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corporation's hands, especially given the weakness of its
Month Archive accountability arrangements. We see an unbundling of the
IANA functions as a way to minimize any risks and dangers that
May 2011 might be associated with de-nationalization. The unbundling
April 2011 must take place first, full de-nationalization second.
March 2011
February 2011 We believe therefore that NTIA should use the next cycle of
January 2011 the IANA contract to prepare the way for unbundling the
protocol parameters, IP address resources and DNS root zone
coordination functions, aiming for the eventual delegation of
Year Archive those separated functions to appropriately accountable non-
state actors, such as the IETF for protocol parameters. We
2012 recommend that this happen expeditiously, but not too hastily
2011 - e.g., over a three-year time span.
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2009 With that preamble, we now address the first two questions in
2008 the RFC:
2007
2006 Q1: There is no technical or economic imperative that requires
E combining domain name, IP address and protocol parameter
coordination in a single entity. IGP supports the comments of
Internet NZ and Bill Manning regarding the feasibility and
Login desirability of separating the distinct IANA functions. Structural
separation is not only technically feasible, it has good
User name: Q governance and accountability implications. By decentralizing
Password: | the functions we undermine the possibility of capture by
DReﬂEmberme governmental or private interests and make it more likely that
Logi“| policy implementations are based on consensus and
cooperation.
Create an Account
Q2: This is not a simple question. In general, we believe that
Why Create A Reader Account? o . .
the IANA contract should avoid rigid, formalized specifications
of the roles of specific actors. A U.S. government IANA
contract is supposed to be a transitional device on the road to
full denationalization. An IANA contract that names specific
entities such as ICANN, the RIRs, IETF and ccTLD operators,
and then legally requires them to fulfill certain responsibilities
with respect to each other, starts to take on the
characteristics of a constitution of cyberspace, one that makes
the NTIA its perpetual legislator and Supreme Court. We think
that is not desirable. On the other hand, we agree with
Internet NZ that a well-drafted set of IANA contracts would
"clearly state, for each registry, the entity that determines
policy for that registry and contain clear instructions that the
operator must follow the policy set out by that entity and not
create any policy of its own." Ideally there would be separate
contracts for each IANA function, and thus no contract would
need to reference any entity other than the registry and the
policy making entity for that registry.
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