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ETSI position on 

"President's Report: ICANN – The Case for Reform" 

ETSI  initial views on the document prepared by the ICANN CEO are as follows:

. 

· ETSI supports the view that the Internet is of prime importance to international economic and social progress and that it must be supported by the right form of public-private partnership.

· ETSI shares the points made in the paper about the difficulties found so far by ICANN to fulfil its duties and accomplish its original expectations, but also recognises that some parts of the current structure, such as the PSO are functioning well.

· ETSI shares the view that ICANN needs a reform to increase its efficiency and ensure world wide representation of both the public and the private sectors directly and indirectly related to Internet Names, Numbers and Addresses.

· ETSI considers that the original idea of giving a major role to the representation of the industry should be kept. However, the representation of the public and private sectors in ICANN should be more balanced, even if a traditional governmental approach, as an alternative, remains a bad idea. 

· ETSI shares the concerns listed in the document about the risk to divert from the ICANN core responsibilities by allowing never ending discussions on "philosophical" issues (global democracy, digital divide, ideal processes,.....). What is unclear to us is the link between those unfruitful debates and the structure of ICANN. Those debates should be closed anyhow and should not drive the potential restructure of ICANN.

· ETSI supports the view that the best value of ICANN should be kept: its openness and broad participation.

· ETSI wants to express concern for the serious dilution of representation of the standards bodies involved on Internet naming, numbering and addressing in the proposed reform. Apparently only the IETF is directly identified at the Board of Trustees level, within the Address and Numbering Policy Council and also in the Technical Advisory Committee. The triple identification of the IETF contrasts with the absence of other active bodies such as ETSI  from the model. This is, in our opinion, unacceptable and may lead to incomplete technical advise to ICANN.

· As ICANN's primary role is concerned with IP address space allocation, protocol parameter assignment, and domain name system management, it is appropriate to have key stakeholders from those communities directly elected to seats at the Board level. The existing structure that facilitates election to the Board from both the ASO and the PSO achieves that. ETSI offers strong support for continuing with the current level of representation from these parties at  Board level. 

· ETSI does not support the idea that a new Address and Numbering Policy Council (ANPC) should be formed. As stated in the proposal for reform, there is a need for global co-ordination at the regional address (RIR) level and this is already being handled effectively by the ASO. There is little justification to change this.

· ETSI does not share the view that a reformulation of the constituency concept into various cross council forums will generate meaningful debate. Such a change may cure some of the symptoms for a short while, but will not eradicate the cause of the problem. In contrast it may well enhance the problem and fuel the process arguments, particularly as those same parties involved in the forums are likely to feel disfranchised by such a change. 

· ETSI considers that the way the Nomination Committee is appointed/constituted plus the powers this NC gets in appointing members of the other committees/councils seems not to guarantee openness and fair involvement of all parties concerned.

· ETSI offers full support for the appointment of an Ombudsman

ETSI offer the above comments as an initial view on the proposals that have been set out by the ICANN CEO. The importance of reviewing the ICANN process is unquestionable. All organisations demand this, particularly in their formative years. However ETSI does recognise that some parts of ICANN are already beginning to work in an effective and efficient manner, and urges that benefits accruing from those areas are not lost due to such radical and wide ranging proposals. 

