	QUESTION
Number
	Rep of complainant or respondent
	Complainant
	Panelist
	Domain name owner 
	Constituency member
	Other



	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1

category of respondent
	
	1 - Complainant
	1 Panelist

All 4 providers
	1
	1- IPCWIPO
	1- Internet User

1- ICANN At Large

	2

reason for using UDRP

total ranking given = lowest number is therefore most important
	
	Cost 2

Speed 1

Quality 3 

Other 1
	Cost 1

Speed 1

Quality 1

Other 1
	Cost 1

Speed 1

Quality 1

Other 1
	Cost 2

Speed 1

Quality 3

Other 4

The only remedies of interest was to get back the name
	Cost 5

Speed 4

Quality 3

Other 2

	3

factors influencing choice of provider

total ranking given therefore lowest number is most important
	
	Reputation 4

Rules 2

Experience 3

Quality 1

Geog diverse 5

Other  1


	Reputation 1

Rules 1

Experience 1

Quality 1

Geog diverse 1

Other  1


	Reputation 1

Rules 1

Experience 1

Quality 1

Geog diverse 1

Other 1


	Reputation 1

Rules 6

Experience 2

Quality 3

Geog diverse 5

Other  4

Easy information on Providers web site
	Reputation 2

Rules 4

Experience 7

Quality 3

Geog diverse 5

Other  6

Lameness

	4

was process clear
	
	YES 
	
	
	Yes, but I guess that it is not so easy for the first comer.
	Totally smoke and mirrors 

	5

panelists impartial and experienced
	
	In most cases, yes.
	
	
	Yes. I could easily check their CVs from the WIPO web site.
	Nope. The drool was the first tip off.


	6

communication or language barriers
	
	NO
	
	
	NO
	

	7

represented by counsel
	
	I was counsel for various entities.
	
	
	I am a counsel. As a Panelist, I have seen a few badly written Complaints by companies without an experienced counsel.
	

	8

difficulties in collecting proof
	
	No difficulties, but discovery would be very helpful in some cases.
	
	
	It is sometimes hard to get copies of clients TM Registrations, as time is essential. Another difficulty is to get access to the Whois data, especially from Nudomains.
	

	9

respondent who did not respond – why
	
	We responded to the complaint.
	
	
	
	

	10

challenge udrp in court
	
	Yes (in a way).  We are pursuing federal claims against a cybersquatter currently.
	
	
	No. The decisions were well founded.
	Because I can't afford to out spend the legal department of a fortune 500 corporation.

	11

difficulty in getting order of transfer or cancellation
	
	NO
	
	
	I have had some problems with Network Solution /NSI. They are extremely slow.
	

	12

reasons for not filing UDRP

total ranking = lowest no is therefore most important
	
	Cost 1

Speed 2

Quality 3 

Language 4

Other 1

I don't know what "Barriers" means here.
	Cost 1

Speed 1

Quality 1

Language 1

Other 1


	Cost 1

Speed 1

Quality 1

Language 1

Other 1

The utter corruption of ICANN and the "arbiters" it uses to steal domain names. Not to mention that I'd have to hire lawyers in several countries.
	Cost 3

Speed 4

Quality 6

Language 5

Other 1 

Difficulties in proving all 3 requirements

	Cost 3

Speed 12

Quality 3

Language 8

Other 8

The system currently in place does not seem to respect people, only corporations.

	13

selection of providers – who should chose
	
	Complainant 1

Respondent 2

Both 2

Neither 2

Other 1
	Complainant 1

Respondent 1

Both 1

Neither 1

provider should be selected randomly
Other 1
	Complainant 5

Respondent 2

Both 1

Neither 1

Other 1

Doesn't matter much. Historically, the Taliban are more fair than the Quislings ICANN uses
	Complainant 1

Respondent 5

Both 5

Neither 5

Other 5
	Complainant 10

Respondent 5

Both 8

Neither 7

Other 2

There should be 3 separate processes established, 1 company to company, one person to person, and one company to person, each with separate thresholds.

	14

amendments to complaints
	
	NO  

It increases the costs for the respondent to have to respond twice.  Be thorough to begin with 
	Yes, to clarify and file material that was omitted inadvertently.
	
	No! It would increase the time and costs for the proceeding.
	NO 2

They should be allowed to show additional supporting evidence, but not amend the complaint itself.

	15

amendments to responses
	
	NO
	Yes, to clarify and file material that was omitted inadvertently.
	
	No! They have the benefit of reading the Complaint before they respond. That should be enough.
	YES 1

Individuals, yes.  Corporations, no.

	16

transfer of case to another provider
	
	Only in the case of demonstrable bias.
	I do not think that they should do so.
	
	Not a good idea, as it would increase both costs and time.
	None

Hardship.  A respondent should be able to have it transferred to a venue closer to their physical location.

	17

adequate notice provisions
	
	YES they are adequate.
	YES 
	NO
	YES 
	Lots of room for improvement.

	18

changes to supplemental rules
	
	
	I think that it should be clear that an Administrative Panel can allow replies.
	
	NO
	1 Yes, the rules are slanted too far in favor of corporations.

	19

uniform supplemental rules
	
	Yes.  They SHOULD be uniform.
	NO

Users should have a choice - within reason
	
	Yes. Would make it easier to compare Service Providers.
	1 Yes.  Having non-uniform rules creates bad presidents.


	20

publicly accessibility to complaints and responses
	
	Yes.  It will help others go after frequent cybersquatters and reduce legal fees.
	YES  The process leads to a public result.
	Yes.  Because the world has a right to see how ICANN is screwing everyone in sight.
	In principle, it is a good idea, however there will be practical problems as there is a lot of papers filed, with pictures, lists, copies of news articles, etc. My answer is therefore NO.
	Yes.  This process must be transparent if it is to be respected.  It also allows the public to watch for any abuse of the system.

	21

circumstances for 20
	
	I don't understand the question.  Are you asking when the uniform rules should not be uniform?
	After the decision
	
	
	

	22

availability of udrp decisions centrally
	
	YES
	Yes.  For guidance and as a check on quality 
	Yes.  Same as #20
	Yes. That will form a source for practice and make it easier to compare decisions.
	YES 2

This is too important to the public to make a mockery out of by hiding the information.

	23

decisions in public domain
	
	Public domain, as court decisions are.
	Public domain.  The process leads to a public result 
	Public domain.  Secret courts destroying people and businesses usually result in an armed uprising.
	Public Domain, just as a court decision.
	YES 1

Public Domain.  The providers are resolving a dispute, not creating IP.


	24

refilling of a lost udrp case
	
	Yes.  If the respondent/defendant's conduct post-decision indicates that complainant defendant should have lost.
	No, unless new information comes to light.  An endless process is not desirable.
	Nope.  In the unlikely event that they lose, they're just going to ignore ICANN and file civil suit, or criminal charges against the domain name owner.
	Only in the rare cases where there are new and important facts.
	

	25

limitations on ability to withdraw a complaint
	
	
	Other than paying the cost of a respondent that has participated, no.
	If they choose to withdraw, then the domain name owner should be given a decision that shows they own the domain name.  Otherwise you're going to get these stalkers who harass people day and night by filing and withdrawing complaints every few months.
	NO
	

	26

affirmative defenses
	
	
	No.  Leave the process to develop on its own 
	Yes. generic term, complainant not filing a complaint within a reasonable time (say, six months after the name is registered), complainant hoarding names, 
	NO
	YES  1 All of the above, plus obvious complaint names (IE anything-sucks. com), satires and anything else that wld be considered fair use in US courts (iccan is sponsored by the US)

	27

preclusive effect in subsequent cases on parties
	
	
	No.  This would be contrary to the nature of the arbitral process and there is a great diversity of legal backgrounds at play.
	Nope. Most of the current and prior decisions to date were bought and paid for.  Until ICANN has some credibility, using these will just continue to destroy ICANN
	Only when also the facts are identical.
	This should be a part of the ruling.  If it is ruled that the actions were taken in bad faith, then further action should be precluded.  Non-respondents should not under any circumstance be classified as acting in bad faith for not legally responding to this action.

	28

precedential  value of decisions
	
	
	No, for the same reason.
	Nope.  There's no consistency in the decisions now, other than the DNO almost always loses.
	In a way they have that in practice already. However, all facts must be considered case by case.
	Yes.  UDRP should be clarifying issues.

	29

ability to appeal
	
	
	Yes for quality control 
	Yes.  The question is to whom?
	The UDRP is a sort of arbitration, and you cannot appeal such decision. I believe that it is enough to have the possibility to ta 
	Yes.  Without the built in safeguards and reviews, this is truly a kangaroo court.


	30

how appeal process work?
	
	
	Three.

No.

No.

Paid and absorbed by the appellant.
	Uh, how about using the World Court?  ICANN can pay them for their time, and they won't be any more corrupt than the current pack of scandal plagued 'people'.
	
	ICCAN fees should be paying for the cost of UDRP cases, with each side paying their own legal fees.  Only in cases of bad faith should the losing party be forced to

	31 level of deference to initial decision
	
	
	Considerable
	none
	
	

	32 right of appeal automatic?
	
	
	YES
	The right should be guaranteed.  The appeal should not be automatic.
	
	

	33 sufficient time to review complaints for panelists?
	
	
	Yes, particularly if one begins as soon as the material is received electronically 
	
	
	

	34 access to prior decisions for panelists
	
	
	NO
	
	
	

	35 disqualification of panelist in what circumstances
	
	
	
	Yes. It's an ethical issue.
	
	

	36

law firms of panelists disqualified
	
	
	NO
	Yes.  They have no ethical way of serving ICANN and a party to a dispute.
	
	


	37

reverse domain name hijacking
	
	
	YES
	No.  There needs to be severe penalties (civil AND criminal) for reverse hijackers.
	
	

	38

ideas to improve RDNH
	
	
	
	Civil penalties should be between 3 and 20 million USD.  Anyone involved in this crime should be given 5-25 years in prison with no parole.
	
	

	39

consistency of decisions across panel and providers
	
	
	YES 

I do not propose any amendments.
	Yes. Both.

Well, you could stop all the unethical behavior, the appearance that ICANN can be bribed into giving any kind of decision the complainant wants, etc.
	
	

	40 identical/similar of trade mark to domain name
	
	
	I do not understand the question.  We are talking about words, not pictures.
	
	
	

	41 list of factors for similarity


	
	
	No.  Common sense should prevail.
	
	
	


	42

registration in bad faith and use in bad faith both required?
	
	
	No.  Use either should do, with the caveat that a name registered in bad faith cannot be used in good faith by the original registrant.
	Yes.  Why else call it bad faith?
	
	

	43

pending tm app sufficient proof?
	
	
	All circumstances
	If a complainant files a trademark app 5 years after the domain name owner registers the name, why should that trademark count?  Should I be able to file a trademark now on "ICANN" and take your domain away from you?
	
	

	44

fees being charged appropriate
	
	
	YES
	No.  How can a small company deal with all these costs and stay in business?  How can an individual do the same?  I know, you hope to run off all the people and make sure the internet is only owned and operated by Fortune 100 companies.
	
	

	45

how change fees if not appropriate
	
	
	
	There should be a sliding scale.
	
	

	46

fees paid to panelists appropriate
	
	
	YES
	No. See #44.  Get a sliding scale.
	
	

	47

respondent get a refund?
	
	
	NO
	yes, full.  Why would I pay people who aren't working?
	
	

	48

complainant get a refund
	
	
	NO
	Same as #47
	
	

	49

mandatory mediation or cooling off
	
	
	NO
	YES 
	
	NO 1,

 “injunt yourself”

	50

udrp expanded beyond abusive registration
	
	
	NO
	No. ICANN is already trying to grab too much power, and doesn't have enough gov't oversight or fair elections.
	
	NO 1

	51

udrp to cover charter violations
	
	
	NO
	YES 
	
	NO 1

	52

uniform udrp across gtlds and cctlds
	
	
	YES 
	I think the UDRP should be abolished until a fair and representative body can be elected, and then a new policy can be established.
	
	NO 1


	53

combine cc and g tlds in one action
	
	
	Yes for efficiency 
	
	
	

	54

other dispute resolution mechanisms
	
	
	NO
	
	
	

	55

other systems used
	
	
	NO
	
	
	

	56

ways for improvement
	
	
	none
	I think the UDRP excels at trampling peoples rights, allowing rich people and corporations to hurt those who have little money, and making a lot of lawyers rich while lining the pockets of ICANN people.  The UDRP is an excellent example of why the Marines should storm ICANN and Verisign and take back control of the Internet, killing anyone who gets in their way during the liberation.
	
	1 In their total inability to carry out their duties in a legal and democratic manner.
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