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What role, if any, the reviewer had in the development of the proposal: I followed the proposal develop activities but had limited active involvement with contributions.  I was an active participant in developing SAC-069 which was used by the CWG in developing their proposal.
A. Consistency with RFP
 requirements of openness and inclusiveness.
1. Were any process concerns highlighted to the ICG by participants in the proposal development process? 
- None noted.
2. If so, were input/comments the ICG received directly shared with the operational community? Were they considered or addressed by the operational community?  How were they considered or addressed?  
- NA
3. How did the community define consensus in its community process? 
- Defining and implementing a consensus process was a lengthy process particularly since no such process previously existed.  Based on my observation of the process and it’s documentation in the proposal, I believe that the CWG achieved consensus of the names operational community.
4. Did the proposal obtain community consensus (as defined in the community’s process) among those who participated in the community process?  
- Yes, I believe they met this requirement.
B.  Meeting RFP requirements.

1. Completeness – are any RFP components are missing? Please refer to the RFP sections: (0) Proposal Type, (1) Description of Community’s Use of IANA Functions, (2) Existing, Pre-Transition Arrangements, (3) Proposed Post-Transition Oversight and Accountability Arrangements, (4) Transition Implications, (5) NTIA Requirements, (6) Community Process.  
· The CWG proposal clearly identifies multiple dependencies on the CCWG-Accountability (seven are identified in paragraph 106 as well as elsewhere in the Proposal and Annexes).  I agree with the Proposal in that these dependencies must be addressed appropriately by the CCWG or the Proposal would require revision.
· Given the above constraints, I do not believe that the CWG Proposal can be considered complete until the CCWG-Accountability provides output from their process that the CWG determines meets the dependencies identified in their proposal.

· Although the CWG (in paragraph 150, sub-para 2)) specifically and correctly noted that revisions/changes to the Verisign Cooperative Agreement are not within their scope, I believe that they failed to note that NTIA is the only entity having established agreements with the IFO and the Root Zone Maintainer.  Although sub-paras 2)a) and 2)b) identify possible scenarios, I do not think the Transition Implications are sufficiently addressed without clearly noting that some form of written agreement defining IFO and Root Zone Maintainer roles without NTIA needs to be in place at the time of IANA Stewardship Transition (which implies NTIA no longer as an agreement in place with ICANN). 
2. Clarity – does anything in the proposal not make sense or require clarification from the operational community?

- The proposal is large and complex so making things clear is challenging.  (It is possible that the issue related to paragraph 150 is one of clarity – this is something for the ICG as a whole to discuss).  Overall, I think that the proposal is as clear as could be expected.
3. NTIA criteria – does the proposal fulfill the NTIA criteria?
With the significant note that many mechanisms of the Proposal that meet these requirements is dependent on the CCWG-Accountability, the Proposal seems to meet these general requirements.
a. Support and enhance the multistakeholder model

b. Maintain the security, stability, and resiliency of the Internet DNS

c. Meet the needs and expectation of the global customers and partners of the IANA services

d. Maintain the openness of the Internet
e. Does not replace the NTIA role with a government-led or an inter-governmental organization solution
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