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This document is offered to the ENUM Forum as a basis for discussion and is not a binding proposal on AT&T.  AT&T specifically reserves the right to amend or withdraw the statements contained herein.

An ad hoc contribution
 has recently been made to those members of the industry interested in the formulation of an LLC. This contribution provides some comments on that proposal in an attempt to move towards a consensus on a general proposal for an ENUM Trial in the United States.

First, AT&T supports the concept of an ENUM Trial in the United States. It will be important for many different companies with an interest in ENUM to test the necessary hardware and software that they will use to fulfill whatever role(s) they wish to serve. It will also be important to have an interim platform for commercial interests in advance of the implementation out of the envisioned LLC.

The proposal suggests that the trial should be sponsored by the envisioned LLC. While the LLC timeline indicates that the LLC may be implemented by May 2004 (there is a meeting scheduled for 5-6 May 2004), that may be an overly optimistic expectation. Once formed, the LLC may have enough to do to develop the necessary RFP. In addition, if the trial is sponsored by the LLC, it may be perceived that participation is limited to those companies that are members of the LLC. AT&T believes there should no question that the trial should be open to anyone in the industry that wishes to participate. It seems that an open industry group, such as the ENUM Forum, would be a better sponsor for the trial. A task group could be formed that would publish the guidelines and manage the overall activities for such a trial. Results of the trial activities could be published as open contributions of the Forum.

The proposal suggests that the costs of the trial could be borne by the members of the LLC. It is extremely unlikely that, having paid the significant costs to join the LLC, companies are then going to openly embrace even more significant costs to implement a temporary trial. Such a model for cost recovery may enhance the perception that participation in the trial is limited. Trials such as those conducted in the UK relied on the participants to cover their own costs in the trial. Recognizing that there are costs to implementing the necessary Tier 1 infrastructure from scratch, it may be more cost effective to utilize interested companies that already provide robust DNS services. It is recognized that this position may exclude some interested companies from participating, but it is unlikely that industry, in this economy, is willing to put up close to $1 million for a temporary facility. In addition, given the widely divergent opinion of the Forum on how many Tier 1 providers there should be, it seems prudent to open the trial up to the possibility of having multiple providers to assess the impact of that concept. If the trial moves beyond rudimentary technical activities, it may be necessary for there to be a very modest fee to register numbers in the Tier 1 registry(ies). 

� Contribution from AG Designs, LLC and Seiri, Inc. dated 23 March 2004





