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Milton Mueller: Should the United Nations Govern and Run the Internet?
The United States government is feeding the media the line that “transferring control of the Internet to the United Nations would stifle innovation with excessive bureaucracy and may help repressive regimes curtail free expression online.” 
It probably would. But there are two problems with this statement. 

First, no one is proposing to transfer “control of the Internet” to the United Nations.
Second, the most recent and most direct use of ICANN to curtail free expression online came from the United States government. (I am referring to the attempted veto of ICANN’s decision to create a .xxx domain.)
What’s really happening in WSIS is a debate over the role of governments in ICANN. ICANN’s control of policy for Internet identifiers is important, but it’s a far cry from “control of the Internet.” And when it comes to ICANN, Americans have to face the fact that they are beginning to look like complete hypocrites to the rest of the world. How can we recoil in horror from the prospect of governments getting involved in the Internet, when the U.S. government has direct policy oversight over ICANN and complete, unilateral control over the domain name system’s critical root zone file? How would we like it if other governments had that power over us? Does anybody really believe that we can and should hang on to this artifact of the Internet’s past when over two-thirds of the Internet’s users now reside in other countries, and most of them don’t even speak English?
My advice: just as Troy should beware of Greeks bearing gifts, so the world’s Internet users should beware of governments warning of “excessive bureaucracy and limits on free expression.” We should be especially wary when the government issuing the warning is the world’s biggest, most powerful government, one with numerous foreign entanglements and hidden agendas. Have we forgotten the Communications Decency Act? The Clipper Chip? The massive Internet surveillance authorized by the PATRIOT Act? Exactly when did the U.S. government become a paragon of libertarian virtue? 
What’s the answer? Many other governments, including the European Union, are calling for the U.S. to share its governmental power over ICANN. Wonderful – as if one huge government sitting on the Net wasn’t enough, we should get 100 more of them! No, I suggest that we move in precisely the opposite direction. Let’s get all governments as far away from Internet management as we can, including the U.S. In fact, that was the original idea behind ICANN. In 1998 we created a private, non-governmental organization rooted in the business, academic and technical communities to internationalize Internet governance instead of a traditional inter-governmental organization like the ITU. U.S. oversight of ICANN was intended to be  temporary. Let’s keep that promise and move toward de-nationalization of ICANN. ICANN still needs to improve its processes and fairness, but once it does we can move toward multistakeholder governance of the Internet. 
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