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W. Eric Saraniecki <eric@digitalasset com> © wn13,2024,837AM f @ i

to Veronica, Prakash, Alex, Clarisse, Chris, James, Jan, Hassan, Aman, Joshua, Justin, bec: me +
Hello Super Validators:

I think the CIP process is heavy-handed for the proposal we are making today and it would be much better if just an on-chain vote process were initiated but we have never really discussed how best to kick off a process like that. So I'm defaulting back to the standard CIP process
and we will make a proposal on how better to propose these types of changes in the future in a more efficient way.

Your timely vote is much appreciated since this group is both larger now and this fix is blocking growing the Validator population on devnet.
SBI Security Solutions has identified a case where our current fee structure needs an adjustment. The proposed fix is to reduce the cost of the read scaling factor by 196 basis points.

Background:

Validators consume traffic balance when they submit a message to a sequencer, which is part of a Super Validator node. The cost of traffic is denominated in $/MB; the current fee is $16.67/MB.

To calculate the size of the message in MB, the sequencer measures the actual size of the submitted message, and then adds an additional charge in MB for each recipient of the message to account for the cost of delivering messages to these recipients.

ion between Daml PartylDs and the Participant nodes that host them, whitelisting .dars for use in transactions submitted to a node, and submitting “commitments", which

Some of these messages are not part of the Daml workflow; instead they update metadata like the associ
prove that a group of counterparties have produced an identical ledger state.

This charge for handiing these deliveries is called the “read scaling factor,” and it is currently set at 200 basis points per recipient. SBI identified that this cost has begun to block new nodes from joining the network, because the cost of publishing the vetting information of a newly
onboarded node to all existing participant nodes uses up the free tier before the node can acquire traffic for future transactions.

The proposed change would reduce the relative size of this additional charge so that Validators can continue to join the network.

Eric

W. Eric Saraniecki
Cotoundar +1 773719 1983
Digial Asset, cestorsof Dami
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t0 Joshua, Hassan, Chris, Clarisse, James, Alex, Aman, Jan, Justin, Prakash, Veronica, bee: me +

Great

- that's a passing motion on CIP-0020 - thanks everyone

On Fri, Jun 14, 2024 at 2:00PM Joshua Frank <jfrank@thetie.io> wrote:
The Tie votes in favor

Joshua Frank
Co-Founder & CEO
firank@thetie.jo

On Fri, Jun 14, 2024 at 12:55PM Hassan Bass|
Nima / Orb 1 notes in favor of CIP 20

i <hassan@nimacap.com> wrote:

Get Outlook for i0S.

From: Chris Zuehlke <czuehlke @DRWHoldings.com>

Sent: Friday, June 14, 2024 1

To: W. Eric Saraniecki ; Clarisse Hagege co

Ce: James Lz m>; Alex Maslin <alt ‘Aman Goyal <aman. ms>; Hassan Bassiri ms>; Jan Hoenisch <jan. com>; Joshua Frank ; Justin Peterson
justin coms; Prakash x31326 <Prakash idge.com>; Veronica Augustsson <veronica@7ridge.com>

Subject: RE: CIP-0020

Cumbertand/DRW votes in favor of CIP-0020.

Thanks
Chris
From: W. Eric Saraniecki <eric@digitalasset com>

Sent: Friday, June 14, 2024 12:40 PM
To: Clarisse Hagege <clarisse@dfns.co>

Ce: James Lang ; Alex Masiin < + Aman Goyal <aman. m>; Chris Zuehlke
Justin Peterson <just  Neelakantan, <Prakash. ]

Subject: [ext] Re: CIP-0020

+ Hassan Bassiri Jan Hoenisch <jan. m>; Joshua Frank o>

Anyone else? Looking for 3 more votes to pass.
Thank you!

On Thu, Jun 13, 2024 at 1:28PM Clarisse Hagege <dlarisse@fns.co> wrote:

Dins votes in favor of CIP-0020.

Clarisse Hagége

Q) Dfns  ceos cotomaer

dins o | Linkedin | Book 2 mestiog

On Thu 13 Jun 2024 at 13:19, James Lang <james@libertycityventures.com> wrote:

Liberty City Ventures votes in favor of CIP-0020

From: W. Eric Saraniecki <eric@digitalasset com>

Sent: Thursday, June 13, 2024 8:37 AM
To: Veronica Augustsson <veronica@7ridge.com>; Neelakantan, Prakash x31326 <Prakash. ; Alex Masiin < ; Clarisse Hagege ; Chs Zuehike  James Lang ; Jan
Hoenisch om>; Hassan Bassiri ; Aman Goyal m>; Joshua Frank ; Justin Peterson <ustin m>

Subject: CIP-0020

“This message, s for the intended - may contain is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary and subject to important terms lable at If you are not the intended recipient, please delete this.

message.

W. Eric Saraniecki

orounder 41773719 1983

Digital Asset, cratorsof Dami

This message, and any attachments, is for the intended recipient(s) only, may contain information that is privileged, confidentil proprietary i lab If you are not the please delete this

message.

‘This e-mail and any contain information dential otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, do not read, duplicate o redistribute it by any means. Please immediately delete it and any attachments and notify the sender
that you itby mistake. ( pr taking action on the basis of information in this e-mal or any attachments. The DRW Companies make that this e-mail or any attachments are free of comput o other defects.

Ivoteyes. || Agreed! Great!
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