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Note on Revision 1:
This revision fixes the following errors:

· In the table row that describes the first alternative (4.1 Single Tier 1 for all NANP countries), the entry for the level of Tier 0 delegation has been corrected to read “Country code 1.”

· The note on another alternative has been corrected accordingly.

· For the modification for “skinny tier 1” text, the unintended footnote resulting from an editing error has been removed.
1.  Discussion
This document contains comments and suggested modifications for Sections 1 and 4 of ENUM Forum Document #6001_1_5.  There is also a note about another alternative.
2.  Comments on Section 1

2.1 Suggested modification:
clarify the use of the term “skinny Tier 1” to include the delegation of 1+NPAs.
Proposed revision:

· modify text and include words from the definition:

2. Whether or not a zone should be implemented for all of country code 1 and operated by an entity within North America as a separate registry that contains delegations of all NPAs as ENUM Tier 1 Registries. This separate registry is known as a “skinny Tier 1.”
2.2 Suggested modification:
clarify the term “zone” because there is no single “zone for all NPAs within the United States.”
Proposed revisions:

· modify text:

3. Whether the zones2 for all NPAs within the United States should be operated by a single company or whether multiple companies should share the operation.

· add footnote:

2 For the purposes of this document, the term “zone” applies to a set of phone numbers with exactly the same initial digits.  All country code 1 numbers form a zone, and all numbers for one 1+NPA form a zone.
3.  Comments on Section 4
3.1 Suggested modification:
add a “road map” to clarify the different architectures in terms of the scope of Tier 1 and the delegations from Tier 0.
Proposed revisions:

· add text:

This section describes Tier 1 structure alternatives.  Two aspects of the alternatives are the scope of Tier 1 and the delegations from Tier 0.
· Alternatives for the Scope of Tier 1:
1. US numbers would be registered in a single Tier 1 for all NANP numbers,

2. US numbers would be registered in a single Tier 1 for all US numbers, or

3. US numbers would be registered in multiple Tier 1s for sets of NPAs.
· Alternatives for the Delegations from Tier 0:

1. Tier 0 would delegate numbers at the 1+NPA level, or
2. Tier 0 would delegate numbers at the country code 1 (NANP) level.
· add table:

The following table gives a road map to the alternatives described in the following section.
	Tier 1 Structure Alternatives
	Scope of Tier 1
	Level of Tier 0 Delegation

	4.1
Single Tier 1 for all NANP countries
	Single NANP Tier 1
	Country code 1

	4.2
Single Tier-1 Operator in the US

4.2.1
Delegation of US NPAs from within Tier 0

4.2.2
Delegation of the single US Tier 1 from within a Skinny Tier 1
	Single US Tier 1

Single US Tier 1
	1+NPA
Country code 1

	4.3
Multiple Tier-1 Operators in the US

4.3.1
Delegation of US NPAs from within Tier 0

4.3.2
Delegation of multiple US Tier 1s from within a Skinny Tier 1
	Multiple US Tier 1s
Multiple US Tier 1s
	1+NPA
Country code 1


Table 1 - Road Map to Tier 1 Structure Alternatives
3.2 Note:
There is one more alternative.  It hasn’t been discussed, but its Pros and Cons could be assembled from the other Pros and Cons.  If it were included, then the first alternative would be 4.1.2, and this alternative would be 4.1.1.
	Tier 1 Structure Alternatives
	Scope of Tier 1
	Level of Tier 0 Delegation

	???
Single Tier 1 for all NANP countries
	Single NANP Tier 1
	1+NPA
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