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Timeline
March 2014 – The US Government announces its intent to transition oversight of the 
International Assigned Numbers Authority (IANA) function to the ‘global multistakeholder
community’.

July 2014 – ICANN forms the IANA Stewardship Transition Coordination Group (ICG) to 
coordinate this process. It calls on the three operational communities (names, numbers and 
protocols) to come up with transition proposals relevant to their domain.

June 2015 – The names community submits its final proposal to the ICG, being the last of the 3 
operational communities to do so. The work of the ICG in combining the proposals formally 
begins.

31 July 2015 – The ICG releases the Proposal to Transition the Stewardship of the IANA 
Functions (Transition Proposal), and opens it up for public comment until 8 September 2015.



What is the IANA function?
•The IANA function consists of operational and technical coordination falling under 3 broad 
categories:
• Domain Names: IANA manages the DNS Root, as well as a few legacy gTLDs.

• Number Resources: IANA coordinates the global pool of IP and AS numbers, providing them to Regional 
Internet Registries (RIRs).

• Protocol Assignments: Internet protocols’ numbering systems are managed by IANA in conjunction with 
standards bodies.

•The IANA function does NOT include policy development, which is the domain of ICANN, the 
Number Resource Organisation (NRO) and the Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) 
respectively.

•The IANA function is currently carried out by the IANA Department of ICANN.



What is the NTIA’s current role?
•The National Telecommunications and Information Administration (NTIA) is a part of the 
Department of Commerce of the United States Government. Its role broadly consists of the 
following:

1. The NTIA is responsible for awarding the IANA Functions Contract, under which authority the 
IANA function is currently carried out by the IANA Department of ICANN.

2. Under the IANA Functions Contract, the NTIA has the responsibility/ authority to approve 
changes to the authoritative DNS root zone file.

3. While ICANN is responsible for the content of the DNS root zone file, the actual technical 
maintenance of the DNS root zone file and its distribution to the various root server 
operators, is carried out by Verisign, on the basis of the Cooperative Agreement, which is a 
contract with the NTIA.

•The IANA oversight transition includes within it (1) and (2) above, but does not include (3).
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Overview of community proposals -
Names

•Of the three operational community proposals, the names community proposal was the most contentious.

•Some previous versions of the proposal called for creation of a Post-Transition IANA which would be an 
entity independent of ICANN.

•Important elements of this proposal:

• PTI – Would perform all the functions of the current IANA Department, on the basis of a contract with 
ICANN. It would be a subsidiary of ICANN.

• CSC – Customer Standing Committee, to ensure satisfactory day-to-day performance of IANA function on 
a regular basis.

• IFR – IANA Function Review, a mechanism to conduct periodic reviews of PTI to ensure quality of service 
and accountability. Has ability to recommend termination of PTI-ICANN contract.

•The names proposal is expressly conditioned on the outcome of Workstream 1 of the CCWG-Accountability 
process.
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ICG Questions for public comment –
Overall proposal

1. Completeness and clarity: Is the combined proposal complete? Each of the operational
community proposals contains aspects to be completed in the future when the proposal is
implemented. Is the combined proposal specified in sufficient detail such that it can be
evaluated against the NTIA criteria?

2. Compatibility and interoperability: Do the operational community proposals work together
in a single proposal? Do they suggest any incompatible arrangements where compatibility
appears to be required? Is the handling of any conflicting overlaps between the functions
resolved in a workable manner?

3. Accountability: Do the operational community proposals together include appropriate and
properly supported independent accountability mechanisms for running the IANA functions?
Are there any gaps in overall accountability under the single proposal?

4. Workability: Do the results of any tests or evaluations of workability that were included in
the operational community proposals conflict with each other or raise possible concerns
when considered in combination?



ICG Questions for public comment –
NTIA criteria

1. Do you believe the proposal supports and enhances the multistakeholder model? If yes, please explain why. If not, 
please explain why and what proposal modifications you believe are necessary.

2. Do you believe the proposal maintains the security, stability, and resiliency of the DNS? If yes, please explain why. If 
not, please explain why and what proposal modifications you believe are necessary.

3. Do you believe the proposal meets the needs and expectations of the global customers and partners of the IANA 
services? If yes, please explain why. If not, please explain why and what proposal modifications you believe are 
necessary. Please indicate if you are a customer or partner of the IANA services.

4. Do you believe the proposal maintains the openness of the Internet? If yes, please explain why. If not, please explain 
why and what proposal modifications you believe are necessary.

5. Do you have any concerns that the proposal is replacing NTIA’s role with a government-led or inter-governmental 
organization solution? If yes, please explain why and what proposal modifications you believe are necessary. If not, 
please explain why.

6. Do you believe that the implementation of the proposal will continue to uphold the NTIA criteria in the future? If yes, 
please explain why. If not, please explain why and what proposal modifications you believe are necessary.



Some food for thought
•In the new scenario, are each of the three operational communities 
similarly situated in terms of their relationship with the PTI?

•What happens in the event one or more of the operational 
communities decide to sever their relationship with the PTI?


