


POSSIBLE ADDITIONS TO ICG COMBINED PROPOSAL FAQ  (from webinars)


In no particular order…

Q: Will the proposed transition affect end users in any perceptible manner? 	Comment by jalhadef: Should we highlight the limited role that NTIA actually played in relation to the three OCs?

A:  As the IANA functions operator’s responsibilities are pre-dominantly administrative, and the USG has traditionally had a very limited role in comparison to those of the OC’s, it is not expected that end users will see any change as a result of this stewardship transition.  The policy mechanisms employed in the three OC’s have been in existence for years/decades, and they continue to evolve in response to their communities needs.  It is in these policy and oversight mechanisms where the end user is most active.


Q: Are the various oversight bodies in the Operating Communities – for Names: IFR and CSC, for Protocol Parameters: IAB, and for Numbers: RC) independently constituted from ICANN? 	Comment by jalhadef: Would Names have some dependency on ICANN related bodies? PTI is not wholly independent…

A:  Yes.  While theseir “corporate structures”bodies are all different, they are each defined by theirir respective OCcommunities, and are responsible to/answer to those communities.  It should be noted though that much of the Names community operates within ICANN and as such they may use ICANN processes to establish these oversight structures.  More detail can be found in each OC’s proposal.  


Q: How is PTI different from the current IANA department? 

A: PTI will be a new legal entity in the form of a non-profit corporation (i.e., a California public benefit corporation).  The IANA functions department staff currently housed in ICANN, and related resources, processes, data, and know-how will be legally transferred to PTI.  The PTI will be an affiliate (subsidiary) of ICANN and ICANN will be responsible for its stewardship.  The three Operating Communities (OC’s) are responsible for evaluating the performance of the IFO and for making whatever decisions are required to ensure their community’s needs and expectations are met, including choosing their IANA functions operator.	Comment by Lynn St Amour: These sentences were taken directly from the Names  proposal,.  However, there  is a  question re how much oversight PTI (or the PTI Board?) has.  Does this  understate their oversight?


Q: How will the PTI be paid for?

A: PTI and ICANN will have a contract, and the process for setting the funding level for PTI's operations will be specified in this contract. This will make the costs associated with supporting IANA functions more open and explicit. ICANN will support these costs out of its budget, which is based on its collection of fees from contracted registries and registrars, and from some ccTLD registries and Regional Internet Registries that make contributions to ICANN.The PTI will be funded just as it is today.  ICANN currently performs the IANA functions, but collects no specific fees for them.  ICANN does collect fees from ICANN-accredited gTLD registries and registrars, and some ccTLD registries, which in turn funds the IANA functions. 


Q: Some Concerns have been raised that the US Government’s role put too much control in the hands of one government.   say the United States Government, through the IANA functions, has too much control over the Internet.   How does can the transition of the IANA stewardship  address that concernresponsibility achieve something more fair?

A: The IANA transition completely eliminates the US Government's role as the contracting authority over the IANA functions, as well as its approval authority over all DNS root zone changes. Thus, the US government no longer has any unique or special authority over this aspect of Internet governance. There is not “a single” transfer or “a single” transition of the IANA Stewardship responsibility (that is, the oversight role).   That responsibility occurs across the three Operating Communities where it has largely lived anyway.  Those varied processes (and the OC's themselves) are open, inclusive, multi-stakeholder, and they follow consensus policies developed by their communities.   It is these characteristics and the very global participation that will help ensure fairness.



Q: As the legal jurisdiction in which ICANN resides is to remain unchanged, and the PTI will also be incorporated in the US, does this mean there is effectively no change to the role of the US Government?

A:  No. As noted before, the US government no longer has root zone change approval authority or contracting authority over ICANN. While ICANN and PTI are still jurisdictionally based in California, their policies, bylaws and governance practices will be shaped by its board members, community accountability mechanisms, supporting organizations, and advisory committees. These entities are composed of people and organizations from all over the world.

Theis IANA stewardship transition is the last piece in a long process transferring responsibility to multi-stakeholder communities.  Oversight for the bulk of the IANA functions has practically and largely resided in the Operating Communities for many years now.  It is important to distinguish between the policy and oversight aspects of the IANA functions (which reside with the OCs) vs. questions of corporate performance which need to be addressed under the applicable corporate law.  The OC’s are the appropriate venues for engagement, policy evolution, or issue resolution.	Comment by jalhadef: Perhaps also add: It should further be recalled that the location of the companies has to do with where legal action can be brought in relation to their corporate operation and any related malfeasance or deviation from their chartered responsibilities. These topics are different than the functional elements which are administered through the OCs and where the USG had previously provided oversight through the role of NTIA which is being transitioned.

It should further be recalled that the location of the companies has to do with where legal action can be brought in relation to their corporate operation and any related malfeasance or deviation from their chartered responsibilities. These topics are different than the functional elements which are administered through the OCs and where the USG had previously provided oversight through the role of NTIA.
  The CCWG on Accountability has some recommendations related to the broader discussion of Accountability and Jurisdiction and they can be found here. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]<end FAQ Questions>

FinallyNote: there were also a number of questions about the IANA IP issue, but this is covered quite well in our current FAQ.  If ICG members think we should include a more direct question, this would be easy to do. 

