IANA Stewardship Transition Proposal 
Call for Public Comment
Webinar Outline

1. Outline of the webinar
· IANA and IANA stewardship transition overview
· Transition proposal
· Names
· Numbers
· Protocol parameters
· Questions for public comment
· How to submit comments
· Q&A

2. What are the IANA functions?
· Technical functioning of the Internet relies on databases (“registries”) of unique numbers and names that all computers use to connect to each other 
· Three main categories of registries: domain names, number resources, protocol parameters (more on those later in the presentation)
· Performing IANA functions == maintaining these registries

3. Roles of NTIA, ICANN, and IANA
· In 1998, ICANN was created to maintain these registries under contract with the USG’s NTIA 
· IANA department sits within ICANN

4. What is the IANA stewardship transition?
· NTIA announced transition of IANA stewardship in March 2014
· Asked ICANN to convene a process to develop transition proposal
· NTIA established expectations and criteria for the transition proposal:
· Broad community support
· Support and enhance the multistakeholder model;
· Maintain the security, stability, and resiliency of the Internet DNS;
· Meet the needs and expectation of the global customers and partners of the IANA services; and,
· Maintain the openness of the Internet
· Does not replace NTIA role with a government-led or an inter-governmental organization solution

5. Transition proposal
· Following ICANN-initiated consultation, ICG was formed in July 2014
· ICG issued RFP to operational communities (OCs) in September 2014
· Each category of registries has an OC of interested individuals
· Transition proposal combines the three proposals ICG received from the OCs

6. Public comment focused on proposal as a whole
· Each community proposal has already been subject to extensive public scrutiny
· <Provide stats – see combined proposal P0.IV.A>
· Thus this call for public comment is focused on how the proposal components fit together and how that fare against the NTIA criteria, not on details of individual proposals.
· Suggestions for substantive modifications arising from public comment will be referred back to OCs – so issues that have already been discussed in OCs will not be re-litigated.
· More detail on specific public comment questions at the end of the preso.

7. Names proposal

8. What are the IANA functions related to names?
· Broadly speaking, administration of changes to the root zone

9. Names proposal overview
· PTI
· CSC
· IFR
· ICANN legal jurisdiction remains unchanged.

10. PTI

11. CSC

12. IFR

13. Dependencies on Enhancing ICANN Accountability work
· Budget, community rights, IFR, CSC, IRP, fundamental bylaws
· CCWG proposal to cover these items

14. Parallel public comment processes
· <insert details about CCWG call for public comment>
· After CCWG work is finalized, ICG will seek confirmation from names community that all accountability dependencies have been satisfied.

15. Numbers proposal

16. What are the IANA functions related to numbers?
· Broadly speaking, allocation of IP numbers and AS numbers

17. Numbers proposal overview
· RIRs contract with ICANN
· Review committee
· SLA

18. Review committee

19. Service level agreement

20. Intellectual property

21. Protocol parameters proposal

22. What are the IANA functions related to protocol parameters?
· Broadly speaking, administration of registries emanating from IETF standards

23. Protocol parameters proposal overview
· No changes, maintain MoU and SLAs

24. IETF community expectations

25. Questions for public comment

26. Questions about the proposal as a whole
· Completeness and clarity. ICG has concluded that proposal is incomplete until CCWG work is done.
· Compatability and interoperability. ICG has condluded that proposals are compatible, acknowledging IPR to be an implementation issue.
· Accountability. ICG has concluded <TBD>.
· Workability. ICG has concluded <TBD>.

27. Questions about the NTIA criteria
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Support and enhance multistakeholder model. ICG conclusion is that the proposal leverages existing multistakeholder arrangements, processes, and paradigms in defining the post-transition IANA oversight and accountability mechanisms.
· Maintain security, stability, and resiliency of the DNS. ICG conclusion is <TBD>.
· Meet the needs and expectations of the global customers and partners of the IANA services. ICG conclusion is yes because all customers and partners have said yes.
· Maintain the openness of the Internet. ICG conclusion is that the proposal requires that the IANA services, associated policy development processes, and IANA registries remain fully open and accessible just as they are today.
· Does not replace NTIA role with a government or inter-governmental organization. ICG conclusion is that the proposal does not replace NTIA’s role with a government or inter-governmental solution and that the proposal protects against this possibility going forward.

28. How to submit comments
· <TBD>

29. Q&A
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