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Non-official Translation

Comments on ATRT2 Report by China Institute of Communications

As the technical coordination entity of the Internet, ICANN, which
conducts day-to-day management of the Internet critical resource, is
responsible for security and stable operation of the Internet at a large
extent. The substantive improvement of the accountability and
transparency is the basis that ICANN can rely on to effectively carry out
duties of coordinating the global critical Internet resource. Therefore, all
related efforts of the ongoing review regarding accountability and
transparency of ICANN are welcomed. We would like to thank all
members of ATRT2 who devoting themselves into the accountability and
transparency process and take this opportunity to comment on the draft
report of ATRT2.

1. Prioritizing ATRT2 recommendations

In the report, ATRT2 put forward again a series of recommendations.
We see that the ATRT2 tried to prioritize the proposed recommendations
so as to facilitate effective implementation. ATRT2 solicited comments on
prioritization at ICANN Buenos Aires meeting which reflected that
stakeholders recognize the importance of this action. However, there is no
conclusion by ATRT2 or by stakeholders on the approach to prioritize
ATRT2 recommendations. We suggest identifying the priority based upon
Importance and urgency each of the two dimension is indispensable.
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2. Establishment of Implementation Plan

It’'s been three vyears since the ATRT1 put forward 27
recommendations.  However, the implementation of these
recommendations is not that satisfactory. ICANN is also unable to prove
actual progress that has been achieved with regard to accountability and
transparency. To prevent this situation from happening again, ICANN
board and management team should establish and publish an
implementation plan with regard to ATRT2 recommendations.
Accordingly all stakeholders will be able to oversee the implementation
of ATRT2 recommendations.

3. Responsibility of GAC Related Recommendations

In the interaction with the community, the implementation of GAC
related recommendations draw much attention. We noticed that, in the
interaction between ATRT2 and the community in Buenos Aires, some
ICANN board members and GAC representatives questioned the
approach and responsibility to implement GAC related recommendations.
The ambiguity of responsibility of GAC related recommendations will
affect the follow-up execution. For this reason, we suggest a responsible
body for implementing GAC related recommendations should be
identified as early as possible.

4. Enhancing Accountability and Transparency Persistently

If ICANN transforms itself into a real international organization, one
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of the prerequisite is to enhance its accountability and transparency
persistently. Referring to the survey of InterConnect Communications, the
external consultant hired by ATRT2, ICANN is dominated by participants
from North America. With regard to the working group participation,
participants from North America account for 75%, participants from
Europe take up 15%, whereas, participants from Asia, Africa and South
America in total account for 10%. These numbers show the significant
imbalance of community participation. Even if the improvement on
translation/interpretation does exits, the timeliness and accuracy of
translation/interpretation requires ICANN to take further actions. It is also
known that ATRT2 sent out letters to many nation states but scarcely
received any response which leads to the assumption that ICANN is not
yet recognized by nation states around the globe. Since the launch of New
gTLD program, ICANN had been receiving large amount of application
fee. At the same period, ICANN headed for internationalization with
great strides and rapidly expanded its personnel and institution.
Stakeholders pointed out that ICANN use its resource and fund
inappropriately. Without question, ICANN is facing higher risk in this
aspect and should put further emphasis on accountability and
transparency. The role of ICANN in Brazilian Internet Summit attracted a
lot of attention by all stakeholders. Although ICANN held a sudden
meeting early in the morning in Buenos Aries for explanation, the doubt
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and suspicion had not been blown away. More importantly, stakeholders
argued that ICANN did not adhere to multistakeholder approach when
taking actions in the affair which undermined the confidence of people
into multistakeholder approach. In conclusion, ICANN has a long way to
go on the road of promoting accountability and transparency and the road

has no end.



