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Attendees:

Steven D. Lind - AT&T
Penn Pfautz - AT&T
Robert Schafer - MCI
Karen Mulberry - MCI
Mark McFadden - BT Americas
Andy Gallant - AG Design
Beth O’Donnell - Cox
David Greenhaus - Long Distance Partnership
Eric Zelman - Long Distance Partnership
John Evancie - Long Distance Partnership
Rex Bullinger - NCTA
Phyllis Anderson - SBC
Jim Baskin - Verizon
Jay Carpenter - 1-800-AFTA
Paul Brady - SNET Diversified Group
Michael Papp - SNET Diversified Group
Tim Denton - CIRA
Peter Lang - Call-Net / Sprint Canada Inc.
Jason Livingood - Comcast
Doug Kwong - Bell Canada
Brian Egbert - Sprint
Kevin McCandless - Verisign

Agenda:

1. Review of ENUM-related highlights from ITU-T SG2 meeting

2. Review of GEN0099R0 (Trial Framework)

3. Review of 6002_0_0 (Non-geographic Codes)

· GEN0101R0

4. Next meeting

Results:

1.
Steve Lind, with the assistance of Phyllis Anderson and Jim Baskin, gave an overview of the 18-18 May 2004 SG2 meeting and the ENUM-related issues.

2.
Andy Gallant volunteered to serve as editor of the Trial Framework document, at least for the time being. The document was presented and a general discussion ensued. Some of the issues raised included:

· Should some sort of memorandum of understanding be required of trial participants that they would support any completed framework document?

· At some point, we would need to see who is interested in participating to ensure that all defined roles would be covered by the trial participants.

· Is e164.arpa the only domain that should be considered for a trial?

· Which forum (ENUM Forum or LLC) is appropriate to actually run the trial? Would the ENUM Forum, if it ran the trial, ask all appropriate regulatory agencies for a temporary delegation of CC1? Could the framework document be developed by one forum and the trial run out of another forum?

PROPOSED: The ENUM Forum will proceed with the intention of conducting an ENUM trial, preferably in the e164.arpa domain. The first step would be the completion of a trial framework document (i.e., 6003_0_X). If the Forum adopts the document, the intention is for the ENUM Forum to operationalize it. 

There were no objections to the proposal and, there fore was adopted as part of the Forum’s ongoing work plan.

Contributions to progress the work are invited for the next meeting.

3.
Document 6002_0_0 (Non-geographic Codes) was introduced. Contribution GEN0101R0 was presented. The ensuing discussion generated ideas that would need to be used to suggest modifications to the text of the working document. Contributions to progress the work are invited for the next meeting.

4.
Next Meeting:

June 24, 2004
2-4 PM EDT
Agenda will be the same as today based on receipt of contributions.

