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ICANN Board Transmits IANA Stewardship Transition Proposal 
and Enhancing ICANN Accountability Recommendations to NTIA

https://www.icann.org/stewardship-accountability
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http://www.scmp.com/tech/ent
erprises/article/1907118/us-
sacrifice-control-internet-
domain-governing-body-place

http://www.economist.com/news/international/21693
922-organisation-runs-internet-address-book-about-
declare-independence-we?fsrc=rss%7Cint

http://www.reuters.com/
article/us-internet-icann-
idUSKCN0WC2XR
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Background

• NTIA under US DoC has announced its intention 
to transition its stewardship to the global 
multistakeholder community – Mar 2014
• https://www.ntia.doc.gov/press‐release/2014/ntia‐

announces‐intent‐transition‐key‐internet‐domain‐name‐
functions
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IANA Functions
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http://www.iana.org/
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Role of NTIA on IANA functions

Select and contract with 
IANA functions operator

Verify/Authorize Change 
Request of root zone file
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https://www.ntia.doc.gov/legacy/DNS/
CurrentProcessFlow.pdf

NumbersProtocols Names

IANA
Contract
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Questions around the USG 
stewardship
• USG’s special role on the critical resources

• USG’s role on root zone file

• MoU between USG and ICANN ‐ Initially two 
years term

• Often raised in wider Internet Govenance
discussions as symbol of “US controlling the 
Internet”

6



Copyright © 2016 Japan Network Information Center

Does the stewardship transition 
matter to us?
Depends on your focus…
• For operation of the IANA functions:

• It should not matter as long as stable and secure 
operation and services are ensured

• To minimise political interference :
• Reduce concerns in internet governance discussions 

that US is “controlling” the IANA functions

• Demonstrating effectiveness of open, bottom up 
community process
• Some are watching its effectiveness
• First case where multiple communities on the IANA 

functions work together on a common issue
7
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Open and Collaborative Process
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Numbers

Protocols

Names
* Diagram from RIPE NCC
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Reflection on the proposal 
development
• Inputs from  the Asia Pacific region was 

substantial during public comments

• Confirmed strength and good spirit of our 
existing communities

• Enhanced collaboration across communities 
involved in the IANA functions
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A single government 
Communities with open 
participation & expertise
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Now

Propos
al Names

Numbe
rs

Protoc
ols

A single 
government 
of a single country  

Operational Communities

Bottom-up 
communities with open 
participation and 
expertise

Open Participation
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Combined Proposal Overview
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Each community/customer of IANA functions will 
have stewardship on its respective functions

http://www.ianacg.org/icg-files/documents/IANA-transition-proposal-v9.pdf
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Key elements of the proposal

• Names
• “PTI” will be set up, as a subsidiary of ICANN, to run the 

IANA functions
• Committees set up within PTI to minister service level 

for names functions, decisions on change of operator
• NTIA’s role of approving the root zone changes will not 

be replaced (simply removes this step)

• Numbers
• RIRs exchange SLA with ICANN on IANA Numbering 

Services, instead of NTIA
• Review Committee, with representatives from each RIR 

region adivces RIRs on evaluating service level
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Key elements of the proposal

• Protocols
• Maintains its MoU with ICANN on protocol parameters 

function with SL requirements

• Additional notes for implementation
• Verisign will exchange agreement with ICANN on root 

zone management, instead of with NTIA
• IANA, Versigin, root zone operators to update 

operational procedures in changes to root zones, 
without approval from NTIA needed for implementation
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What implications does it have?
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• Demonstrated bottom up, open cross‐community 
process works in a form of a concrete proposal

• Process enhanced networking and collaboration 
cross‐ communities – good ground work for the 
stewardship mechanism post‐transition

• Demonstrating effectiveness of existing 
communities are important in wider internet 
governance discussions as well
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Number Community 
Colleagues@ICANN 55  
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