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Abst r act
Thi s docunent requests a service provider identifier URN nanespace
Conventions used in this docunent

The key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "REQUI RED', "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",
"SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', "MAY", and "COPTIONAL" in this
docunent are to be interpreted as described in RFC2119 [ RFC2119].

Status of this Meno

This Internet-Draft is submtted in full conformance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Internet-Drafts are working docunents of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (I ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute
wor ki ng documents as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at http://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.

Internet-Drafts are draft documents valid for a maxi num of six nonths
and nay be updated, replaced, or obsoleted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress.”

This Internet-Draft will expire on Decenber 4, 2011
Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2011 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

This docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunent nust
include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of

Pf aut z Expi res Decenber 4, 2011 [ Page 1]



Internet-Draft SP URN June 2011

the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.

1. Background

A nunmber of industry bodies have identified the need for a conmon

gl obal service provider identifier. |In the |IETF the DRI NKS worki ng
group has sought an identifier for the owner of objects to be
provisioned in registries for the exchange of Session Establishnent
Data and the ENUM WG and E2MD BCOF di scussed the need for a service
provider identifier to associate with E 164 nunbers. CQutside of the
| ETF, the need for a service provider identifier has been discussed
in ITUT Study G oup 2, in the i3 Forum the GSMA, and ATIS. In nost
of these discussions a preference has been expressed for a nuneric
identifier that might be obtained by any type of entity as opposed to
only certain types of entities, e.g., carriers with a particular
national |legal status. Although preference was al so expressed for
reuse of sone existing identifier, if possible, as requirenents have
been el aborated no current identifier seens appropriate. Thus, this
docunent requests registration of a service provider identifier URN
namespace

2. Requirenents for Service Provider identifier

It is suggested that Service Provider ldentifiers have the foll ow ng
characteristics:

0 They SHOULD be gl obal ly uni que

They SHOULD be nuneric, at least 8 digits |ong

They SHOULD be fixed | ength

they SHOULD be available to any type of entity

Entities SHOULD be able to obtain nulitple identifiers.

Sone range of identifiers SHOULD be reserved for internal entity
usage.

OO0Oo0o0oo

3. Nanespace Consi derations

URN val ues are to be assigned by ANA on a first cone first served
basis. The resources to be identified are service providers, e.g.
(but not linmted to) SIP service providers. Entities nmay obtain
mul tiple assignnents. A variety of services night be supported

i ncl udi ng exchange Vol P and other traffic types.
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4. Communi ty Consi derations
Open assignment will allow all types of entities to exchange traffic
as opposed to limiting the entities that may be represented as is the
case with sone other identifies (e.g., ITUT M 1400 Carrier Codes).
A fixed length digit string will be nore easily processed by
i mpl enment ati ons that make use of prefixing as conpared to Private
Enterprise Nunbers or | TADs, which are integer val ues.

5.  URN Nanespace Definition Tenpl ate
Namespace | D
to be assigned
Regi stration | nfornmation:
Version 1
Date: 2011-06-04
Decl ared regi strant of the nanespace
Name: | ETF
Contact: P. Pfautz
E-mai |l : ppfautz@tt.com
Decl aration of structure:
The identifier structure is as foll ows:
URN: <8>DIGA T
DI G T=%30- 39
Rel evant ancillary docunentation

I dentifier uniqueness considerations:

Uni queness is guaranteed as |long as the assigned nunber is never
reassi gned.

Identifier persistence considerations:

TBD
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Process of identifier assignnent:
First cone first served by | ANA
Process for identifier resolution:
None at this tine.

Rul es for Lexical Equival ence:
exact digit string match

Conf ormance with URN Synt ax:

No speci al considerations.

Val i dati on nechani sm

None specifi ed.

Scope:

d obal

6. Security Considerations
Any security considerations would be a product of the applications
maki ng use of the new service provider identifiers.

7. | ANA Consi derations

TBD
8. Normative References

[ RFC2119] Bradner, S., "Key words for use in RFCs to Indicate
Requi renment Levels", BCP 14, RFC 2119, March 1997.
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Aut hor’ s Addr ess

Penn Pfautz

AT&T

200 S. Laurel Ave

M ddl etown, NJ 07748
USA

Emai | : ppfautz@tt.com

Pf aut z Expi res Decenber 4, 2011 [ Page 5]






