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ABSTRACT 
This document proposes changes to the latest version of the IP Interconnection Routing Document; IPNNI-2014-064R2


NOTICE

This is a draft document and thus, is dynamic in nature. It does not reflect a consensus of the ATIS-SIP Forum IP-NNI Task Force and it may be changed or modified. Neither ATIS nor the SIP Forum makes any representation or warranty, express or implied, with respect to the sufficiency, accuracy or utility of the information or opinion contained or reflected in the material utilized. ATIS and the SIP Forum further expressly advise that any use of or reliance upon the material in question is at your risk and neither ATIS nor the SIP Forum shall be liable for any damage or injury, of whatever nature, incurred by any person arising out of any utilization of the material. It is possible that this material will at some future date be included in a copyrighted work by ATIS or the SIP Forum.  
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Discussion
At the July IP NNI meeting a restructured Routing document was distributed that introduced two (2) distinct sections; now Section 5 - Aggregate Approach Based on Existing NANP Data Structures and Section 6 - Telephone Number Registry (per-TN) Approach.  It was proposed that Section 5 contain the proposal of the current method as submitted by Verizon while Section 6 contains the new per-TN proposal by AT&T.  These two approaches were positioned as being currently available to the industry and should be the focus of discussion. After discussion it was agreed that the per-TN implementation approach, as proposed, was neither currently available nor available in the near-term since modifications to the SOAs and LSMSs needed to be made.  Furthermore, each of the other options previously presented and discussed, other than the Current Method in Section 5, was moved to the Appendix and labelling as “other solution proposals”.  
This represented a reformatting of the routing document as previously discussed and agreed; IPNNI-2014-050, where each of the existing proposals were provided in the main body of the document for industry review and assessment and not relegated to the Appendix.   
Proposal
It is agreed that as far as options are concerned the two main implementation scenarios are either an aggregate method or a per-TN approach.  However, there are implementation options for each of these two scenarios and the Routing document should reflect the various options under each of these scenarios.  Once the vendor specific references are deleted from the existing per-TN section, it is proposed that the original proposals be presented as options under one of the two scenarios; either Aggregate or per-TN.
Recommendation
Consequently, Section 5 Aggregate Approach – would describe the current method and the following proposals would be added at the end of the section for consideration as  additional aggregation methods.
5.1 Options for Consideration

5.1.1 Utilization of Existing BIRRDS/LERG Industry Database – enhances the LERG to identify IP fields at an aggregate level, e.g., OCN, LRNs, NXXs, etc, .
5.1.2 Utilizing the NPAC as an ENUM Registry – provisions NPAC with Tier 1 NS records for each TN for which IP interconnection is offered.
5.1.3 Utilizing LERG as an ENUM Registry – enhances the LERG to provision Tier 1 NS records at an OCN, LRN, NXX, etc. aggregate level.
Section 6 – per-TN approach would describe the scenario and the following proposals would be added at the end of the section for industry review and consideration 6.3 Options for per-TN Consideration


6.3.1 Independent ENUM Registry


6.3.2 NPAC TN Registry


6.3.3 Per-TN implementation – without the use of shared industry infrastructure
