Survey Question: In addition to
the below, what information
should be included in the Post-
Implementation Status Report?
(1) a summary of the original
policy recommendations and the
stated goals and/or intent of the
policy recommendations,

(2) details regarding the
subsequent implementation of
the policy recommendations,

(3) relevant data points ICANN
org has collected that may help
inform the subsequently review
of the impact of the policy
recommendations,

(4) potential issues or gaps
ICANN org and/or the communi- Post-Implementation Consensus Policy Review Framework [DRAFT]
ty has identified via specific
complaints, and
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