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This contribution discusses the pros and cons of the architecture alternative where there is a single Tier 1 for all NANPA countries.     But there are two variations, identified below as case B and case C from that architecture alternative, identified below as case A:

A.
Single Tier 1 for all NANPA countries

B.
Single Tier 1 for the U.S. and that single Tier 1 acts as skinny Tier 1 for all other NANPA countries

C.
Single Tier 1 for the U.S. and some non-U.S. NANPA countries and that single Tier 1 acts as skinny Tier 1 for the rest of non-U.S. NANPA countries

Case C happens when some non-U.S. NANPA countries decide not have their own Tier 1.   It is shown above just to show it is possible.   This contribution does not discuss the pros and cons of this case.   Its pros and cons are similar to those of case B.

The pros and cons of case A and case B are discussed below.

A.
Single Tier 1 for all NANPA countries

PROS

· None of the NANPA countries needs to deal with RIPE, which is in Europe.  They deal with an entity in the NANPA.

· Registrars that do business in many NANPA countries only need to be certified once by the single Tier 1.

· Interface with only one single Tier 1 for all the registrations in many NANPA countries, resulting in lower cost for the registrars (e.g., no need to interface with multiple Tier 1s in the NANPA).

CONS

· Non-U.S. NANPA countries must agree that the single U.S. Tier 1 entity performs the Tier 1 function for them.

· All the participating NANPA countries may need to form one contracting/oversight entity to select the Tier 1 entity.

B.
Single Tier 1 for the U.S.  and that single Tier 1 acts as skinny Tier 1 for all other NANPA countries

PROS

· Each country in NANPA decides its own Tier 1 entity or entities.   There is no need to coordinate with other NANPA countries to deploy ENUM service in the U.S.

· None of the NANPA countries needs to deal with RIPE, which is in Europe.  They deal with an entity in the U.S.

· Registrars only need to be certified once by the single Tier 1 to do business in those NANPA countries served by that single Tier 1.

CONS

· Non-U.S. NANPA countries must agree or accept the fact that the single U.S. Tier 1 entity performs the skinny Tier 1 function for them.

· One additional delegation in the DNS chain for non-U.S. NANPA countries.
Recommendation

Please review and incorporate as modified.
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