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Non-official Translation

Comments on Draft Transition Proposal of Cross Community Working Group (CWG)
On Naming Related Functions

by China Academy of Information and Communication Technology (CAICT)

Cross Community Working Group (CWG) on Naming Related Functions announced a
public comment period of 21 days on a draft transition proposal starting from 1 Dec 2014,
China Academy of Information and Communication Technology (CAICT) would like to
take this opportunity to appreciate the efforts and contributions made by CWG members and
ICANN communities in the process of drafting the proposal.

In general, CAICT agrees with the principle proposed by CWG to look for a low-cost
solution. CAICT would emphasize that it is very significant to regard IANA functions as a
whole. All stakeholders need to enhance coordination during the process of IANA
Stewardship Transition so that the proposal could be completed on time as planned.

As for the draft proposal, it seeks to create four structures to replace the oversight role
played by the NTIA in the execution of the IANA Naming Functions. CAICT’s comments
are as follows:

First, a Multistakeholder Review Team (MRT) will be established in accordance with to
the draft proposal. MRT will take the responsibilities identified in IANA Functions
including budget review, operator performance review, the key terms of the contract review,
making key decisions for Contract Co., management of re-contracting or rebidding process
for the operation of the IANA Functions and so on. Generally, MRT will take the core role
in the post-transition mechanism, which is closely related to the most critical issue of IANA
functions - accountability and transparency. Currently, Cross Community Working Group
on enhancing ICANN accountability (CCWG-Accountability) has been just formed, whose
working progress is relatively slow. CAICT would suggest that the mechanism of
accountability and transparency of IANA functions be proposed by CCWG-Accountability
as early as possible to keep the Transition Proposal development and accountability

mechanism design at the same pace.



Second, Contract Co., as a new entity to contract with the operator of IANA functions
will be set up proposed by the draft proposal. The legal Jurisdiction of IANA functions
which is directly related to the location and type of Contract Co., is an important issue
concerned by all the stakeholders. CAICT would suggest that the proposal should include
the explanation of the legal jurisdiction of Contract Co. Additionally, the proposal should
explain how does Contract Co. effectively supervise and affect the operator of IANA
functions.

Third, a Customer Standing Committee (CSC) will be established as proposed.
According to the proposal, the CSC would primarily be made up of a number of
representatives of registry operators, including ccTLD and gTLD registries, and work with
the MRT to establish Service Levels and Performance Indicators for the performance of the
IANA Naming Functions. The establishment of the CSC is welcomed. Moreover,
considering that IANA functions directly provide services for ccTLD and gTLD registries,
CAICT would view that the interest groups consisted of ccTLD and gTLD registries should
have the right and the responsibility to improve the service level of the IANA function.

Fourth, an Independent Appeals Panel (1AP) will be set up as said in the proposal. The
IAP will cover any policy implementation actions that affect the execution of changes to the
Root Zone File or Root Zone WHOIS and how relevant policies are applied. CAICT would
suggest that the proposal could provide more explanation to communities in terms of the
mechanism of composition and operation of IAP and the validity and fairness and rationality
of the mechanism.

CAICT would like to once again appreciate all the stakeholders involved in drafting the
proposal with a lot of time and effort. CAICT expects that Stewardship of IANA functions

will be transited on time in a smooth and successful manner.
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