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	Issue
	Applicable text (please quote directly)
	Number and name of applicable report section
	Cannot live with rationale
	Proposed changes (taking into account whether others would be able to live with them)

	1. 
	At the end of the String Evaluation period, Applicants in contention sets will be informed of the number of other applications in their contention set, but no other information regarding the other applications will be shared. Any applicants that wish to compete for their applied-for string in an ICANN Auction of Last Resort must submit a sealed bid for each relevant application (“Last Resort Sealed Bids”).

	2.1 & 2.2
a) recommendation xx Rationale 3, second dot point
	If it’s only applicants that wish to compete for their applied-for string in an ICANN Auction of Last Resort that submit a sealed bid at this point in the process, at what point would applicants who intend to resolve the contention set through private resolution, but end up in a contention set resolution via an ICANN Auction of Last Resort submit their sealed bid? 

It was my understanding that if one applicant in the contention set opts for the ICANN Auction of Last Resort that negates the preference for private resolution of all the other applicants in the contention set.   


	At the end of the String Evaluation period, Applicants in contention sets will be informed of the number of other applications in their contention set, but no other information regarding the other applications will be shared. All applicants in a contention set will be required to submit a sealed bid for each application in a contention set at this time. This sealed bid will only become relevant if the contention set is resolved through an ICANN Auction of Last Resort. (“Last Resort Sealed Bids”).


	2. 
	ICANN Auction of Last Resort vs auction of last resort
	2.1 & 2.2 b) 
	I believe that where ‘auction of last resort’ is used we mean ICANN Auction of Last Resort. Rather than use the terms interchangeably it would be best if the same term can be used for consistency and remove possibility for confusion.
	

	3. 
	Rationale for Implementation Guidance xx (Rationale 3): The Working Group believes that second-price, sealed bid auctions are preferable to the ascending bid auctions used in the 2012 round, because second price auctions reduce the risk of “bidding wars” that can occur in ascending bid auctions.
	2.1 and 2.2 b)
	[bookmark: _GoBack]It’s unclear whether this refers only to ICANN Auctions of Last Resort or private resolution auctions—I have assumed ICANN Auctions of Last Resort, but it would be helpful if this is explicit.
	Rationale for Implementation Guidance xx (Rationale 3): The Working Group believes that second-price, sealed bid auctions are preferable to the ascending bid auctions used in the 2012 round ICANN Auctions of Last Resort, because second price auctions reduce the risk of “bidding wars” that can occur in ascending bid auctions.
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