

 

Confidential Contact Information

Confidential Contact Information




